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109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
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REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
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MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
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INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
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PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
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WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 
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133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
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55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 
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MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 
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NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 
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COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 
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AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 
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APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 
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8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
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thru 
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thru 
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8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
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thru 
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8/10/2020 045085-045316 
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thru 
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thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
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thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

 



007580



007581



007582



007583



007584



007585



007586



007587



007588



007589



007590



007591



007592



007593



007594



007595



007596



007597



007598



007599



007600



007601



007602



007603



007604



007605



007606



007607



007608



007609



007610



007611



007612



007613



007614



007615



007616



007617



007618



007619



007620



007621



007622



007623



007624



007625



007626



007627



007628



007629



007630



007631



007632



007633



007634



007635



007636



007637



007638



007639



007640



007641



007642



007643



007644



007645



007646



007647



007648



007649



007650



007651



007652



007653



007654



007655



007656



007657



007658



007659



007660



007661



007662



007663



007664



007665



007666



007667



007668



007669



007670



007671



007672



007673



007674



007675



007676



007677



007678



007679



007680



007681



007682



007683



007684



007685



007686



007687



007688



007689



007690



007691



007692



007693



007694



007695



007696



007697



007698



007699



007700



007701



007702



007703



007704



007705



007706



007707



007708



007709



007710



007711



007712



007713



007714



007715



007716



007717



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION 

TGIG, LLC; NEVADA HOLISITIC 
MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
NEVADA PURE, LLC; MEDIFARM, LLC; 
MEDIFARM IV LLC; THC NEVADA, LLC; 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; RED EARTH LLC; 
NEVCANN LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS 
LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 

                                    Respondent. 

 

Supreme Court Case No.:  82014 

 

District Court Case No.:   A787004 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
PLAINTIFFS’ JOINT APPENDIX 

VOLUME  59 OF 343 

CLARK HILL, PLLC 
Dominic P. Gentile, Esq. (NSBN 1923) 

Ross Miller, Esq. (NSBN 8190) 
Mark S. Dzarnoski, Esq. (NSBN 3398) 

John A. Hunt, Esq. (NSBN 1888) 
A. William Maupin (NSBN 1150) 

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy, Suite 500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 

Attorneys for TGIG Appellants 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



TABLE OF CONTENT 

Chronological by Date Filed1 

TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

14 
APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 

 
1 Pursuant to NRAP 30(c)(1), “[t] ranscripts that are included in the appendix shall be placed in 
chronological order by date of the hearing or trial.”  Accordingly, the controlling date for the 
placement of a transcript in this appendix is the hearing date, not the date the transcript was filed 
with the district court. 



PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 



26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 

37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 



44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 
45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

 



TABLE OF CONTENT 

Alphabetical by Document Name 

TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 
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COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
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234 
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235 
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238 
thru 
239 
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248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
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REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
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CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 
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179 
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326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 
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THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
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SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
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EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 
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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 
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THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 
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THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 
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345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 
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349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 
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WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
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75 
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78 
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WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 
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COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 
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COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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OPPS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S OPPOSITION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 
 
 

   

GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC (“GreenMart”) hereby submits its omnibus 

opposition to the motion to compel privilege logs filed by Plaintiffs ETW Management 

Group LLC, Global Harmony LLC, Herbal Choice Inc., Just Quality, LLC, Libra Wellness 

Center LLC, Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba Mother Herb, THC Nevada LLC, Zion Gardens 

LLC, and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (the “ETW Plaintiffs” or “ETW”).  

This opposition is supported by the attached memorandum of points and authorities 

and declaration of counsel, all papers and pleadings on file in this matter, and any argument 

this Court may entertain at the time of hearing.   

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
4/3/2020 10:40 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

During a January 14, 2020 telephonic meet and confer with the ETW Plaintiffs, 

GreenMart agreed to produce a privilege log identifying its withheld communications with 

its consultants. (Exh. 4 to Motion.) GreenMart produced that log on February 6, 2020. (Exh. 

5 to Motion.) Between that date and the filing of the instant motion, the ETW Plaintiffs made 

no attempt to communicate with GreenMart regarding any perceived deficiencies in the 

privilege log. Instead, the ETW Plaintiffs sat on their complaints until March 13, 2020—the 

last day of discovery in this matter. Accordingly, the Court should deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ 

motion because (1) they failed to comply with this Court’s meet and confer requirements, 

and (2) the motion is untimely.  

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. The ETW Plaintiffs Failed to Comply With the Requirement to Meet 
and Confer Prior to Filing the Motion to Compel. 

The purpose of the meet and confer requirement is “to lessen the burden on the 

court and reduce the unnecessary expenditure of resources by litigants, through promotion 

of informal, extrajudicial resolution of discovery disputes.” To effect that purpose, Rule 37 

requires parties to meaningfully meet and confer: 
[T]he parties must present to each other the merits of their respective 
positions with the same candor, specificity, and support during informal 
negotiations as during the briefing of discovery motions. Only after all the 
cards have been laid on the table, and a party has meaningfully assessed the 
relative strengths and weaknesses of its position in light of all available 
information, can there be a “sincere effort” to resolve the matter.  

Nevada Power Co. v. Monsanto Co., 151 F.R.D. 118, 120 (D. Nev. 1993). During 

the January 14, 2020 telephonic conference between the parties, GreenMart agreed to 

produce a privilege log listing its withheld communications with its consultants. (Exh. 4 to 

Motion.) GreenMart subsequently produced a privilege log on February 6, 2020. (Exh. 5 to 

Motion.) Until the filing of the instant motion, the ETW Plaintiffs made no effort to 

communicate their dissatisfaction with GreenMart’s log. Had the ETW Plaintiffs 

communicated with GreenMart regarding their objections to the sufficiency of the privilege 

007334
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log, the parties may have reached an agreement, which would have obviated the need for 

judicial intervention. Instead, the ETW Plaintiffs waited until the last day of discovery to 

dispute a privilege log that they have had for well over a month. Thus, this Court should deny 

the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion in its entirety—including their request for attorney’s fees—based 

solely on their failure to meet and confer.  

B. The ETW Plaintiffs’ Motion is Untimely. 

While Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure do not specify a deadline for filing 

discovery motions, courts have made clear that a party may not unduly delay in filing a 

motion to compel. See, e.g., Gault v. Nabisco Co., 184 F.R.D. 620, 622 (D. Nev. 1999) 

“Untimeliness is sufficient ground, standing alone, to deny a discovery motion, . . . and courts 

“will often deny Rule 37(a) motions because the moving party delayed too long.” Williams 

v. Las Vegas Metro. Police Dep’t, No. 2:13-CV-01340-GMN, 2015 WL 3489553, at *1 (D. 

Nev. June 3, 2015) (quotation and citations omitted). “A motion to compel filed on the last 

day of discovery, for example, may be untimely if it could and should have been filed much 

earlier.” RKF Retail Holdings, LLC v. Tropicana Las Vegas, Inc., No. 

214CV01232APGGWF, 2017 WL 2908869, at *5 (D. Nev. July 6, 2017) (citing E.E.O.C. v. 

Pioneer Hotel, Inc., 2014 WL 5045109, at *1-2 (D. Nev. Oct. 9, 2014)); see also In re 

Sulfuric Acid Antitrust Litig., 231 F.R.D. 331, 341 (N.D. Ill. 2005) (finding untimely a motion 

to compel filed on the last day of discovery); Wells v. Sears Roebuck & Co., 203 F.R.D. 240, 

241 (S.D. Miss. 2001) (finding untimely a motion to compel filed more than a month before 

the discovery cutoff); see also Aardwolf Indus., LLC v. Abaco Machs. USA, Inc., Case No. 

CV 16-01968-GW (JEMx), 2017 WL 4769431, at *1-2 (C.D. Cal. July 10, 2017) (finding 

untimely a motion to compel filed more than a month before the discovery cutoff), objection 

overruled, 2017 WL 10339007 (C.D. Cal. Aug. 9, 2017); Pioneer Hotel, 2014 WL 5045109, 

at *1, 2 (finding untimely a motion to compel filed on the discovery cutoff). 

  As noted above, the ETW Plaintiffs have had since February 6, 2020 to object to 

the sufficiency of GreenMart’s privilege log. There is no explanation for why the ETW 

Plaintiffs neither met and conferred with GreenMart prior to filing the instant motion, and 

007335



 

4 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

there is also no explanation for why the ETW Plaintiffs waited until the last day of discovery 

to seek judicial intervention. Thus, this Court can deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion on 

untimeliness grounds alone.  

III. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, GreenMart respectfully requests that this Court deny the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel.    

 
DATED this 3rd day of April, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 

OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS to be 

submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on April 3, 2020. 
 
 
 
 

/s/ Lacey Ambro    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 

007336



154



 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

OPPS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S OPPOSITION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
COMPEL 
 
 

   

GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC (“GreenMart”) hereby submits its omnibus 

opposition to the motion to compel filed by Plaintiffs ETW Management Group LLC, Global 

Harmony LLC, Herbal Choice Inc., Just Quality, LLC, Libra Wellness Center LLC, 

Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba Mother Herb, THC Nevada LLC, Zion Gardens LLC, and 

MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (the “ETW Plaintiffs” or “ETW”).  

This opposition is supported by the attached memorandum of points and authorities 

and declaration of counsel, all papers and pleadings on file in this matter, and any argument 

this Court may entertain at the time of hearing.   

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
4/3/2020 10:40 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

There are several procedural and substantive reasons why this Court should deny 

the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion to compel. As seems to be a recurring theme in this matter, the 

ETW Plaintiffs filed their motion without complying with either Nev. R. Civ. P. 37(a)(1)’s 

or EDCR 2.34’s meet and confer requirements. Thus, the Court could deny the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ motion on this ground alone. Moreover, the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion—which 

confusingly lumps its disputes about several different Defendant/Intervenors’ discovery 

responses into one document—should be deemed untimely because it was filed on the last 

day of discovery. 

Turning to the substance of the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion, Nevada Rule of Civil 

Procedure 26(b)(1) permits discovery on “any nonprivileged matter that is relevant to any 

party’s claims or defenses and proportional to the needs of the case.” While discovery is not 

limited to admissible information, id., it still must be cabined by relevancy and 

proportionality. Moreover, “[d]istrict courts need not condone the use of discovery to engage 

in fishing expeditions.” Rivera v. NIBCO, Inc., 364 F.3d 1057, 1072 (9th Cir. 2004) 

(quotation and internal punctuation omitted). The ETW Plaintiffs’ discovery requests that 

GreenMart has objected to seek information not relevant to this litigation and are so broad 

that they could never be deemed proportional to the needs of this litigation. Indeed, some of 

the requests are so broad that they would require the production of documents entirely 

irrelevant to any claim at issue in this litigation.  Accordingly, this Court should deny the 

ETW Plaintiffs’ motion.  

II. RELEVANT DISCOVERY REQUESTS 

A. ETW’s Requests for Production 

Of the disputed Requests for Production (“RFP”) outlined in ETW’s motion, only 

four are relevant to GreenMart—RFP Nos. 11, 24, 26, and 27. (See Exh. 16 (stating that 

GreenMart has no documents responsive to RFP Nos. 9, 10, 12, and 13, and identifying 

007338



 

3 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

responsive documents for RFP Nos. 25 and 28).) The full text of RFP Nos. 11, 24, 26, and 

27 are as follows: 
RFP No. 11 

Produce all Communications between You and any Consultant for any 
Applicant during the Relevant Time Period Related to the Applications 
and/or any Entity involved in the Marijuana Business. 
 
RFP No. 24 

Produce all Documents Related to any Meeting that You attended with any 
Consultant for any Applicant during the Relevant Timer Period Related to 
the Application.  
 
RFP No. 26 

Produce all copies of all e-mails, including attachments, that You received 
from the e-mail address marijuana@tax.state.nv. 
 
RFP No. 27 
Produce all copies of all e-mails, including attachments, that You sent to the 
e-mail address marijuana.tax.state.nv. 

(Exh. 16 to Motion, pp. 10:22-25, 24:23-25, 21:12-14, 22:1-3.) GreenMart objected to RFP 

Nos. 11 and 24 on several grounds, including that the RFPs were not proportional to the 

needs of the case and sought to invade the attorney-client privilege. (Exh. 16, pp. 10:26-

11:16, 19:26-20:10.) GreenMart objected to RFP Nos. 26 and 27 on several grounds, 

including that the RFPs called for the production of email communications with an invalid 

email address and were overly broad and disproportional to the needs of the case because 

they both called for the production of communications that had nothing whatsoever to do 

with the 2018 applications. (Exh. 16, pp. 21:15-22:17.)   

B. ETW’s Interrogatories. 

For the most part, GreenMart does not have information responsive to the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ broad interrogatories. (See Exh. 15 to Motion (indicating that GreenMart had no 

information responsive to Interrogatory Nos. 4, 6, and 9).) The undersigned counsel 

acknowledges that due to a calendaring oversight, she neglected to supplement GreenMart’s 

responses to ETW’s Interrogatories Nos. 2 and 5 as agreed to during the January 14, 2020 

conference with counsel for ETW. (See, e.g., Declaration of Maximilien Fetaz, ¶ 35; see also 

Exh. 30.) The undersigned apologizes for this oversight, and has supplemented GreenMart’s 
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responses contemporaneously with the filing of the instant opposition. Thus, the only 

remaining Interrogatory GreenMart has objected to is Interrogatory No. 8: 
Interrogatory No. 8 
Identify the individuals responsible for the for submission of Your 
Application.  

(Exh. 15, p. 8:5-6.) GreenMart objected to this Interrogatory on the grounds that, inter alia, 

it is not proportional to the needs of the case because it is not important to resolving any of 

the issues at stake in this litigation. (Id. at p. 8:7-15.)  

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. The ETW Plaintiffs Failed to Comply with the Requirement to Meet and 
Confer Prior to Filing the Motion to Compel. 

Although GreenMart and the ETW Plaintiffs did conduct a telephonic conference 

on January 14, 2020 to discuss GreenMart’s responses to discovery requests, the ETW 

Plaintiffs did not meet and confer to resolve any disputes regarding GreenMart’s 

supplemental responses or its privilege log prior to filing the instant motion. Although several 

Plaintiffs have displayed a cavalier attitude towards the meet and confer requirements of 

Nev. R. Civ. P. 37(a)(1) and EDCR 2.34, these requirements are in place for a reason, and 

this Court has the discretion to deny ETW’s motion based solely on their failure to adhere to 

them.  

The purpose of the meet and confer requirement is “to lessen the burden on the 

court and reduce the unnecessary expenditure of resources by litigants, through promotion 

of informal, extrajudicial resolution of discovery disputes.” To effect that purpose, Rule 37 

requires parties to meaningfully meet and confer: 
[T]he parties must present to each other the merits of their respective 
positions with the same candor, specificity, and support during informal 
negotiations as during the briefing of discovery motions. Only after all the 
cards have been laid on the table, and a party has meaningfully assessed the 
relative strengths and weaknesses of its position in light of all available 
information, can there be a “sincere effort” to resolve the matter.  

Nevada Power Co. v. Monsanto Co., 151 F.R.D. 118, 120 (D. Nev. 1993). Although the ETW 

Plaintiffs did meet and confer with GreenMart over their initial responses to the disputed 

discovery requests, they failed to meet and confer with GreenMart regarding its supplemental 
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responses. Instead, the ETW Plaintiffs waited until the last day of discovery to air their 

grievances in the instant motion. Thus, this Court should deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion in 

its entirety—including their request for attorney’s fees—based solely on their failure to meet 

and confer.  

B. The ETW Plaintiffs’ Motion is Untimely. 

While Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure do not specify a deadline for filing 

discovery motions, courts have made clear that a party may not unduly delay in filing a 

motion to compel. See, e.g., Gault v. Nabisco Co., 184 F.R.D. 620, 622 (D. Nev. 1999) 

“Untimeliness is sufficient ground, standing alone, to deny a discovery motion, . . . and courts 

“will often deny Rule 37(a) motions because the moving party delayed too long.” Williams 

v. Las Vegas Metro. Police Dep’t, No. 2:13-CV-01340-GMN, 2015 WL 3489553, at *1 (D. 

Nev. June 3, 2015) (quotation and citations omitted). “A motion to compel filed on the last 

day of discovery, for example, may be untimely if it could and should have been filed much 

earlier.” RKF Retail Holdings, LLC v. Tropicana Las Vegas, Inc., No. 

214CV01232APGGWF, 2017 WL 2908869, at *5 (D. Nev. July 6, 2017) (citing E.E.O.C. v. 

Pioneer Hotel, Inc., 2014 WL 5045109, at *1-2 (D. Nev. Oct. 9, 2014)); see also In re 

Sulfuric Acid Antitrust Litig., 231 F.R.D. 331, 341 (N.D. Ill. 2005) (finding untimely a motion 

to compel filed on the last day of discovery); Wells v. Sears Roebuck & Co., 203 F.R.D. 240, 

241 (S.D. Miss. 2001) (finding untimely a motion to compel filed more than a month before 

the discovery cutoff); see also Aardwolf Indus., LLC v. Abaco Machs. USA, Inc., Case No. 

CV 16-01968-GW (JEMx), 2017 WL 4769431, at *1-2 (C.D. Cal. July 10, 2017) (finding 

untimely a motion to compel filed more than a month before the discovery cutoff), objection 

overruled, 2017 WL 10339007 (C.D. Cal. Aug. 9, 2017); Pioneer Hotel, 2014 WL 5045109, 

at *1, 2 (finding untimely a motion to compel filed on the discovery cutoff). 

  The ETW Plaintiffs’ disputes with GreenMart over the aforementioned discovery 

requests is not new. As ETW’s own motion illustrates, the parties’ disagreements regarding 

the discovery requests has been floating around since at least December 2019. (See, e.g., Exh. 

29 to Motion (December 19, 2019 letter requesting EDCR 2.34 conference); Exh. 30 
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(January 17, 2020 email summarizing meet and confer).) The ETW Plaintiffs have offered 

no explanation as to why they waited until the last day of discovery to file a motion to compel 

when these disputes have been lingering for months. Instead, they sat on their rights until the 

final day of discovery. Thus, this Court can deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ motion on untimeliness 

grounds alone.  

C. The ETW Plaintiffs’ Discovery Requests Are Not Proportional to the 
Needs of the Case.  

Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 26(b)(1) permits discovery on “any nonprivileged 

matter that is relevant to any party’s claims or defenses and proportional to the needs of the 

case.” While discovery is not limited to admissible information, id., it still must be cabined 

by relevancy and proportionality. In 2015, the United States Supreme Court amended Federal 

Rule of Civil Procedure 26—the federal analog of Nev. R. Civ. P. 26—and emphasized the 

need to impose “reasonable limits on discovery through increase reliance on the common-

sense concept of proportionality.” John Roberts, 2015 Year-End Report on the Federal 

Judiciary (Dec. 31, 2015), p. 6.1 The fundamental principle of amended Rule 26(b)(1) is “that 

lawyers must size and shape their discovery requests to the requisites of a case.” Id. at 7; 

accord Roberts v. Clark Cty. Sch. Dist., 312 F.R.D. 594, 603 (D. Nev. 2016).2 

1. The ETW Plaintiffs’ Requests for “All Emails” Between 
GreenMart and the Department Are Not Proportional to the Needs 
of the Case.  

As set forth above, RFPs 26 and 27 ask for the production of “all emails” GreenMart 

received from the Department, and “all emails” GreenMart sent to the Department. Aside 

from the fact that both RFPs ask for the production of email communications with an email 

address that does not exist—the proper email address is marijuana@tax.state.nv.us, not 

marijuana@tax.state.nv—both RFPs notably overbroad because they are completely 
 

1  Available online at http://www.supremecourt.gov/publicinfo/year-end/2015year-
endreport.pdf (last accessed March 26, 2020).  
2 As the ETW Plaintiffs note, this court may look to federal cases interpreting the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure “because the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure are based in large 
part upon their federal counterparts.” (ETW Discovery Responses Motion, p. 7, n.11 
(compiling relevant case law).)  
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unlimited as to time or topic. As the ETW Plaintiffs are undoubtedly aware, any entity 

operating in the marijuana industry regularly communicates with the Department about 

matters such as advertisement approvals, agent card compliance, cultivation and sales 

reports, quarterly inventory reports, and a myriad of other regulatory and compliance matters. 

Thus, responding to the ETW Plaintiffs RFPs as written would require the production of 

communications spanning several years that discuss matters wholly unrelated to any of the 

issues in this litigation. 

2. The Identity of the Individuals Who Submitted GreenMart’s 
Application is Not Relevant to Any of the Needs of the Case. 

  In Interrogatory No. 8, the ETW Plaintiffs request the identity of the individual(s) 

who submitted GreenMart’s 2018 applications. This information, however, is not relevant to 

any of the ETW Plaintiffs’ claims. In their Third Amended Complaint, the ETW Plaintiffs 

outline a number of claims regarding the Department’s implementation of the application 

process. (See generally ETW Plaintiffs’ January 29, 2020 Third Amended Complaint 

(“TAC”).) None of the claims specify any alleged malfeasance by GreenMart. At best, the 

ETW Plaintiffs make generalized allegations about what they believe successful applicants  

did wrong on their applications (see, e.g., TAC, ¶¶ 68-71) but make no specific allegations 

regarding GreenMart’s applications. Moreover, the ETW Plaintiffs’ TAC offers no theory as 

to why the identity of the person or persons who submitted GreenMart’s completed 

applications is relevant to any of their claims. Thus, this request is not proportional to the 

needs of this case.  

D. GreenMart’s Communications with Its Consultants Are Protected by the 
Attorney-Client Privilege.  

The attorney-client privilege is a well-established common law doctrine that 

presumptively cloaks communications between a client and its outside counsel from 

discovery. Phillips v. C.R. Bard, Inc., 290 F.R.D. 615, 634 (D. Nev. 2013). The purpose of 

the attorney-client privilege is to “encourage clients to make full disclosures to their attorneys 

in order to promote the broader public interests of recognizing the importance of fully 

informed advocacy in the administration of justice.” Wynn Resorts, Ltd. v. Eighth Judicial 
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Dist. Court in & for Cty. of Clark, 133 Nev. 369, 374, 399 P.3d 334, 341 (2017) (citing Nev. 

Rev. Stat. § 49.095).  

Communications from an attorney about a business complying with laws and 

regulations are subject to the attorney client privilege. See Upjohn Co. v. United States, 449 

U.S. 383, 392 (1981) (“In light of the vast and complicated array of regulatory legislation 

confronting the modern corporation, corporations, unlike most individuals, constantly go to 

lawyers to find out how to obey the law, particularly since compliance with the law in this 

area is hardly an instinctive matter.”); see also id. at 392 (holding that communications 

between corporate employees and corporate counsel are protected by the attorney client 

privilege because they are “needed to supply a basis for legal advice concerning compliance 

with securities and tax laws, foreign laws, currency regulations, duties to shareholders, and 

potential litigation in each of these areas”). As the United State Court of Appeals explained 

in United States v. Chen, 99 F.3d 1495, 1501 (9th Cir. 1996), “[i]f a person hires a lawyer 

for advice, there is a rebuttable presumption that the lawyer is hired ‘as such’ to give ‘legal 

advice,’ whether the subject of the advice is criminal or civil, business, tort, domestic 

relations, or anything else.” This presumption can only be overcome “when the facts show 

that the lawyer was ‘employed without reference to his knowledge and discretion in the law.” 

Id. (quotation omitted).  

In the instant case, all of GreenMart’s consultants for the 2018 application were 

attorneys; thus, all GreenMart’s communications with its consultants are presumptively 

privileged. The ETW Plaintiffs can therefore only overcome this presumption of privilege if 

they demonstrate that GreenMart’s consultants were “employed without reference to [their] 

knowledge and discretion in the law.” The ETW Plaintiffs cannot make this showing. 

Accordingly, their request for GreenMart’s privileged communications with its consultants 

must be denied.  

/ / / 

/ / /  

007344



 

9 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

E. The ETW Plaintiffs’ Request for Attorney’s Fees Must Be Denied. 

In a brief section of their motion, the ETW Plaintiffs request that this Court award 

them attorney’s fees for filing the instant motion. (Motion, p. 16:7-13.) This request must be 

denied for two reasons. First, as noted above, the ETW Plaintiffs failed to meet and confer 

with GreenMart prior to filing the instant motion. Thus, any attorney’s fees that the ETW 

Plaintiffs incurred were self-created; had the ETW Plaintiffs bothered to meet and confer 

with GreenMart prior to filing their motion, the parties may have been able to reach 

agreements about the disputed request and therefore obviated the need for judicial 

intervention. The ETW Plaintiffs chose not to comply with the mandatory meet and confer 

requirements, and are not entitled to an award for their noncompliance. Second, as also 

discussed above, the ETW Plaintiffs sat on their hands for months before filing this motion 

on the very last day of discovery, thereby rendering their motion untimely. Thus, the Court 

should not award the ETW Plaintiffs for their dilatory motion practice.     

IV. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, GreenMart respectfully requests that this Court deny the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ Motion to Compel.    

 
DATED this 3rd day of April, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 

OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL to be submitted 

electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on April 3, 2020. 
 
 
 
 

/s/ Lacey Ambro    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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AARON FORD 
Attorney General 

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 

Akke Levin (Bar No. 9102) 
Senior Deputy Attorney General 

Kiel B. Ireland (15368C) 
Deputy Attorney General 

Sabrena Clinton (Bar No. 6499) 
Deputy Attorney General 

Office of the Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 486-3783 (phone) 
(702) 486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
Attorneys for the State of Nevada 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 

REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
 

Defendant The State of Nevada ex rel. Department of Taxation (the “Department”) 

answers Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint as follows:  

I. PARTIES  

1. Answering Paragraph 1, the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

2. Answering Paragraph 2, the Department admits that Defendant State of 

Nevada Department of Taxation is an agency of the State of Nevada, but is without 

. . . 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
4/8/2020 5:22 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same.   

3. Answering Paragraph 3, the Department admits that Defendant Jorge Pupo 

was the Deputy Executive Director, Department of Taxation, Marijuana Enforcement 

Division, but is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same.   

4. Answering Paragraph 4, the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

5. Answering Paragraph 5, the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Answering Paragraph 6, the Department admits the allegations. 

7. Answering Paragraph 7, the Department admits the allegations. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

8. Answering Paragraph 8, the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

9. Answering Paragraph 9, the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

10. Answering Paragraph 10, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.   

11. Answering Paragraph 11, the Department admits the allegations. 

. . . 
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12. Answering Paragraph 12, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.   

13. Answering Paragraph 13, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.   

14. Answering Paragraph 14, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.   

15. Answering Paragraph 15, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.  

16. Answering Paragraph 16, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.  

17. Answering Paragraph 17, the Department admits the allegations. 

18. Answering Paragraph 18, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

19. Answering Paragraph 19, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

20. Answering Paragraph 20, the Department denies the allegations. 

21. Answering Paragraph 21, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 
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22. Answering Paragraph 22, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

23. Answering Paragraph 23, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

24. Answering Paragraph 24, the Department admits the allegations. 

B. The Licensing Applications 

25. Answering Paragraph 25, the Department admits the allegations.   

26. Answering Paragraph 26, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

27. Answering Paragraph 27, the Department denies the allegations.  

28. Answering Paragraph 28, the Department admits the allegations. 

29. Answering Paragraph 29, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

30. Answering Paragraph 30, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

31. Answering Paragraph 31, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same.   

32. Answering Paragraph 32, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

33. Answering Paragraph 33, the Department denies the allegations. 

34. Answering Paragraph 34, the Department denies the allegations. 
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35. Answering Paragraph 35, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

36. Answering Paragraph 36, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

37. Answering Paragraph 37, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

38. Answering Paragraph 38, the Department admits the allegations. 

39. Answering Paragraph 39, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

40. The Plaintiff omitted this paragraph in the amended complaint.  

C. Plaintiff’s Application 

41. Answering Paragraph 41, the Department denies the allegations. 

42. Answering Paragraph 42, the Department denies the allegations. 

43. Answering Paragraph 43, the Department denies the allegations. 

44. Answering Paragraph 44, the Department admits the allegations. 

45. Answering Paragraph 45, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

46. Answering Paragraph 46, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

47. Answering Paragraph 47, the Department denies the allegations. 

48. Answering Paragraph 48, the Department denies the allegations. 

49. Answering Paragraph 49, the Department denies the allegations.  
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50. Answering Paragraph 50, the Department denies the allegations. 

51. Answering Paragraph 51, the Department denies the allegations. 

52. Answering Paragraph 52, the Department denies the allegations. 

53. Answering Paragraph 53, the Department denies the allegations. 

54. Answering Paragraph 54, the Department denies the allegations. 

55. Answering Paragraph 55, the Department denies the allegations. 

56. Answering Paragraph 56, the Department denies the allegations. 

57. Answering Paragraph 57, the Department denies the allegations. 

58. Answering Paragraph 58, the Department denies the allegations. 

59. Answering Paragraph 59, the Department denies the allegations. 

60. Answering Paragraph 60, the Department denies the allegations. 

61. Answering Paragraph 61, the Department denies the allegations. 

62. Answering Paragraph 62, the Department denies the allegations.  

63. Answering Paragraph 63, the Department denies the allegations. 

64. Answering Paragraph 64, the Department denies the allegations. 

65. Answering Paragraph 65, the Department denies the allegations. 

66. Answering Paragraph 66, the Department denies the allegations. 

67. Answering Paragraph 67, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

68. Answering Paragraph 68, the Department denies the allegations. 

69. Answering Paragraph 69, the Department denies the allegations. 

70. Answering Paragraph 70, the Department denies the allegations. 

71. Answering Paragraph 71, the Department denies the allegations. 

72. Answering Paragraph 72, the Department denies the allegations. 
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73. Answering Paragraph 73, the Department denies the allegations. 

74. Answering Paragraph 74, the Department denies the allegations. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

75. Answering Paragraph 75 the Department denies the allegations. 

76. Answering Paragraph 76, the Department denies the allegations. 

77. Answering Paragraph 77, the Department denies the allegations. 

78. Answering Paragraph 78, the Department denies the allegations. 

79. Answering Paragraph 79, the Department denies the allegations. 

80. Answering Paragraph 80, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Permanent Injunction) 

81. Answering Paragraph 81, the Department denies the allegations.  

82. Answering Paragraph 82, the Department denies the allegations. 

83. Answering Paragraph 83, the Department denies the allegations. 

84. Answering Paragraph 84, the Department denies the allegations. 

85. Answering Paragraph 85, the Department denies the allegations. 

86. Answering Paragraph 86, the Department denies the allegations. 

87. Answering Paragraph 87, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of 42 USC 1983 by Defendants Jorge Pupo 

and Department of Taxation) 

88. Answering Paragraph 88, the Department denies the allegations. 

89. Answering Paragraph 89, the Department denies the allegations. 
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90. Answering Paragraph 90, the Department denies the allegations. 

91. Answering Paragraph 91, the Department denies the allegations. 

92. Answering Paragraph 92, the Department denies the allegations. 

93. Answering Paragraph 93, the Department denies the allegations. 

94. Answering Paragraph 94, the Department denies the allegations. 

95. Answering Paragraph 95, the Department denies the allegations. 

96. Answering Paragraph 96, the Department denies the allegations. 

97. Answering Paragraph 97, the Department denies the allegations. 

98. Answering Paragraph 98, the Department denies the allegations. 

99. Answering Paragraph 99, the Department denies the allegations. 

100. Answering Paragraph 100, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

101. Answering Paragraph 101, the Department denies the allegations. 

102. Answering Paragraph 102, the Department denies the allegations. 

103. Answering Paragraph 103, the Department denies the allegations. 

104. Answering Paragraph 104, the Department denies the allegations. 

105. Answering Paragraph 105, the Department denies the allegations. 

106. Answering Paragraph 106, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

107. Answering Paragraph 107, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 
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108. Answering Paragraph 108, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

109. Answering Paragraph 109, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

110. Answering Paragraph 110, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

111. Answering Paragraph 111, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF PLED IN THE ALTERNATIVE 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

112. Answering Paragraph 112, the Department denies the allegations. 

113. Answering Paragraph 113, the Department denies the allegations. 

114. Answering Paragraph 114, the Department denies the allegations. 

115. Answering Paragraph 115, the Department denies the allegations. 

116. Answering Paragraph 116, the Department denies the allegations. 

WHEREFORE, the Department prays for relief from this Court as follows 

1. That Plaintiffs take nothing by way of this Amended Complaint; 

2. That Plaintiffs claims against Defendants be dismissed with prejudice;  

3. That Defendants be awarded reasonable attorney fees and costs of suit; and  

4. For such other and further relief as this Honorable Court may deem just and 

proper.  

GENERAL DENIALS 

The Department denies any and all allegations in the Amended Complaint not 

specifically admitted in this Answer. 
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The Department denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief prayed for in 

the Amended Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The Department denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following 

affirmative defenses: 

1. Plaintiffs have failed to state a claim for which relief can be granted.  

2. Plaintiffs do not have a property right in a privilege license that they do not 

have. 

3. Plaintiffs do not have a fundamental right to a privilege license. 

4. Chapter 453D does not provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license 

is not issued. 

5. The Nevada Administrative Procedures Act, NAC Chapter 233B, does not 

provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license is not issued. 

6. The Department’s actions were neither arbitrary, capricious, nor an abuse of 

discretion.  

7. The Department’s interpretation of the statutes and regulations it is 

authorized to execute is given great deference.  

8. The Department used an impartial and numerically scored competitive 

bidding process.  

9. Plaintiffs did not have a statutory entitlement to a license.  

10. The U.S. Constitution does not protect the right to engage in a business that 

is illegal under federal law.  

11. Plaintiffs do not have standing. 

12. Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust their administrative remedies. 

13. The Complaint fails to present a justiciable controversy.  

14. This Court lacks jurisdiction to hear Plaintiffs’ claims. 

15. The Department is immune from liability pursuant to NRS 41.031, et. seq.  

. . . 
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16. Plaintiff failed to name the Department properly as required by NRS 

41.031(2). 

17. Plaintiffs’ claims, including the declaratory and/or equitable claims are barred 

by the doctrines of waiver, ratification, estoppel, unclean hands and other equitable 

defenses.  

18. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations and/or the 

doctrine of laches.  

19. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on impossibility.   

20. Plaintiffs’ claims have been waived because of the wrongful acts, omissions 

and conduct of Plaintiffs.  

21. Plaintiffs would be unjustly enriched if awarded damages.  

22. The Department has no contractual relationship with Plaintiffs to give rise to 

any declaratory relief.  

23. The damages sustained by the Plaintiff, if any, were caused by the acts of 

unknown third persons who were not agents, servants, or employees of the Department, 

and who were not acting on behalf of the Department in any manner or form, and, as such, 

the Department is not liable in any manner to Plaintiff.  

24. The Department is not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of 

other third parties. 

25. Plaintiffs fail to name a party necessary for full and adequate relief essential 

in this action.   

26. Plaintiffs failed to comply with a condition precedent. 

27. Plaintiffs have not suffered any damages attributable to the actions of the 

Department.  

28. Plaintiffs have failed to timely protect and/or enforce their alleged rights.  

29. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred as Plaintiffs have failed, refused, or neglected to 

take reasonable steps to mitigate damages, therefore barring or diminishing the ability to 

recover. 
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30. The Department has an objective good faith belief that it acted reasonably and 

in good faith and the Department’s actions were legally justified.   

31. The Department substantially complied with NRS and NAC Chapter 453D. 

32. The Department, at all relevant times, acted with due care and 

circumspection in the performance of its duties; exercised the degree of skill and learning 

ordinarily possessed and exercised by members of its profession in good standing, 

practicing in similar localities and that at all times, used reasonable care and diligence in  

the exercise of its skills and the application of its learning, and at all times acted according 

to its best judgment and met the applicable standard of care. 

33. Plaintiffs’ claims for relief are barred as Plaintiff’s alleged damages are 

speculative and cannot be calculated with any certainty or reliability.  

34. Each purported claim for relief is barred by the doctrines of res judicata and/or 

collateral estoppel.  

35. Each purported claim for relief is barred as Plaintiffs are estopped from 

pursuing any claim against the Department in accordance with equitable principles of 

jurisprudence. 

36. The Department alleges that the damages, if any, alleged by the Plaintiffs 

were the result of independent intervening acts, over which the Department had no control, 

which resulted in the superseding cause of Plaintiffs alleged damages. 

37. The Department avails itself of all affirmative defenses set forth in and or 

arising out of NRS Chapter 453D and NRS Chapter 360 and all applicable regulations and 

subparts.  

38. All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as 

insufficient facts and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable 

inquiry and, pursuant to NEV. R. CIV. P. 11, the Department hereby reserves the right to 

amend these affirmative defenses as additional information becomes available. 

. . . 

. . . 
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Additionally, one or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have been pled for the 

purposes of non-waiver. 

DATED this 8th day of April, 2020. 

 
AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 
 
 
By:  /s/   Steve Shevorski   

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 8th day of April, 2020, and e-served 

the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 

      /s/ Mary Pizzariello        
      Mary Pizzariello, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
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NAYLOR & BRASTER 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 

(702) 420-7000 

 

 

ANS 
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
NAYLOR & BRASTER  
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV  89145 
(T) (702) 420-7000 
(F) (702) 420-7001 
jbraster@nblawnv.com 
asharples@nblawnv.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Circle S Farms LLC 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 
 

 
Case No. A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 

COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT 

OF MANDAMUS 

Defendant Circle S Farms LLC (“Circle S” or “Defendant”) answers Rural Remedies, 

LLC’s (“Plaintiff”) Amended Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review or Writ of 

Mandamus (the “Complaint”) as follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 through 3, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
4/9/2020 2:07 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 4, Circle S admits it applied for a recreational marijuana 

license pursuant to NRS Chapter 453D.  As to the remainder of the allegations in paragraph 4, 

Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of 

the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

3. Answering paragraph 5, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial 

is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 6 and 7. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

 A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulation 

5. Answering paragraphs 8 through 24, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 8 through 24. 

 B. The Licensing Applications 

6. Answering paragraphs 25 through 29, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

7. Answering paragraphs 30 through 38, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 30 through 38. 

8. Answering paragraph 39, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them 

 C. Plaintiff’s Application 

9. Answering paragraph 411 through 44, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

 
1 Paragraph 40 is omitted. 
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10. Answering paragraphs 45 and 46, Circle S admits the Court entered Findings of 

Fact and Conclusion of Law on August 23, 2019 in Clark County District Court Case No. A-19-

786962-B.  The Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law speaks for itself and Circle S denies any 

inconsistent characterization of same. 

11. Answering paragraphs 47 through 66, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

12. Answering paragraph 67, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

13. Answering paragraph 68 through 73, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

14. Answering paragraph 74, Circle S admits the Court entered Findings of Fact and 

Conclusion of Law on August 23, 2019 in Clark County District Court Case No. A-19-786962-B.  

The Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law speaks for itself and Circle S denies any inconsistent 

characterization of same. 

15. Answering paragraphs 75 through 79, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Permanent Injunction) 

16. Answering paragraph 80, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

17. Answering paragraphs 81 through 86, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

/ / / 
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of 42 USC 1893 by Defendants Jorge Pupo and Department of Taxation) 

18. Answering paragraph 87, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

19. Answering paragraphs 88 and 89, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 88 and 89. 

20. Answering paragraphs 90 through 99, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

21. Answering paragraph 100, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

22. Answering paragraphs 101 through 105, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

23. Answering paragraph 106, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

24. Answering paragraph 107, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial 

is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 107. 

25. Answering paragraphs 108 through 110, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 
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SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF PLEAD IN THE ALTERNATIVE 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

26. Answering paragraph 111, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

27. Answering paragraph 112 through 116, Circle S is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore 

denies them. 

RESPONSE TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 In response to the prayer for relief set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, Circle S denies that 

Plaintiff/Petitioner is entitled to any of the relief requested therein. 

RESPONSE TO JURY DEMAND 

 In response to the jury demand, Circle S admits that Plaintiff has demanded a trial by jury 

on all issues triable. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. Plaintiff failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

2. The Complaint is barred by the doctrines of estoppel, waiver, release, and/or 

discharge. 

3. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the fault of persons other than Circle S. 

4. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, because Circle S did not owe any 

legal to them, or if Circle S did owe any such legal duty, Circle S did not breach that duty. 

5. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands and/or laches. 

6. Plaintiff failed to take steps to mitigate its damages, if any. 

7. Plaintiff is estopped by their conduct from recovering any relief under the 

Complaint, or any purported cause of action alleged therein. 

8. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, were caused by Plaintiff’s own acts and omissions. 

9. At all times material hereto, Circle S acted reasonably and in good faith. 
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10. Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part for any recovery because the 

conduct of Circle S was justified and/or privileged under the circumstances, thus barring any 

recovery by Plaintiffs. 

11. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury or loss 

sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which Circle S had or have no 

control. 

12. The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

13. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

14. Plaintiff’s claims are barred because Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

15. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the actions 

taken in the licensing process at issue. 

16. Plaintiff has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation 

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiff’s claims without affecting the 

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

17. The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiff to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

18. Plaintiff has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

19. Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiff, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

20. Plaintiff has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

21. Plaintiff is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

22. Mandamus is not available to compel the members of the executive branch to 
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perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

23. All affirmative defenses set forth in NRCP 8 and 12 are incorporated herein for the 

specific purpose of not waiving the same. 

24. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to assert additional affirmative 

defenses. 

25. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to bring counterclaims against 

Plaintiffs. 

WHEREFORE, Circle S prays for judgment on Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows: 

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by reason of the Complaint and the same be dismissed 

with prejudice; 

 2. That Circle S be awarded reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 9th day of April 2020. 
 
 NAYLOR & BRASTER  

By:  /s/ Andrew J. Sharples   
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 
 

Attorneys for Defendant Circle S Farms LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee 

of NAYLOR & BRASTER and that on this 9th day of April 2020, I caused the document CIRCLE 

S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT 

IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

to be served through the eFileNV electronic filing system to all parties on the service list. 
 

 
      /s/ Amy Reams     
      An Employee of NAYLOR & BRASTER 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA  

 
 
IN RE:  D.O.T. LITIGATION, 

 

Case No.   A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with:  A-785818 

A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 

Dept. No.  XI 
 
 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S 
MOTION TO STRIKE AND/OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM    

Date of Hearing:  April 3, 2020 
Time of Hearing:  9:00 a.m. 

TO:  ALL INTERESTED PARTIES  
  

NEOJ 
DENNIS L. KENNEDY 
Nevada Bar No. 1462 
JOSHUA M. DICKEY 
Nevada Bar No. 6621 
SARAH E. HARMON 
Nevada Bar No. 8106 
KELLY B. STOUT 
Nevada Bar No. 12105 
STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ 
Nevada Bar No. 14878 
BAILEYKENNEDY 
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148-1302 
Telephone:  702.562.8820 
Facsimile:  702.562.8821 
DKennedy@BaileyKennedy.com 
JDickey@BaileyKennedy.com 
SHarmon@BaileyKennedy.com 
KStout@BaileyKennedy.com 
SGlantz@BaileyKennedy.com 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Petitioner/ 
Counter-Defendant D.H. FLAMINGO, INC.  
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Electronically Filed
4/9/2020 5:30 PM
Steven D. Grierson
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Denying MM Development Company, Inc.’s Motion 

to Strike and/or Dismiss D.H. Flamingo, Inc.’s Counterclaim was entered on the 9th day of April, 

2020.  A true and correct copy of which is attached hereto.   
 
 DATED this 9th day of April, 2020. 

 
 
 
BAILEYKENNEDY 
 
By:  /s/ Stephanie J. Glantz   

DENNIS L. KENNEDY 
JOSHUA M. DICKEY 
SARAH E. HARMON 
KELLY B. STOUT 
STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ 

 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Petitioner/ 
Counter-Defendant D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that I am an employee of BAILEYKENNEDY and that on the 9th day of April, 

2020, service of the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 

DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE AND/OR DISMISS D.H. 

FLAMINGO, INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM was made via the Eighth Judicial District Court’s 

electronic filing system only, pursuant to the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion Rules, 

Administrative Order 14-2 and this Court’s Order dated March 11, 2020, to all parties currently on 

the electronic service list. 

 
 
  /s/ Karen Rodman    
Karen Rodman, an Employee of 
BAILEYKENNEDY 
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION,

Case No. 19-A-787004-B
Consolidated with A-785818

A-786357
A-786962
A-787035
A-787540
A-787726
A-801416

Dept. No. XI

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE
AND/OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM

Date of Hearing: April 3, 2020
Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m.

This matter came before the Court (the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez presiding) on the 3rd

day of April, 2020, at 9:00 a.m., in Department 11, on MM Development Company, Inc.’s Motion to

Strike and/or Dismiss D.H. Flamingo, Inc.’s Counterclaim (the “Motion”). Dennis L. Kennedy and

ORDR
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

Nevada Bar No. 1462
JOSHUA M. DICKEY

Nevada Bar No. 6621
SARAH E. HARMON

Nevada Bar No. 8106
KELLY B. STOUT

Nevada Bar No. 12105
STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ

Nevada Bar No. 14878
BAILEYKENNEDY
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148-1302
Telephone: 702.562.8820
Facsimile: 702.562.8821
DKennedy@BaileyKennedy.com
JDickey@BaileyKennedy.com
SHarmon@BaileyKennedy.com
KStout@BaileyKennedy.com
SGlantz@BaileyKennedy.com

Attorneys for Counter-Defendant
D.H. Flamingo, Inc.

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
4/9/2020 8:41 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Kelly B. Stout, of BaileyKennedy, appeared on behalf of Counter-Defendant D.H. Flamingo, Inc.;

and Will Kemp and Nathanael R. Rulis, of Kemp Jones, LLP, appeared on behalf of

Counterclaimant MM Development Company, Inc.

The Court, having considered the pleadings, papers, and memoranda on file; having heard

argument of counsel; and good cause appearing, rules on the Motion as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that MM Development Company, Inc.’s Motion to Strike

and/or Dismiss D.H. Flamingo, Inc.’s Counterclaim shall be, and hereby is, DENIED.

DATED this day of April, 2020.

______________________________________

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Respectfully submitted by:

BAILEYKENNEDY

By: /s/ Stephanie J. Glantz
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

JOSHUA M. DICKEY

SARAH E. HARMON

KELLY B. STOUT

STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ

Attorneys for Counter-Defendant
D.H. Flamingo, Inc.

Approved as to form and content:

KEMP JONES

By: /s/ Nathanael R. Rulis
WILL KEMP

NATHANAEL R. RULIS

Attorneys for Counterclaimant
MM Development Company, Inc.

8th
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION 

TGIG, LLC; NEVADA HOLISITIC 
MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
NEVADA PURE, LLC; MEDIFARM, LLC; 
MEDIFARM IV LLC; THC NEVADA, LLC; 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; RED EARTH LLC; 
NEVCANN LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS 
LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 

                                    Respondent. 

 

Supreme Court Case No.:  82014 
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RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 



26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 

37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 



44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 
45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 
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COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 
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APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
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thru 
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8/4/2020 043966-044315 
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thru 
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thru 
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thru 
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8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
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thru 
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thru 
283 
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304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
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thru 
285 
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287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
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313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
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thru 
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7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 
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thru 
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85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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AARON FORD 
Attorney General 

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 

State of Nevada 
Office of the Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 486-3783 (phone) 
(702) 486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for the State of Nevada 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
 

 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION TO  

QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS    
Defendant, the State of Nevada ex. rel. the Department of Taxation (Department), 

by and through its counsel, opposes Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC’s Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus.  The Department joins Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC and Nevada Organic 

Remedies’ respective oppositions, but writes separately to urge this Court to use its 

discretion to deny Qualcan’s petition for mandamus relief.  

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. Introduction 

The Court should deny Qualcan’s petition for extraordinary relief.  All of the other 

plaintiffs in these consolidated matters seek to void the conditional licenses of the 

successful applicants, but, undeterred, Qualcan argues prior to reaching the merits that it 
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should be awarded conditional licenses.  Qualcan’s request is premature, to say the very 

least. This Court should not use its discretion to award Qualcan extraordinary relief while 

the other plaintiffs seek to void the entire 2018 licensing process.  But, Qualcan’s petition 

fails for other reasons. 

Having failed to demonstrate language in a statute or regulation that mandates in 

clear and specific terms that the Department of Taxation award them a license, Qualcan 

simply ignores the issue.  Even worse, Qualcan seeks to weaponize an interlocutory, 

preliminary injunction that is on appeal against the Department of Taxation into an order 

stripping non-parties to that order of their conditional licenses.  Qualcan never points to a 

statute or regulation imposing a clear, specific duty on the Department of Taxation to 

award Qualcan a license and the Department of Taxation has not abused its discretion in 

failing to do so.  Finally, Qualcan cannot hope to meet the elements of judicial estoppel, and 

so, doesn’t cite them or analyze them persuasively.  This Court should not grant Qualcan 

extraordinary relief. 

II. Background 

A. Qualcan abandons its allegations of the Department of Taxation’s 
alleged errors in its second amended complaint 

Qualcan sued the Department of Taxation, as well as all other successful conditional 

licensees in its second amended complaint.  It alleged causes of action for declaratory relief, 

injunctive relief, intentional interference with prospective economic advantage, intentional 

interference with contractual relations, petition for judicial review, petition for judicial 

review, violation of procedural due process, violation of substantive due process, and 

violation of equal protection of the laws.  See generally Qualcan’s amended complaint 

Qualcan lambasted the Department of Taxation’s retail application and competition  

process in its second amended complaint.  Qualcan, inter alia, alleged the Manpower 

contractors were so ill-trained that the scoring process for all applicants, including 

Qualcan, was arbitrary and capricious.  Id. at ¶65.  Qualcan alleged that conditional 

licenses were awarded to applicants who flouted the criminal laws, which led to uninformed 
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scoring by the Manpower contractors.  Id. at ¶66.  Qualcan alleged that the Department of 

Taxation never made an effort to determine whether all applications were complete and in 

compliance with Nevada law.  Id. at ¶67.  Qualcan alleged that eliminating the physical 

address issue from the application process made the scoring of other factors such as 

proximity to schools, community impact, security, building plans, and “other material 

considerations” arbitrary and capricious.  Id. at ¶68-69.  The method of scoring diversity 

was “subject to manipulation by applicants.”  Id. at ¶80.  And finally, the scoring process 

was negatively affected by personal relationships.  Id. at ¶81.  

Apparently, Qualcan does not now believe that any of that is accurate. Qualcan 

writes “[a]t a minimum [,] the Court must direct the DOT to stand by its rankings.”  Pet. 

at 12:5.  Qualcan now asserts that its scores were appropriate, as well as the scores of all 

other applicants.  In short, Qualcan seeks to uphold the 2018 application process and have 

this Court award it conditional licenses.   

B. Qualcan has not succeeded on the merits of its underlying claims 
against the other conditional licensees nor has this Court ruled on 
the merits of the claims of the other plaintiffs 

This Court issued a preliminary injunction order after several days of hearings.  See 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.  The Court held that NAC 453D.200(1)’s five 

percent rule was an impermissible deviation from NRS 453D.200(6).  Id. at 22, ¶¶82-84.  

The Court enjoined the Department of Taxation from conducting a final inspection of any 

conditional licensees who did disclose during the application process “each prospective 

owner, officer and board member as required by NRS 453D.200(6)…”  Id. at 24:4-6. Qualcan 

never explains why it can usurp this Court’s power to decide the merits of Qualcan’s case, 

as well as the merits of every other plaintiffs’ case in this consolidated action. 

III. Argument 

A. This Court should deny Qualcan’s premature writ 

This Court should deny Qualcan’s Petition because it is premature.  A writ will not 

be “granted in anticipation of a supposed omission of duty, however strong the presumption 

. . . that the persons whom it is sought to coerce . . . will refuse to perform their duty when 
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the proper time arrives.” Brewery Arts Ctr. v. State Bd. of Exam’rs, 108 Nev. 1050, 1053-

54, 843 P2d 369, 372 (1992) (citing State v. Pub. Serv. Comm’n, 44 Nev. 102, 112, 190 P. 

284, 286-87 (1920).  The movant must show “not only that the respondent has failed to 

perform the required duty, but that the performance thereof is actually due from him at 

the time of the application.  Id. at 1054 (citing State of Nev. v. Gracey, 11 Nev. 223, 233 

(1876)). 

Qualcan makes unsubstantiated assertions regarding settlement discussions and 

presupposes that the Department has a duty to award conditional licenses to Qualcan and 

will fail to do so.  But, the Department has no duty to award conditional licenses to Qualcan.  

The criteria upon which the Department relied to grade and rank the applications, 

including Qualcan’s, is currently in dispute.  Although the Department believes it acted 

within its discretionary power in adopting assessment criteria and a grading scale to rank 

applicants, a decision on the merits has not occurred.  Consequently, the criteria and point 

allocations used to assess Qualcan’s application may be totally discarded or partially 

replaced.  Until a final adjudication of this matter, it would be premature to find that 

Qualcan is entitled to conditional licenses regardless of its rank. 

None of the authorities cited by Qualcan are persuasive.  Baron Const. Co., Inc. v. 

Jefferson Par. Sch. Bd., 606 So. 2d 27 (La. Ct. App. 1992) and Gulf Oil, Corp. v. Clark Cty., 

94 Nev. 116, 575 P.2d 1332 (1978) involved contractors who bid on construction projects, 

not applicants competing for conditional licenses that are the product of an initiative 

process. Qualcan points to no language within Question 2 that supports their argument. 

Qualcan’s writ finds no support in the regulations promulgated to implement 

Question 2.  For example, pursuant to NAC 453D.312, the Department will deny an 

application or may deny an application for various reasons.  Under NAC 453D.295, a 

conditional licensee has to surrender its license if it does not achieve final inspection in 12 

months after the Department issued the license.  Finally, a licensee must surrender its 

license upon closing under NAC 453D.300.  Nothing in these regulations compels the 

Department to then award a vacant license or conditional license to the next highest scorer 
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in the competition from which the original license or conditional license was awarded.  

Qualcan seeks to create a mandatory duty to it out of thin air. 

B. Elements of judicial estoppel are not discussed, let alone met 

“The primary purpose of judicial estoppel is to protect the judiciary’s integrity, and 

a court may invoke the doctrine at its discretion.”  NOLM, LLC v. City of Clark, 120 Nev. 

736, 743, 100 P.3d 658, 663 (2004) (citing Drain v. Betz Laboratories, Inc., 81 Cal. Rptr. 2d 

864, 867 (Cal. Ct. App. 1999).  Judicial estoppel’s elements are: 

[T]he doctrine generally applies when (1) the same party has 
taken two positions; (2) the positions were taken in judicial or 
quasi-judicial administrative proceedings; (3) the party was 
successful in asserting the first position (i.e., the tribunal 
adopted the position or accepted it as true); (4) the two positions 
are totally inconsistent; and (5) the first position was not taken 
as a result of ignorance, fraud, or mistake. 

Id. Furia v. Helm, 111 Cal.App.4th 945, 4 Cal.Rptr.3d 357, 368 (Ct.App.2003) (quoting 

Thomas v. Gordon, 85 Cal.App.4th 113, 102 Cal.Rptr.2d 28, 32 (Ct.App.2000) (quoting 

Drain, 81 Cal.Rptr.2d at 868 (quoting Jackson v. Cty. of Los Angeles, 60 Cal.App.4th 171, 

70 Cal.Rptr.2d 96, 103 (Ct.App.1997)))). Here, none of the elements of judicial estoppel are 

met.  

 The first two elements are not met.  Qualcan never explains, let alone cites to the 

record, where the Department of Taxation has taken a position on what may happen to the 

conditional licenses should, after a reaching the merits and the inevitable appeals that will 

follow, a court voids any of the conditional licenses.  The issue has never arisen in this 

litigation, and so, the Department has not taken two positions. 

 None of the other elements are met either.  Qualcan never cites to any order of this 

Court where the Department has even sought to have this Court adopt a position on what 

should happen to the conditional licenses should the Court void any conditional licenses.  

As stated, no party has litigated this issue and there is no order from this Court on that 

issue as of yet.  Due to the absence of any litigation on that issue, none of the other elements 

such as “totally inconsistent positions” or the absence of mistake could arise. 

. . . 
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 C. Question 2 expressly permits transfers of licenses 

Qualcan argues that this Court should enter an order precluding the Department 

from approving transfers of conditional licenses between proposed settling parties.  Pet. At 

13:3-5.  Qualcan never explains how its request is consistent with Question 2.  

Question 2 expressly permits the transfers that it asks this Court to prohibit.  

Licenses are freely transferrable under the initiative.  See NRS 453D.200(1)(j).  Also, the 

same provision in the initiative gives the Department of Taxation plenary power to approve 

such transfers.  Id.  Winners of conditional licenses are free to transfer them subject to 

Department of Taxation approval.  Qualcan cannot use this litigation to prohibit what the 

initiative expressly allowed. 

Qualcan fails to demonstrate how a transfer of a conditional license from one party 

to another harms Qualcan in any way.  Nothing prevents Qualcan from entering the 

market and buying a license should it choose.   

IV. Conclusion 

 The Court should deny Qualcan’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus.  The Department 

appreciates Qualcan’s support for its licensing process and Qualcan’s efforts to uphold the 

results from the 2018 competition.  However, a writ is premature, at best.  This Court 

should use its discretion to deny it. 

Respectfully submitted this 27th day of March, 2020. 

      AARON D. FORD 
      Attorney General 

 

       By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    
             Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
             Chief Litigation Counsel  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 27th day of March, 2020, and e-served 

the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

. 
  
 
       /s/ Traci Plotnick     
      Traci Plotnick, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
 

 

007182



149



 

1 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Integral Associates LLC 
d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 
 
 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 

Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-785818 
A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 
 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ OPPOSITION 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ (1) MOTION TO 
COMPEL AND (2) MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 
 
 

 
I. INTRODUCTION  

  The ETW Plaintiffs’ two Motions to Compel – filed on the last day of discovery – are 

designed to distract from their own discovery malfeasance.  The ETW Plaintiffs conducted no 

searches for responsive documents or communications until days (or hours) before their respective 

NRCP 30(b)(6) depositions, if they searched at all. And those few searches, hurried while 

scrambling for the depositions, were cursory and incomplete at best.  Unlike the Essence Entities, 

the ETW Plaintiffs did not image their devices or take the necessary precautionary steps to preserve 

all relevant and discoverable information. Equally as bad, the ETW Plaintiffs have never produced 
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a privilege log for their own productions. Yet they take it upon themselves to criticize the 

Defendants’ discovery efforts. 

However, the ETW Plaintiffs’ Motions are based on a false premise. They declare “Essence 

has not since supplemented its responses to reflect any additional devices imaged or searched or 

the privilege log.”1 However, the Essence Entities served their third supplemental NRCP 16.1 

disclosures with documents from the additional device on February 14, 2020. On the same day, the 

Essence Entities served a privilege log as required by the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure. The 

Essence Entities produced another privilege log on March 13, 2020 for the documents produced 

through their attorney at the law firm of Connor & Connor. Thus, the Essence Entities have 

complied with their discovery obligations (plus the parties’ agreed supplementation) by producing 

all discoverable and responsive documents and supplying the necessary privilege logs. 

At the last minute, the ETW Plaintiffs now try to nit-pick the Essence Entities’ privilege log 

descriptions and asserted protections but there is no legitimate reason to question the privileged 

nature of the documents. The ETW Plaintiffs have nothing more than mere self-serving speculation 

that there might be more documents to produce or that documents might be improperly withheld. 

But the ETW Plaintiffs should look in the mirror, not at the Essence Entities. If they had an actual 

document production or privilege log gripe, they would have filed these Motions long ago and 

certainly before their own discovery deficiencies were revealed at their depositions. At minimum, 

the ETW Plaintiffs would have conducted an EDCR 2.34 conference before filing these Motions if 

they had actual questions about the Defendants’ productions. But the ETW Plaintiffs are not 

confused or aggrieved. They are trying to create a controversy over everyone’s discovery 

compliance except their own. The Court should see through the smokescreen and deny the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ Motions. 

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS  

 On October 23, 2019, the ETW Plaintiffs served interrogatories and requests for production 

of documents on the Essence Entities. (Pls.’ Mot. to Compel Ex. 3.) The Essence Entities promptly 

responded on November 22, 2019. (Pls.’ Mot. To Compel Ex. 12.) In their responses, the Essence 

 
1  Fetaz Dec. in Support of Mot. Compel ¶ 14.  
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Entities objected that the ETW Plaintiffs were not entitled to any discovery because their lawsuit 

is, at its core, “an action challenging official government action over regulatory licensing [which] 

is limited to the record before the agency.” (Id.) Additionally, the requests were vague, ambiguous, 

overbroad, sought information that is confidential under NRS Chapter 453D, or were otherwise not 

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of any nonprivileged matter that is relevant to any 

party’s claims or defenses. (Id.) Despite these objections, the Essence Entities served an NRCP 16.1 

disclosure on December 17, 2019. (Ex. A.)   

By this time, the ETW Plaintiffs’ initial and first supplemental disclosures produced a 

combined total of a mere 72 pages of original documents. (Ex. B.) Their first supplement was 

disclosed on November 11, 2019 but they failed to supplement again for four months, until the eve 

of their depositions in March 2020. (Id.; Ex. C.) The ETW Plaintiffs then served two more pages 

on March 2, 2020. (Ex. C.) Additional documents trickled out as NRCP 30(b)(6) depositions 

approached. 

 In the meantime, at various hearings, the Court made a number of statements about the 

permissible scope of discovery that conflicted with many of the Essence Entities’ earlier discovery 

objections. (See Hr’g Tr. Dec. 2, 2019, on file.)  On December 12, 2019, the ETW Plaintiffs sent a 

request for an EDCR 2.34 conference. (Pls.’ Mot. to Compel. Ex. 22.) The Parties held a meet and 

confer on December 19, 2019. (See Pls.’ Mot. to Compel Ex. 23.) At the meet and confer, the 

Essence Entities explained that they had imaged their devices to preserve text messages, emails, 

and documents. (See id.)  

Using the Court’s earlier comments as guidance, the Essence Entities agreed to run search 

terms for the ETW Plaintiffs’ requests for production 9, 10, and 13 as well as for issues related to 

interrogatories 3 through 6 and 9. (Id.)  The ETW Plaintiffs specified July 1, 2018 to December 31, 

2018 as the relevant timeframe. (Pls.’ Mot. to Compel Ex. 22.) The Essence Entities also agreed to 

supplement interrogatories 2 and 8 with the dates that the Essence Entities submitted their 

applications and with the identities of the individuals responsible for submitting the applications. 

(Id.) The Essence Entities agreed to supplement by January 10, 2020. (Id.)  
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Additionally, the Essence Entities agreed to review and produce relevant, nonprivileged 

documents from their lawyer, Amanda Connor, Esq. at the law firm of Connor & Connor. (Id.) The 

parties agreed that the Essence Entities could produce responsive non-privilege documents from 

Connor & Connor in conjunction with Connor & Connor’s forthcoming response to an earlier 

subpoena served by various other plaintiffs. (Id.) The ETW Plaintiffs agreed that Connor & Connor 

could first produce any responsive documents to the Essence Entities for review and production. 

(Id.) The ETW Plaintiffs acknowledged that “the timing of this process is largely out of [the Essence 

Entities’] control and may not be completed before [the] agreed upon date of January 10, 2020.” 

(Id.) 

On January 10, 2020, the Essence Entities timely supplemented their responses to the ETW 

Plaintiffs’ interrogatories and requests for production of documents. (Pls.’  Mot. to Compel. Ex. 

13.) The Essence Entities served their First Supplemental NRCP 16.1 Disclosure along with the 

supplemental responses on the same day. (Ex. D.) After serving the disclosure, the Essence Entities 

emailed the ETW Plaintiffs and explained that, during the supplementation process, they discovered 

a technical problem with one device’s image but they were reimaging it and would supplement 

again once the new image was complete. (Id.)   

The Essence Entities served a Second Supplemental NRCP 16.1 Disclosure on February 10, 

2020, which produced additional documents and communications involving Amanda Connor, Kara 

Cronkite, Rino Tenorio, and others. (Ex. E.) The Essence Entities’ Second Supplement also 

disclosed text messages between Armen Yemenidjian and Jorge Pupo. (Id.) 

On February 14, 2020, the Essence Entities served a Third Supplemental NRCP 16.1 

Disclosure with documents and communications from the re-imaged device. (Ex. F.) 

Contemporaneously, the Essence Entities served their privilege log. (Pls.’ Mot. to Compel Ex. 14.) 

After the Essence Entities served their third supplemental production and privilege log, the NRCP 

30(b)(6) deposition of the Essence Entities was completed on February 17, 2020. (See Ex. G.) No 

Plaintiff protested the Essence Entities’ production of documents or their privilege log before or 

after the NRCP 30(b)(6) deposition. 
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On March 13, 2020, as previously agreed, Connor & Connor responded to its subpoena 

through separate counsel. On the same day, also by agreement, the Essence Entities served a 

privilege and redaction log related to the subpoena to Connor & Connor. (Ex. H.) There are no more 

responsive documents to produce and the documents on both of the Essence Entities’ privilege logs 

are properly withheld.  

III. ARGUMENT  

A. The Essence Entities Have Produced All Discoverable, Responsive, 
Nonprivileged Documents and Communications.   

 
 In two boilerplate Motions, the ETW Plaintiffs ironically complain about alleged 

“boilerplate objections.” (Mot to Compel at 7-9.) Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 34(b)(C) requires 

an objection to “state whether any responsive materials are being withheld on the basis of that 

objection.” The Essence Entities’ responses do not state that documents are being withheld because 

there are no documents being withheld based on the objections.  Likewise, the Essence Entities did 

not refuse to run the agreed-upon searches based on any objection. Although challenges to agency 

action should be based on a limited administrative record related to the challenger, without 

additional discovery from third-parties, the Essence Entities nonetheless met, conferred, and agreed 

to the requested searches and produced responsive documents. 

Similarly, even though the Essence Entities initially withheld documents based on NRS 

360.255, they have since supplemented their responses after the Court ruled  that the statute 

“protects the Department of Taxation and the State of Nevada from disclosing information, but it 

does not make the information privileged when it is in the possession of another party [and] the 

confidentiality provisions are adequately protected by the parties' protective orders that have been 

entered into.” (Minute Order, Jan. 27, 2020, on file.) Over the Essence Entities’ objections, the 

Court explained that the Plaintiffs can inquire “about inspections of Nevada operations, compliance 

issues with Nevada operations, and incident reports submitted to the [Department of Taxation] for 

[Nevada] operations.” (Id.) The Court permitted “counsel [to] ask questions about changing 

locations but not about business strategies for changing locations or market shares. In addition, any 

communications or offers of employment of current or former D.O.T. employees are fair game; 
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change in ownership forms are limited to change in ownership forms and any information submitted 

to the Department of Taxation as opposed to the underlying back-up information.” (Id.) The 

Essence Entities have produced documents according to the Court’s directives.  

The ETW Plaintiffs assert that the Essence Entities have not provided information about 

meetings with consultants about their applications, documents received from the DOT, or the dates 

of phone calls with the DOT. (Mot. to Compel Chart at 5.) But the Essence Entities have produced 

documents responsive to these requests. Most recently, Connor & Connor produced additional 

documents responsive to these requests on behalf of the Essence Entities as the parties agreed during 

their meet and confer. (Mot. to Compel Ex. 22.) One wonders if the ETW Plaintiffs actually 

reviewed the produced documents before filing their Motions. 

The ETW Plaintiffs’ have no legitimate claim that there are responsive documents in the 

Essence Entities’ possession, custody, or control that have not been produced. The ETW Plaintiffs 

are simply assuming that there “must be” additional documents. But “[a] court cannot order a party 

to produce documents that do not exist. Plaintiff’s mere suspicion that there ‘must be’ additional 

documents is an insufficient basis to grant a motion to compel ….” AECOM Energy & Constr., Inc. 

v. Ripley, No. CV175398RSWLSSX, 2018 WL 4762782, at *7 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 7, 2018). 

Speculation that there are more documents somewhere in the ether is not enough; “if the theoretical 

possibility that more documents exist sufficed to justify additional discovery, discovery would 

never end. The party seeking to compel discovery must provide more than just a suspicion or a 

hunch that additional documents exist which are responsive to the request.” Porter Bridge Loan 

Co. v. Hentges, No. 09-CV-593-CVE-FHM, 2012 WL 7853856, at *4 (N.D. Okla. Oct. 25, 2012) 

(citing Hubbard v. Potter, 247 F.R.D. 27, 29 (D. D.C.2008)).2  The ETW Plaintiffs have no cause 

 
2  Volis v. Kingsbury Condominiums Owners Assoc., No. CV 13-8792 CBM (SS), 2014 WL 
12560792, at *1 (C.D. Cal. July 30, 2014) (citing Bethea v. Comcast, 218 F.R.D. 328, 329 (D. D.C. 
2003) (requesting party’s suspicion that responding party failed to produce responsive documents 
does not justify compelled inspection); Alexander v. FBI, 194 F.R.D. 305, 311 (D. D.C. 2000) (a 
party’s mere suspicion that its opponent must have documents that it claims not to have does not 
warrant granting a motion to compel); Carter v. Dawson, 2010 WL 4483814 at *5 (E.D. Cal. 2010) 
(defendants’ assertion that they are unable to locate responsive documents does not provide a 
ground for granting a motion to compel “unless Plaintiff can identify a specific document that 
Defendants have withheld”); Ayala v. Tapia, 1991 WL 241873 at *2 (D. D.C. 1991) (denying 
motion to compel where moving party could not identify documents that were withheld)). 
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to contend that the Essence Entities are withholding or missing nonprivileged responsive 

documents.  What the ETW Plaintiffs need is a distraction from their willful noncompliance which 

is all this motion is about. 

B. The Essence Entities Have Produced Compliant Privilege Logs and 
Properly Asserted Privileges.   

 
“The ETW Plaintiffs acknowledge that Essence [has] produced privilege logs.” (Mot. to 

Compel at 12 n.23.) However, they argue that the Essence Entities have improperly withheld 

documents and communications with their lawyer, Amanda Connor, Esq., as well as 

communications with the Ms. Connor, the Essence Entities, and others who had shared interests 

with the Essence Entities.  

The ETW Plaintiffs also concede that “some communications between Defendants and Ms. 

Connor may relate to legal advice and thus are afforded protection.” (Mot. to Compel at 13.) Yet 

they do not identify any particular document or entry on the Essence Entities’ privilege log that 

fails to indicate its privileged nature. The ETW Plaintiffs generically complain that the privilege 

log entries “are so broad, preventing ETW Plaintiffs from determine whether the claimed privilege 

actually applies.” (Mot. to Compel Priv. Logs at 8.) But the descriptions virtually mimic the 

language of the ETW Plaintiffs’ Requests. For example, the requests for production of documents 

use topics like “the applications” or “the marijuana business” – nearly identical descriptions in the 

privilege logs. It is no surprise that the subject matter of the withheld documents would be the same 

as the requests that prompted the documents to be withheld and put on the log. 

Even so, the ETW Plaintiffs try to weave a conspiratorial web by stringing together log 

entries and dates that Ms. Connor allegedly met with the DOT or Jorge Pupo. (Mot to Compel Priv. 

Logs at 10.) But the timing of these purported meetings does not indicate that communications with 

the Essence Entities on or around the same days were not for the purpose of rendering or receiving 

legal advice. It is equally, if not more likely, that privileged communications would occur on those 

dates.  

 Ironically, the ETW Plaintiffs suggest that the Essence Entities’ communications with Ms. 

Connor “could not be” for receiving legal advice by highlighting that a lawyer was not necessarily 
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required to submit the application. (Mot. to Compel at 13.) They point to other applicants who did 

not consult with an attorney. (Id.) Perhaps if the ETW Plaintiffs had sought legal advice, they would 

have understood the statutes, regulations, application, and would have avoided their unsuccessful 

predicament.  The ETW Plaintiffs cannot argue that the Essence Entities did not actually seek, and 

obtain, legal advice – or that any advice should not be protected –  simply because ETW Plaintiffs 

neglected to do so.  

The ETW Plaintiffs also protest that the Essence Entities, GreenMart, Lone Mountain, and 

Thrive have asserted the common interest privilege over certain communications. (Mot. to Compel. 

at 13-14; Mot to Compel Priv. Logs at 11-12.) The ETW Plaintiffs claim that the common interest 

privilege could not exist at the time of the communications because litigation was not contemplated. 

But actual or contemplated litigation is not required for a common interest to exist, even among 

separate corporate entities.3 “Indeed, in response to the explosion of regulations from federal and 

state agencies, business entities routinely seek the advice of lawyers precisely so that they may 

avoid litigation by planning for the future. It would be idle to suggest that these requests for non-

litigation legal advice—and the privilege covers ‘legal advice of any kind,’ not just litigation advice, 

are outside the scope of the privilege.” In re Sulfuric Acid Antitrust Litig., 235 F.R.D. 407, 416 

(N.D. Ill. 2006) (internal citations omitted).  

“The need to protect the free flow of information from client to attorney logically exists 

whenever multiple clients share a common interest about a legal matter, and it is therefore 

unnecessary that there be actual litigation in progress for the common interest rule of the attorney-

client privilege to apply.” Id. (quotations omitted; emphasis added). The Essence Entities and 

certain other applicants represented by Ms. Connor shared a common legal interest about complying 

with the laws and regulations related to the recreational marijuana and the application process. Id. 

(“they also shared a common legal interest regarding compliance with antitrust and other laws 

affecting the sale of sulfuric acid.”).   

 
3  The protection most certainly applies to communications among the Essence Entities and 
Integral Associations LLC. (RFPDs 3-4.) 
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Therefore, the common interest protection applies. “Where clients share a common lawyer, 

there is little question that otherwise privileged communications from or to one client may be shared 

with the other without a waiver of the privilege, inter se. Indeed, the common lawyer has an equal 

fiduciary obligation to both clients.” Id. n.7. All of Ms. Connor’s clients could seek legal advice 

about particular regulatory issues and remain protected by the common interest privilege and their 

respective attorney-client privileges. Sharing information did not increase the opportunities for 

potential adversaries to learn the information. Cotter v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct., 134 Nev. 247, 

251, 416 P.3d 228, 232 (2018).  

C. The Court Should Deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ Motions as Untimely.   

Demonstrating the lack of seriousness behind them, the ETW Plaintiffs filed their Motions 

to Compel on the last day of discovery. “A motion to compel filed on the last day of discovery, for 

example, may be untimely if it could and should have been filed much earlier.” RKF Retail 

Holdings, LLC v. Tropicana Las Vegas, Inc., No. 214CV01232APGGWF, 2017 WL 2908869, at 

*5 (D. Nev. July 6, 2017) (citing E.E.O.C. v. Pioneer Hotel, Inc., 2014 WL 5045109, at *1-2 (D. 

Nev. Oct. 9, 2014)). Generally, motions to compel must be “filed and heard sufficiently in advance 

of the cutoff so that the Court grant effective relief within the allotted discovery time.” Gerawan 

Farming, Inc. v. Rehrig Pac. Co., No. 1:11-CV-01273-LJO, 2013 WL 492103, at *5 (E.D. Cal. 

Feb. 8, 2013). 

Here, the ETW Plaintiffs could have – and should have – filed their Motions to Compel at 

least a month ago during the discovery period. “There is no legitimate excuse for the plaintiffs 

having waited until the last day of discovery to have filed their motion.” In re Sulfuric Acid Antitrust 

Litig., 231 F.R.D. 331, 337 (N.D. Ill. 2005). For transparent strategic reasons, the ETW Plaintiffs 

did not do so.  They filed it only to try and get out in front of what they know was coming in light 

of the admissions from their Rule 30(b)(6) witnesses.  

Granting their tardy motions would result in a de facto extension of the discovery period. 

Gerawan Farming, Inc., 2013 WL 492103, at *6 (both parties’ motions to compel filed on the last 

day of discovery deemed untimely because it would result in the court ordering discovery after the 

cutoff date); Grey v. Dallas Indep. Sch. Dist., 265 F. App'x 342, 348 (5th Cir. 2008) (holding that 
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district court did not abuse its discretion when it denied a “motion to compel discovery, because it 

was filed on the day of the discovery deadline after an extensive discovery period.”).  The Court 

should not allow the ETW Plaintiffs to improperly prolong the discovery period, especially when 

they did not comply with the same standard that  they try to hoist on the Defendants.  

D. The Essence Entities, if Anyone, are Entitled to Fees.  

Since the Court need not compel the Essence Entities to do anything as explained above, 

there is no basis to award fees to the ETW Plaintiffs under Rule 37. However, there is a basis under 

EDCR 2.34 to award fees to the Essence Entities for defending against the Motions. EDCR 2.34(d) 

requires a personal conference between counsel before filing a discovery motion.  The ETW 

Plaintiffs made no effort to meet and confer about the Essence Entities’ supplemental discovery 

responses or their privilege logs. Had they contacted the Essence Entities after the supplemental 

disclosures, they would know that (1) the third supplemental disclosure produced documents from 

the additional device; (2) the Essence Entities have already produced the documents responsive to 

the allegedly ignored requests; (3) the privilege assertions are proper; and (4) the privilege log 

descriptions are accurate.  

The ETW Plaintiffs’ desire for a distraction and failure to comply with EDCR 2.34(d) 

resulted in these unnecessary Motions and caused the Essence Entities (and the Court) to incur 

needless time and expenses. Therefore, the Court should award attorneys’ fees and costs to the 

Essence Entities. See United States v. $40,000.00 in U.S. Currency, No. 3:13-CV-0405-LRH VPC, 

2014 WL 2858491, at *1 (D. Nev. June 23, 2014) (awarding attorneys’ fees to the party opposing 

a motion to compel when the movant failed to meet and confer before filing the motion); see also 

NRCP 37(a)(5)(A)(i) (stating that the court must not award fees to the movant if it “filed the motion 

before attempting in good faith to obtain the disclosure or discovery without court action”).  

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

 For these reasons, the Essence Entities respectfully that the Court deny the ETW Plaintiffs’ 

Motions to Compel. 

DATED this 27th day of March, 2020. 

PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice     
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for the Essence Entities 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 27th 

day of March 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and correct 

copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ (1) 

MOTION TO COMPEL AND (2) MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS to all parties 

listed on the Court's Master Service List. 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel    
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ INITIAL 
DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND 
WITNESSES PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 
 
 

 

Defendants in Intervention Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 

Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (“Essence Entities”), by and through their 

attorneys, the law firm of PISANELLI BICE PLLC, hereby submit the following Initial 

Disclosure of Documents and Witnesses Pursuant to NRCP 16.1:  

I. WITNESSES 

1. Alex Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 
 

 Alex Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

2. Armen Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
12/17/2019 2:04 PM
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 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Armen Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ application for obtaining a retail marijuana dispensary license and the Essence Entities’ 

business operations. 

3. Brian Greenspun 
c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Mr. Greenspun is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable  
State of Nevada Department of Taxation  
c/o Nevada Attorney General 

 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

The NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for the State of Nevada Department 

of Taxation is/are expected to testify regarding his/her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 
5.  Jorge Pupo 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
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Mr. Pupo is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

6. Karalin Cronkite 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Ms. Cronkite is expected to testify regarding her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 7. George Kelesis 
 Nevada Tax Commission Member 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Department of Taxation 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 

Mr. Kelesis is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

8.  Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
 c/o Bailey Kennedy, LLP 
 8984 Spanish Ridge Ave. 

  Las Vegas, NV 89148 
  (702) 562-8820 

Dr. Spirtos is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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9. Rino Tenorio 
c/o Nevada Attorney General 

 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Tenorio is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

The Essence Entities incorporate by reference the names of, contact information for, and 

subject matter of testimony for all individuals identified by any other party to this litigation in 

their Rule 16.1 Initial Disclosures and any supplement thereto. 

Discovery is ongoing and not yet complete, and the Essence Entities reserve the right to 

identify additional individuals likely to have discoverable information as the action progresses.  

The Essence Entities further reserve the right to identify expert witnesses and to call at trial any 

witness deposed or identified in this case. 

II. DOCUMENTS 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1, the Essence Entities hereby submit its initial disclosure of 

documents and witnesses that may be discoverable pursuant to NRCP 26(b). The documents are 

identified as bearing Bates numbers ESSENCE000001- ESSENCE0066001 and described with 

particularity on the index attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

The Essence Entities do not waive any applicable privileges or other objections to the use 

or production of the documents listed above or any other documents. The Essence Entities also 

disclose any and all documents identified and/or disclosed by any other party to this action.  

Discovery is ongoing.  The Essence Entities reserve the right to amend and/or supplement this list 

of documents as discovery continues. 

 
                                                           
1  Documents bearing Bates numbers ESSENCE000001-ESSENCE006600 are being 
withheld at this time until after the filing of the Stipulated Confidentiality Agreement. At that 
time, the documents will be produced with appropriate redactions. 
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III. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGS 

The Essence Entities are not seeking damages at this time. They will supplement this 

calculation as appropriate.  

IV. INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

 Not applicable. 

DATED this 17th day of December, 2019. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Jordan T. Smith                         
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention 

007200



 

   6

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

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 17th 

day of December, 2019, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ INITIAL DISCLOSURE OF 

DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 to all parties listed on the 

Court's Master Service List. 

 
 
 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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SDIS
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332
abult@bhfs.com 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
mfetaz@bhfs.com 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 
tchance@bhfs.com 
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 
100 North City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, NV  89106-4614 
Telephone:  702.382.2101 
Facsimile:   702.382.8135 

ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
afulton@jfnvlaw.com
JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
2580 Sorrel Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 
Telephone:  702.979.3565 
Facsimile:   702.362.2060 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC,  a 
Nevada limited liability company; HERBAL 
CHOICE INC., a Nevada corporation; JUST 
QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba  
MOTHER HERB, a Nevada corporation; 
NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; RED EARTH LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; THC NEVADA 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
ZION GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; and MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC., a Nevada corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

CASE NO.:  A-19-787004-B
DEPT NO.:  XI 

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL1 DISCLOSURE 
OF WITNESSES AND DOCUMENTS 

PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 

1 Supplement appears in bold and italics.  

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
11/11/2019 1:17 PM
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TAXATION, a Nevada administrative agency; 
DOES 1 through 20, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1 through 20, inclusive, 

Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED MATTERS

FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF WITNESSES AND  
DOCUMENTS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 

In compliance with NRCP 16.1, Plaintiffs ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC 

(“ETW”), GLOBAL HARMONY LLC (“Global Harmony”), GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC (“GLFH”), GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC (“GT”), HERBAL CHOICE INC. 

(“Herbal Choice”), JUST QUALITY, LLC (“Just Quality”), LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC 

(“Libra”), ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba MOTHER HERB (“Mother Herb”), 

NEVCANN LLC (“NEVCANN”), RED EARTH LLC (“Red Earth”), THC NEVADA LLC 

(“THCNV”), ZION GARDENS LLC (“Zion”), and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (“MMOF”) 

(collectively, the “Plaintiffs”), by and through its attorneys of record, Brownstein Hyatt Farber 

Schreck, LLP and Jennings & Fulton, LTD, hereby produces the attached first supplemental 

witness list and documents related to this matter. 
WITNESSES 

1. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of ETW Management Group LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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2. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Global Harmony LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

3. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Green Leaf Farms Holdings LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Green Therapeutics LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

5. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Herbal Choice Inc. 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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6. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Just Quality, LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

7. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba Mother Herb 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

8. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevcann LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

9. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Red Earth LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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10. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of THC Nevada LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

11. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Zion Gardens LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

12. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

13. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of MM Development 
c/o Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-385-6000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.  
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14. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of LivFree Wellness LLC 
c/o Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-385-6000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.  

15. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Serenity Wellness Center, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

16. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TGIG, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

17. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nuleaf Incline Dispensary, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

007208



B
R

O
W

N
ST

E
IN

 H
Y

A
T

T
 F

A
R

B
E

R
 S

C
H

R
E

C
K

,L
L

P
10

0 
N

or
th

 C
it

y 
Pa

rk
w

ay
, 

Su
it

e 
16

00
L

as
 V

eg
as

, 
N

V
 8

91
06

-4
61

4
70

2.
38

2.
21

01

19941009

7

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 

18. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Holistic Medicine, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

19. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TRYKE Companies SO NV 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

20. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TRYKE Companies Reno, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

21. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Paradise Wellness Center, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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22. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of GBS Nevada Partners, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.     

23. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Fidelis Holdings, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

24. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Gravitas Nevada, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

25. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Pure, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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26. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Medifarm, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

27. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Wellness Center 
c/o Parker Nelson & Associates 
2460 Professional Court #200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
702-868-8000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

28. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Clear River, LLC 
c/o Black & LoBello 
10777 W. Twain Avenue #300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89135 
702-869-8801 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

29. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 
c/o H1 Law Group 
701 N. Green Valley Pkwy., #200 
Henderson, Nevada  89074 
702-608-3720 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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30. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC 
c/o McLetchie Law 
701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-728-5300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

31. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, Inc. 
9205 W. Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-708-2958 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

32. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Commerce Park Medical, LLC  
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-629-7900 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

33. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Cheyenne Medical, LLC  
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-629-7900 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 
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that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

34. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of DH Flamingo Inc. 
c/o Bailey Kennedy 
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
702-562-8820 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

35. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Department of Taxation 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

36. Jorge Pupo 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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37. Kyril Plaskon 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

38. Deonne Contine 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

39. Nicholas Wilhelm 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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40. Damon Hernandez 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

41. Karalin Cronkhite 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

42. Steve F. Gilbert 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

43. Manpower Employee #1 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #1 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 
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circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

44. Manpower Employee #2 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #2 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

45. Manpower Employee #3 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #3 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

46. Manpower Employee #4 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #4 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

47. Manpower Employee #5 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #5 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 
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48. Manpower Employee #6 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #6 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

49. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Naturex, LLC 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Phone: (702) 708-2958 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Naturex, LLC is expected to testify as to her 

knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

50. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
BBM Marketing, LLC 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Phone: (702) 708-2958 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for BBM Marketing, LLC is expected to testify as to her 

knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

51. Gary Frey 
12246 La Prada Pl. 
Las Vegas, NV 89138 

Gary Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 
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Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

52. Michael Frey 
3111 Bel Air Dr., 16E 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Michael Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

53. Robert Frey 
1900 Western Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Robert Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

54. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Verano Holdings, LLC 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Verano Holdings, LLC is expected to testify as to 

her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

55. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 
c/o Derek Connor (registered agent) 
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121 
Henderson, NV 89052 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Lone Mountain Partners, LLC is expected to testify 

as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. 

Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or 
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knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone 

Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

56. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Nevada Natural Treatment Solutions, LLC 
c/o CSC Services of Nevada, Inc. (registered agent) 
2215-B Renaissance Dr. 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 

The Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for Nevada Natural Treatment Solutions, LLC is 

expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, 

LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any 

involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, 

LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

57. George Archos 
2 East Erie, #2702 
Chicago, IL 60611 

George Archos is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

58. Samuel Dorf 
2 East Erie, #2702 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Samuel Dorf is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

59. Carl Rosen 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

Carl Rosen is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 
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Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

60. Julie Nagle 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

Julie Nagle is expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

61. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
c/o Koch & Scow, LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, NV 89052 
Phone: (702) 318-5040 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

62. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Integral Associates, LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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63. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Essence Tropicana, LLC 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

64. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Essence Henderson, LLC 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

65. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 
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the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

66. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Green Thumb Industries, Inc. 
325 W Huron St., #412 
Chicago, IL 60654 

The Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for Green Thumb Industries, Inc. is expected to 

testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances in the instant matter, its definitive 

agreement to acquire Integral Associates, LLC, and the retail marijuana applications submitted by 

Green Thumb Industries, Inc., RISE Dispensaries, and/or Integral Associates, LLC d/b/a Essence 

Cannabis Dispensaries. 

67. Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
c/o Bailey Kennedy 
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
702-562-8820 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

68. Rino M. Tenorio 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

69. David Whitoskie 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
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555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of 

Nevada, the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and 

the applicants that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement its disclosure of witnesses as the same 

become known to it throughout the discovery process, including expert witnesses. 

DOCUMENTS 

DOCUMENT BATES RANGE
Identified Application of ETW Management 
Group, Inc. DOT-ETW000001-000139 

Identified Application of Global Harmony LLC DOT-Global000001-000299
Identified Application of Green Therapeutics 
LLC DOT-Green Therapeutics000001-000637 

Identified Application of Green Leaf Farms 
Holdings LLC DOT-GreenLeaf000001-000448 

Identified Application of Herbal Choice, Inc. DOT-HerbalChoice000001-000093
Identified Application of Just Quality, LLC DOT-JustQuality000001-000243
Identified Application of Libra Wellness Center, 
LLC DOT-Libra000001-000333 

Identified Application of MMOF Vegas Retail, 
Inc. DOT-MMOF000001-000179 

Identified Application of NevCann LLC DOT-NevCann000001-000153
Identified Application of Red Earth LLC DOT-RedEarth000001-000170
Identified Application of Rombough Real Estate 
Inc. dba Mother Herb DOT-Rombough000001-000519 

Identified Application of THC Nevada LLC DOT-THCNV000001-000955
Identified Application of Zion Gardens LLC DOT-Zion000001-000652

Non-Identified Application of Company A COMPA000001-000381 

Non-Identified Application of Company B COMPB000001-000318
Non-Identified Application of Company C COMPC000001-000175
Non-Identified Application of Company D COMPD000001-000215
Non-Identified Application of Company E COMPE000001-000324
Non-Identified Application of Company F COMPF000001-000359
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DOCUMENT BATES RANGE
Non-Identified Application of Company G COMPG000001-000228
Non-Identified Application of Company H COMPH000001-000232
Non-Identified Application of Company I COMPI000001-000368
Non-Identified Application of Company J COMPJ000001-000228
Non-Identified Application of Company K COMPK000001-000363
Non-Identified Application of Company L COMPL000001-000678
Non-Identified Application of Company M COMPM000001-000382
ETW Management Group LLC, Attachment A DOT-ETW000007-000009 
Global Harmony LLC, Attachment A DOT-Global000005-000010 
Green Leaf Farms Holdings LLC, Attachment E DOT-GreenLeaf000009-000016 
Green Therapeutics LLC, Attachment A DOT-GreenTherapeutics000008-000031 
Herbal Choice Inc., Attachment A DOT-HerbalChoice000077-000085 
Just Quality, LLC, Attachment A DOT-JustQuality000004-000007 
Libra Wellness Center, LLC, Attachment A DOT-Libra000006-000010 
MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc., Attachment A DOT-MMOF000007-000012 
Nevcann LLC, Attachment A DOT-NevCann000003-000017 
Red Earth LLC, Attachment A DOT-RedEarth000008-000014 
Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba  Mother Herb, 
Attachment A and E DOT-Rombough000009-000018 
THC Nevada LLC, Attachment A DOT-THCNV000006-000017 
Zion Gardens LLC, Attachment A DOT-Zion000006-000012 
Email Correspondence with Department of 
Taxation re Application Question and Answers ETW000001-000060 
Affidavit of Paul Thomas, executed May 3, 
2019 ETW000061-000062 
Affidavit of Ronald A. Memo, executed May 3, 
2019 ETW000063-000064 
Affidavit of Andy Zhang, executed May 6, 2019 ETW000065-000069
Affidavit of Global Harmony LLC, executed by 
John Heishman on May 6, 2019 ETW000070-000071 
Plaintiffs’ Key re Non-Identified Applications ETW000072 

Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement its disclosure of documents as the same 

become known to it through the discovery process, including expert witness reports/opinions.  In 

addition, Plaintiffs reserve the right to rely on or otherwise introduce into evidence any document 

produced by any other party to this litigation. 

By way of this disclosure, Plaintiffs are not waiving any claims of attorney-client 

privilege, attorney work product protection, or any other privilege or protection, by disclosing or 

producing the above identified documents.  Indeed, all disclosures referenced above shall be 

made in accordance with an anticipated stipulated confidentiality agreement and protective 
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order.2

COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(A)(iv), Plaintiffs discloses the following computation of 

damages, plus any applicable attorneys’ fees and pre- and post-judgment interest: 

TYPE OF DAMAGE AMOUNT 
Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Substantive Due Process 
Rights 

TBD 

Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Procedural Due Process 
Rights 

TBD 

Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Rights to Equal 
Protection Under the Law 

TBD 

Plaintiffs’ assessment and computation of damages in this matter is ongoing. 

Commencement of discovery is necessary to assess and compute the full extent of damages 

Plaintiffs have sustained.  Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement this disclosure as 

additional documents and things are discovered during the course of discovery.  

INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

Not applicable. 

DATED this 11th day of November, 2019. 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 

/s/ Adam K. Bult
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 

JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

2  At this time, the parties have not entered into a stipulated confidentiality agreement and 
protective order for this matter.  Once entered into and ordered by the Court, Plaintiffs will 
produce the documents disclosed in its Initial Disclosures Pursuant to NRCP 16.1. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, and on 

November 11, 2019, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing FIRST 

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF WITNESSES AND DOCUMENTS PURSUANT TO 

NRCP 16.1 to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list.  

/s/ Wendy Cosby 
an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
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SDIS
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332
abult@bhfs.com 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
mfetaz@bhfs.com 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 
tchance@bhfs.com 
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 
100 North City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, NV  89106-4614 
Telephone:  702.382.2101 
Facsimile:   702.382.8135 

ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
afulton@jfnvlaw.com
JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
2580 Sorrel Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 
Telephone:  702.979.3565 
Facsimile:   702.362.2060 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC,  a 
Nevada limited liability company; HERBAL 
CHOICE INC., a Nevada corporation; JUST 
QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba  
MOTHER HERB, a Nevada corporation; 
NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; RED EARTH LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; THC NEVADA 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
ZION GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; and MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC., a Nevada corporation, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 

CASE NO.:  A-19-787004-B
DEPT NO.:  XI 

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL1

DISCLOSURE OF WITNESSES AND 
DOCUMENTS PURSUANT 

TO NRCP 16.1 

1 Supplement appears in bold and italics.  

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
3/2/2020 2:34 PM
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TAXATION, a Nevada administrative agency; 
DOES 1 through 20, inclusive; and ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1 through 20, inclusive, 

Defendants.

AND ALL RELATED MATTERS

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF WITNESSES AND  
DOCUMENTS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 

In compliance with NRCP 16.1, Plaintiffs ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC 

(“ETW”), GLOBAL HARMONY LLC (“Global Harmony”), GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC (“GLFH”), GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC (“GT”), HERBAL CHOICE INC. 

(“Herbal Choice”), JUST QUALITY, LLC (“Just Quality”), LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC 

(“Libra”), ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba MOTHER HERB (“Mother Herb”), 

NEVCANN LLC (“NEVCANN”), RED EARTH LLC (“Red Earth”), THC NEVADA LLC 

(“THCNV”), ZION GARDENS LLC (“Zion”), and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (“MMOF”) 

(collectively, the “Plaintiffs”), by and through its attorneys of record, Brownstein Hyatt Farber 

Schreck, LLP and Jennings & Fulton, LTD, hereby produces the attached second supplemental 

witness list and documents related to this matter. 
WITNESSES 

1. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of ETW Management Group LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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2. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Global Harmony LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

3. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Green Leaf Farms Holdings LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Green Therapeutics LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

5. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Herbal Choice Inc. 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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6. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Just Quality, LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

7. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba Mother Herb 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

8. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevcann LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

9. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Red Earth LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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10. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of THC Nevada LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

11. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Zion Gardens LLC 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

12. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. 
c/o Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
100 N. City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
702-382-2101 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

13. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of MM Development 
c/o Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-385-6000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.  
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14. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of LivFree Wellness LLC 
c/o Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-385-6000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.  

15. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Serenity Wellness Center, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

16. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TGIG, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

17. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nuleaf Incline Dispensary, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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18. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Holistic Medicine, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

19. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TRYKE Companies SO NV 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

20. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of TRYKE Companies Reno, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

21. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Paradise Wellness Center, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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22. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of GBS Nevada Partners, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.     

23. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Fidelis Holdings, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

24. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Gravitas Nevada, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

25. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Pure, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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26. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Medifarm, LLC 
c/o Clark Hill PLC  
3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy., #500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
702-862-8300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

27. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Nevada Wellness Center 
c/o Parker Nelson & Associates 
2460 Professional Court #200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
702-868-8000 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

28. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Clear River, LLC 
c/o Black & LoBello 
10777 W. Twain Avenue #300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89135 
702-869-8801 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

29. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 
c/o H1 Law Group 
701 N. Green Valley Pkwy., #200 
Henderson, Nevada  89074 
702-608-3720 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    
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30. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC 
c/o McLetchie Law 
701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-728-5300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

31. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, Inc. 
9205 W. Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-708-2958 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

32. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Commerce Park Medical, LLC  
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-629-7900 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

33. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Cheyenne Medical, LLC  
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV  89148 
702-629-7900 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 
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that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

34. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of DH Flamingo Inc. 
c/o Bailey Kennedy 
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
702-562-8820 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

35. NRCP 30(b)(6) Designee of Department of Taxation 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

36. Jorge Pupo 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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37. Kyril Plaskon 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

38. Deonne Contine 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

39. Nicholas Wilhelm 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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40. Damon Hernandez 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

41. Karalin Cronkhite 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

42. Steve F. Gilbert 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

43. Manpower Employee #1 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #1 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 
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circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

44. Manpower Employee #2 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #2 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

45. Manpower Employee #3 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #3 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

46. Manpower Employee #4 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #4 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

47. Manpower Employee #5 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #5 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 
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48. Manpower Employee #6 
c/o Maupin, Cox & LeGoy 
4785 Caughlin Parkway 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
775-827-2000 

Manpower Employee #6 is expected to testify as to his/her knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances at issue in the instant action, including his/her training and oversight, and his/her 

involvement with the grading and scoring of the marijuana applications. 

49. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Naturex, LLC 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Phone: (702) 708-2958 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Naturex, LLC is expected to testify as to her 

knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

50. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
BBM Marketing, LLC 
c/o JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Phone: (702) 708-2958 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for BBM Marketing, LLC is expected to testify as to her 

knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

51. Gary Frey 
12246 La Prada Pl. 
Las Vegas, NV 89138 

Gary Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 
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Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

52. Michael Frey 
3111 Bel Air Dr., 16E 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Michael Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

53. Robert Frey 
1900 Western Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89102 

Robert Frey is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

54. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Verano Holdings, LLC 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Verano Holdings, LLC is expected to testify as to 

her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano 

Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or knowledge 

about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

55. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 
c/o Derek Connor (registered agent) 
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121 
Henderson, NV 89052 

The Person Most Knowledgeable for Lone Mountain Partners, LLC is expected to testify 

as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. 

Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any involvement or 
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knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone 

Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

56. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Nevada Natural Treatment Solutions, LLC 
c/o CSC Services of Nevada, Inc. (registered agent) 
2215-B Renaissance Dr. 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 

The Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for Nevada Natural Treatment Solutions, LLC is 

expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as described in the Naturex, 

LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) Complaint and any 

involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, Verano Holdings, 

LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

57. George Archos 
2 East Erie, #2702 
Chicago, IL 60611 

George Archos is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

58. Samuel Dorf 
2 East Erie, #2702 
Chicago, IL 60611 

Samuel Dorf is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

59. Carl Rosen 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

Carl Rosen is expected to testify as to his knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 
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Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

60. Julie Nagle 
415 North Dearborn Ave., 4th Floor 
Chicago, IL 60654 
Phone: (312) 265-0730 

Julie Nagle is expected to testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances as 

described in the Naturex, LLC, et al. v. Verano Holdings, LLC, et al. (Case No. A-19-787873-C) 

Complaint and any involvement or knowledge about the Naturex, LLC, BBM Marketing, LLC, 

Verano Holdings, LLC, and/or Lone Mountain Partners, LLC marijuana applications. 

61. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
c/o Koch & Scow, LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, NV 89052 
Phone: (702) 318-5040 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

62. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Integral Associates, LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

/ / / 

/ / / 
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63. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Essence Tropicana, LLC 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

64. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Essence Henderson, LLC 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

65. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 
c/o Maier Gutierrez & Associates
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 

Hymanson & Hymanson 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-3300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 
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the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

66. Person(s) Most Knowledgeable 
Green Thumb Industries, Inc. 
325 W Huron St., #412 
Chicago, IL 60654 

The Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for Green Thumb Industries, Inc. is expected to 

testify as to her knowledge of the facts and circumstances in the instant matter, its definitive 

agreement to acquire Integral Associates, LLC, and the retail marijuana applications submitted by 

Green Thumb Industries, Inc., RISE Dispensaries, and/or Integral Associates, LLC d/b/a Essence 

Cannabis Dispensaries. 

67. Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
c/o Bailey Kennedy 
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
702-562-8820 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

68. Rino M. Tenorio 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.    

69. David Whitoskie 
c/o Office of the Nevada Attorney General 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 
Grant Sawyer Office Building 
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555 E. Washington Ave., #3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101 
702-486-2300 

Witness may have knowledge of facts relating to the claims and defenses in the case, 

including but not limited to, the applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, 

the grading of applications for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada, and the applicants 

that applied for retail marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.

Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement its disclosure of witnesses as the same 

become known to it throughout the discovery process, including expert witnesses. 

DOCUMENTS 

DOCUMENT BATES RANGE
Identified Application of ETW Management 
Group, Inc. DOT-ETW000001-000139 

Identified Application of Global Harmony LLC DOT-Global000001-000299
Identified Application of Green Therapeutics 
LLC DOT-Green Therapeutics000001-000637 

Identified Application of Green Leaf Farms 
Holdings LLC DOT-GreenLeaf000001-000448 

Identified Application of Herbal Choice, Inc. DOT-HerbalChoice000001-000093
Identified Application of Just Quality, LLC DOT-JustQuality000001-000243
Identified Application of Libra Wellness Center, 
LLC DOT-Libra000001-000333 

Identified Application of MMOF Vegas Retail, 
Inc. DOT-MMOF000001-000179 

Identified Application of NevCann LLC DOT-NevCann000001-000153
Identified Application of Red Earth LLC DOT-RedEarth000001-000170
Identified Application of Rombough Real Estate 
Inc. dba Mother Herb DOT-Rombough000001-000519 

Identified Application of THC Nevada LLC DOT-THCNV000001-000955
Identified Application of Zion Gardens LLC DOT-Zion000001-000652

Non-Identified Application of Company A COMPA000001-000381 

Non-Identified Application of Company B COMPB000001-000318
Non-Identified Application of Company C COMPC000001-000175
Non-Identified Application of Company D COMPD000001-000215
Non-Identified Application of Company E COMPE000001-000324
Non-Identified Application of Company F COMPF000001-000359
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DOCUMENT BATES RANGE
Non-Identified Application of Company G COMPG000001-000228
Non-Identified Application of Company H COMPH000001-000232
Non-Identified Application of Company I COMPI000001-000368
Non-Identified Application of Company J COMPJ000001-000228
Non-Identified Application of Company K COMPK000001-000363
Non-Identified Application of Company L COMPL000001-000678
Non-Identified Application of Company M COMPM000001-000382
ETW Management Group LLC, Attachment A DOT-ETW000007-000009 
Global Harmony LLC, Attachment A DOT-Global000005-000010 
Green Leaf Farms Holdings LLC, Attachment E DOT-GreenLeaf000009-000016 
Green Therapeutics LLC, Attachment A DOT-GreenTherapeutics000008-000031 
Herbal Choice Inc., Attachment A DOT-HerbalChoice000077-000085 
Just Quality, LLC, Attachment A DOT-JustQuality000004-000007 
Libra Wellness Center, LLC, Attachment A DOT-Libra000006-000010 
MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc., Attachment A DOT-MMOF000007-000012 
Nevcann LLC, Attachment A DOT-NevCann000003-000017 
Red Earth LLC, Attachment A DOT-RedEarth000008-000014 
Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba  Mother Herb, 
Attachment A and E DOT-Rombough000009-000018 
THC Nevada LLC, Attachment A DOT-THCNV000006-000017 
Zion Gardens LLC, Attachment A DOT-Zion000006-000012 
Email Correspondence with Department of 
Taxation re Application Question and Answers ETW000001-000060 
Affidavit of Paul Thomas, executed May 3, 
2019 ETW000061-000062 
Affidavit of Ronald A. Memo, executed May 3, 
2019 ETW000063-000064 
Affidavit of Andy Zhang, executed May 6, 2019 ETW000065-000069
Affidavit of Global Harmony LLC, executed by 
John Heishman on May 6, 2019 ETW000070-000071 
Plaintiffs’ Key re Non-Identified Applications ETW000072 
E-mail exchange between R. Dadis and DOT, 
dated August 3, 2018 ETW000073-000075 

Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement its disclosure of documents as the same 

become known to it through the discovery process, including expert witness reports/opinions.  In 

addition, Plaintiffs reserve the right to rely on or otherwise introduce into evidence any document 

produced by any other party to this litigation. 

By way of this disclosure, Plaintiffs are not waiving any claims of attorney-client 

privilege, attorney work product protection, or any other privilege or protection, by disclosing or 

producing the above identified documents.  Indeed, all disclosures referenced above shall be 
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made in accordance with an anticipated stipulated confidentiality agreement and protective order. 

COMPUTATION OF DAMAGES 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1(a)(1)(A)(iv), Plaintiffs discloses the following computation of 

damages, plus any applicable attorneys’ fees and pre- and post-judgment interest: 

TYPE OF DAMAGE AMOUNT 
Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Substantive Due Process 
Rights 

TBD 

Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Procedural Due Process 
Rights 

TBD 

Compensatory Damages for the DOT’s 
Violation of Plaintiffs’ Rights to Equal 
Protection Under the Law 

TBD 

Plaintiffs’ assessment and computation of damages in this matter is ongoing. 

Commencement of discovery is necessary to assess and compute the full extent of damages 

Plaintiffs have sustained.  Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend/supplement this disclosure as 

additional documents and things are discovered during the course of discovery.  

INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

Not applicable. 

DATED this 2nd day of March, 2020. 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 

/s/ Adam K. Bult
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 

JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, and on 

March 2, 2020, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 

DISCLOSURE OF WITNESSES AND DOCUMENTS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 to be 

submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list.  

/s/ Wendy Cosby 
an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
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From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Ramsey Dadis <rdadis@hotmail.com> 
Thursday, May 30, 2019 3:11 PM 
Bult, Adam K. 

Ramsey Dadis 
Operations & Compliance Consulting Services 

Direct: +1.408.781.7485 
Email: Rdadis@hotmail.com 

The information contained in this message, including any attachment hereto, may contain confidential and/or 
privileged material. This message is intended solely for the person(s) to whom it is addressed. If you received 
this message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete it from your system. E-mail transmissions 
are not secure, and we accept no liability for errors in transmission, delayed transmission, changes made to this 
message after it was originally sent, or other transmission-related issues. 

Whilst all reasonable care has been taken to avoid the transmission of viruses, it is the responsibility of the 
recipient to ensure that the onward transmission, opening or use of this message and any attachments will not 
adversely affect its systems or data. No responsibility is accepted by the sender and its affiliates in this regard 
and the recipient should carry out such virus and other checks as it considers appropriate. 

---···---·-··-- ·- ----·--·--···· ·-··· ··------------------------- 
From: Marijuana Nevada <marijuana@tax.state.nv.us> 
Sent: Friday, August 3, 2018 12:15:36 PM 
To: 'Ramsey Dadis' 
Subject: RE: Libra Wellness, P094, Dispensary application question 

Hi Ramsey, All owners, officers and board members mentioned in the section need to sign the document. 

Thank you! 
Ky 

COMMONLY REQUESTED INFORMATION: 
1. The Marijuana Agent Portal provides documents to work in or be an owner in the industry. 
2. License application periods arc open for distribution and medical license certificate holders. 
3. Know the law and sign up for notifications to be prepared if an application period opens. 
4. Applicable forms for current license holders. 

1 

Redacted

Redacted

ETW000073
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5. Access consumer & public education information. 
6. File a complaint against a marijuana facility. 

Kyril "Ky" Plaskon 
Education Information Officer 

Nevada Department of Taxation, 
Marijuana Enforcement Division 

1550 E. College Parkway, Suite 115 
Carson City, NV 89706 
Phone: 775.684.3487 

kplaskon@tax.state.nv.us 

This e-mail and any attachments are intended only for those to which it is addressed and 
may contain information which is privileged, confidential and prohibited from disclosure and 
unauthorized use under applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, 

you are hereby notified that any use, dissemination, or copying of this e-mail or the information 
n contained in this e-mail is strictly prohibited by the sender. If you have received this transmission 
in error, please return the material received to the sender and delete all copies from your system. 

From: Ramsey Dadis [mailto:rdadis@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, August 03, 2018 12:00 PM 
To: Marijuana Nevada 
Subject: Libra Wellness, P094, Dispensary application question 

To whom this may concern, 

I hope you are having a nice Friday, the weekend is almost here :) 

I had another question that I am hoping you can answer 

1. On page 23 of the app there are two signature lines, are the two signature lines for 2 different owners or should I as the 
application designee and Chief of Compliance fill out one of the signature lines leaving the other one for an owner and 
then repeat for each owner? 

Thank you in advance for all of your support and help. This industry could not succeed without all of you. 

Thank you, 

Ramsey Dadis 
Chief Operations & Compliance Officer 
Direct: +1.408.781.7485 

Libra Wellness 
Tel: +1.775.238.6122 
Email: Ramsey@librawellness.com 

10 ---------------¡ 
2 

ETW000074
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The information contained in this message, including any attachment hereto, may contain confidential and/or privileged material. 
This message is intended solely for the person(s) to whom it is addressed. If you received this message in error, please notify the 
sender immediately and delete it from your system. E-mail transmissions are not secure, and we accept no liability for errors in 
transmission, delayed transmission, changes made to this message after it was originally sent, or other transmission-related issues. 

Whilst all reasonable care has been taken to avoid the transmission of viruses, it is the responsibility of the recipient to ensure that 
the onward transmission, opening or use of this message and any attachments will not adversely affect its systems or data. No 
responsibility is accepted by the sender and its affiliates in this regard and the recipient should carry out such virus and other checks 
as ít considers appropriate. 

3 

ETW000075
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James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ FIRST 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF 
DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES 
PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 
 
 

 

Defendants in Intervention Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 

Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (“Essence Entities”), by and through their 

attorneys, the law firm of PISANELLI BICE PLLC, hereby submit the following First 

Supplemental Disclosure of Documents and Witnesses Pursuant to NRCP 16.1. Any new 

information appears in bold: 

I. WITNESSES 

1. Alex Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
1/10/2020 5:56 PM
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 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 
 

 Alex Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

2. Armen Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Armen Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ application for obtaining a retail marijuana dispensary license and the Essence Entities’ 

business operations. 

3. Brian Greenspun 
c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Mr. Greenspun is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable  
State of Nevada Department of Taxation  
c/o Nevada Attorney General 

 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

The NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for the State of Nevada Department 

of Taxation is/are expected to testify regarding his/her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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5.  Jorge Pupo 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Pupo is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

6. Karalin Cronkite 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Ms. Cronkite is expected to testify regarding her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 7. George Kelesis 
 Nevada Tax Commission Member 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Department of Taxation 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Kelesis is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

8.  Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
 c/o Bailey Kennedy, LLP 
 8984 Spanish Ridge Ave. 

  Las Vegas, NV 89148 
  (702) 562-8820 
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Dr. Spirtos is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 
9. Rino Tenorio 

c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Tenorio is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

The Essence Entities incorporate by reference the names of, contact information for, and 

subject matter of testimony for all individuals identified by any other party to this litigation in 

their Rule 16.1 Initial Disclosures and any supplement thereto. 

Discovery is ongoing and not yet complete, and the Essence Entities reserve the right to 

identify additional individuals likely to have discoverable information as the action progresses.  

The Essence Entities further reserve the right to identify expert witnesses and to call at trial any 

witness deposed or identified in this case. 

II. DOCUMENTS 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1, the Essence Entities hereby submit its first supplemental 

disclosure of documents that may be discoverable pursuant to NRCP 26(b). The documents are 

identified as bearing Bates numbers ESSENCE006601- ESSENCE006604 and described with 

particularity on the index attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

The Essence Entities do not waive any applicable privileges or other objections to the use 

or production of the documents listed above or any other documents. The Essence Entities also 

disclose any and all documents identified and/or disclosed by any other party to this action.  
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Discovery is ongoing.  The Essence Entities reserve the right to amend and/or supplement this list 

of documents as discovery continues. 

III. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGS 

The Essence Entities are not seeking damages at this time. They will supplement this 

calculation as appropriate.  

IV. INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

 Not applicable. 

DATED this 10th day of January, 2020. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice                          
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 10th 

day of January, 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL 

DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 to all 

parties listed on the Court's Master Service List. 

 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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Exhibit A - 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1

January 10, 2020

Bates Start Bates End Date To From CC Subject

ESSENCE000001 ESSENCE003300 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License
Application, Essence Henderson, LLC

ESSENCE003301 ESSENCE006600 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License
Application, Essence Tropicana, LLC

ESSENCE006601 ESSENCE006602 9/20/2018

Reciept for Recreational Marijuana 
Establishment License Application, Essence 
Henderson, LLC 

ESSENCE006603 ESSENCE006604 9/20/2018

Reciept for Recreational Marijuana 
Establishment License Application, Essence 
Henderson, LLC 
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James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ SECOND 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF 
DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES 
PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 
 

 

Defendants in Intervention Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 

Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (“Essence Entities”), by and through their 

attorneys, the law firm of PISANELLI BICE PLLC, hereby submit the following Second 

Supplemental Disclosure of Documents and Witnesses Pursuant to NRCP 16.1. Any new 

information appears in bold: 

I. WITNESSES 

1. Alex Yemenidjian 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
2/10/2020 7:11 PM
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 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 
 

 Alex Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

2. Armen Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Armen Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ application for obtaining a retail marijuana dispensary license and the Essence Entities’ 

business operations. 

3. Brian Greenspun 
c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Mr. Greenspun is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable  
State of Nevada Department of Taxation  
c/o Nevada Attorney General 

 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

The NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for the State of Nevada Department 

of Taxation is/are expected to testify regarding his/her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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5.  Jorge Pupo 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 

 

Mr. Pupo is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

6. Karalin Cronkite 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Ms. Cronkite is expected to testify regarding her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 7. George Kelesis 
 Nevada Tax Commission Member 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Department of Taxation 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Kelesis is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

8.  Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
 c/o Bailey Kennedy, LLP 
 8984 Spanish Ridge Ave. 

  Las Vegas, NV 89148 
  (702) 562-8820 
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Dr. Spirtos is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 
9. Rino Tenorio 

c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Tenorio is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

The Essence Entities incorporate by reference the names of, contact information for, and 

subject matter of testimony for all individuals identified by any other party to this litigation in 

their Rule 16.1 Initial Disclosures and any supplement thereto. 

Discovery is ongoing and not yet complete, and the Essence Entities reserve the right to 

identify additional individuals likely to have discoverable information as the action progresses.  

The Essence Entities further reserve the right to identify expert witnesses and to call at trial any 

witness deposed or identified in this case. 

II. DOCUMENTS 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1, the Essence Entities hereby submit its first supplemental 

disclosure of documents that may be discoverable pursuant to NRCP 26(b). The documents are 

identified as bearing Bates numbers ESSENCE006605- ESSENCE006801 and described with 

particularity on the index attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

The Essence Entities do not waive any applicable privileges or other objections to the use 

or production of the documents listed above or any other documents. The Essence Entities also 

disclose any and all documents identified and/or disclosed by any other party to this action.  
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Discovery is ongoing.  The Essence Entities reserve the right to amend and/or supplement this list 

of documents as discovery continues. 

III. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGS 

The Essence Entities are not seeking damages at this time. They will supplement this 

calculation as appropriate.  

IV. INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

 Not applicable. 

DATED this 10th day of February, 2020. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice                         
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 10th 

day of February, 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL 

DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 to all 

parties listed on the Court's Master Service List. 

 
 
 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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Exhibit A - 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1

February 10, 2020

Bates Start Bates End Date To From CC Subject

ESSENCE000001 ESSENCE003300 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License 
Application, Essence Henderson, LLC

ESSENCE003301 ESSENCE006600 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License 
Application, Essence Tropicana, LLC

ESSENCE006601 ESSENCE006602 9/20/2018
Reciept for Recreational Marijuana Establishment 
License Application, Essence Henderson, LLC 

ESSENCE006603 ESSENCE006604 9/20/2018
Reciept for Recreational Marijuana Establishment 
License Application, Essence Henderson, LLC 

ESSENCE006605 ESSENCE006608 2/9/2018 Kara Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq.
Marijuana Certificate/Licensee Incident Report
with letter from Connor & Connor

ESSENCE006609 ESSENCE006612 4/23/2018 Kara Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence from Connor & Connor
regarding Marijuana Certificate/Licensee 
Incident Report

ESSENCE006613 ESSENCE006616 4/30/2018 Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence from Connor & Connor
regarding additional information about underage 
sale

ESSENCE006617 ESSENCE006617 5/4/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Terrence Whittier
Correspondence from D.O.T. regarding
acceptable corrective actions

ESSENCE006618 ESSENCE006618 5/3/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Terrence Whittier
Correspondence from D.O.T. regarding
acceptable corrective actions

ESSENCE006619 ESSENCE006623 9/14/2018
Dept. of Taxation, Marijuana
Enforcement Division Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence from Connor & Connor
regarding Incident Report

ESSENCE006624 ESSENCE006624 5/10/2018

Memorandum from Department of Taxation
regarding Department Approved ID Scanner 
Features & Functions

ESSENCE006625 ESSENCE006661 1/24/2018

mmelabpass@tax.state.nv.us;
Armen Yemenidjian; Alessandro 
Cesario Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006662 ESSENCE006674 1/25/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;
Armen Yemenidjian; Alessandro 
Cesario; Aaron Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006675 ESSENCE006687 1/26/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;
Armen Yemenidjian; Alessandro 
Cesario; Aaron Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006688 ESSENCE006762 1/29/2018

mmelabpass@tax.state.nv.us;
Armen Yemenidjian; Alessandro 
Cesario; Aaron Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006763 ESSENCE006777 1/30/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;
Armen Yemenidjian; Alessandro 
Cesario; Aaron Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006778 ESSENCE006779 2/23/2018

David Witkowski; Jennifer
Wilcox; Robb@cannapuch.com; 
tc@cannapunch.com Armen Yemenidjian

Re: Jennifer Wilcox - Robb Lynch - TC Daly 
Apprication Day

ESSENCE006780 ESSENCE006781 2/22/2018

Armen Yemenidjian; Jennifer
Wilcox; Robb@cannapuch.com; 
tc@cannapunch.com David Witkowski

Jennifer Wilcox - Robb Lynch - TC Daly 
Appriciation Day

ESSENCE006782 ESSENCE006782 7/23/2018

John D. Raffaelli; Ethan 
Pittleman ; Jeff Walter; Jim 
Gibson; Jay Brown; Bob 
Groesbeck; Scheffler Larry; 
jritter@fcglv .com; 
barry@barryfieldman.com; 
James Green;David Thomas; Pete
Findlay; 
jeremy@exhalebrands.com; 
Baxter Baldwin; ed@edbernstein 
.com; Ross Goodman; Andrew 
Jolley; Armen Yemenidjian; 
Brian@lasvegassun .com; Mike 
Viellion; Randy Black; Allen 
Puliz ; Sharlene Lewis; 
steve@lv61.com ;richard 
segerblom; Riana Durrett ; John 
Laub; AndersonB@tax.state 
.nv.us; RP Ellis RP Ellis Nevada Week Video

ESSENCE006783 ESSENCE006801
Text messages between Armen Yemenidjian and
Jorge Pupo
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James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ THIRD 
SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF 
DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES 
PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 
 

Defendants in Intervention Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 

Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (“Essence Entities”), by and through their 

attorneys, the law firm of PISANELLI BICE PLLC, hereby submit the following Third 

Supplemental Disclosure of Documents and Witnesses Pursuant to NRCP 16.1. Any new 

information appears in bold: 

I. WITNESSES 

1. Alex Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
2/14/2020 6:47 PM
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 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 214-2100 
 

 Alex Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

2. Armen Yemenidjian 
 c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Armen Yemenidjian is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ application for obtaining a retail marijuana dispensary license and the Essence Entities’ 

business operations. 

3. Brian Greenspun 
c/o PISANELLI BICE, PLLC 

 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 214-2100 

Mr. Greenspun is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and 

circumstances that form the subject of this litigation including but not limited to the Essence 

Entities’ business operations. 

4. NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable  
State of Nevada Department of Taxation  
c/o Nevada Attorney General 

 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

The NRCP 30(b)(6) Person(s) Most Knowledgeable for the State of Nevada Department 

of Taxation is/are expected to testify regarding his/her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   
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5.  Jorge Pupo 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 

 

Mr. Pupo is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

6. Karalin Cronkite 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Ms. Cronkite is expected to testify regarding her knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 7. George Kelesis 
 Nevada Tax Commission Member 
 c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Department of Taxation 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 

Mr. Kelesis is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

8.  Nicola Spirtos, M.D. 
 c/o Bailey Kennedy, LLP 
 8984 Spanish Ridge Ave. 

  Las Vegas, NV 89148 
  (702) 562-8820 
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Dr. Spirtos is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license, as well as the rating system used 

to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

 
9. Rino Tenorio 

c/o Nevada Attorney General 
 Marijuana Enforcement Division 
 Grant Sawyer Office Building 
 555 E. Washington Avenue, #3900 

  Las Vegas, NV 89101 
  (702) 486-2300 
 

Mr. Tenorio is expected to testify regarding his knowledge of the facts and circumstances 

that form the subject of this litigation including, but not limited to, the applications and process 

for obtaining and receiving a retail marijuana dispensary license in the State of Nevada, as well as 

the rating system used to issue marijuana licenses in the State of Nevada.   

The Essence Entities incorporate by reference the names of, contact information for, and 

subject matter of testimony for all individuals identified by any other party to this litigation in 

their Rule 16.1 Initial Disclosures and any supplement thereto. 

Discovery is ongoing and not yet complete, and the Essence Entities reserve the right to 

identify additional individuals likely to have discoverable information as the action progresses.  

The Essence Entities further reserve the right to identify expert witnesses and to call at trial any 

witness deposed or identified in this case. 

II. DOCUMENTS 

Pursuant to NRCP 16.1, the Essence Entities hereby submit its first supplemental 

disclosure of documents that may be discoverable pursuant to NRCP 26(b). The documents are 

identified as bearing Bates numbers ESSENCE006802- ESSENCE007324 and described with 

particularity on the index attached hereto as Exhibit A.  

The Essence Entities do not waive any applicable privileges or other objections to the use 

or production of the documents listed above or any other documents. The Essence Entities also 

disclose any and all documents identified and/or disclosed by any other party to this action.  
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Discovery is ongoing.  The Essence Entities reserve the right to amend and/or supplement this list 

of documents as discovery continues. 

III. COMPUTATION OF DAMAGS 

The Essence Entities are not seeking damages at this time. They will supplement this 

calculation as appropriate.  

IV. INSURANCE AGREEMENTS 

 Not applicable. 

DATED this 14th day of February, 2020. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice                         
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 14th 

day of February, 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL 

DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1 to all 

parties listed on the Court's Master Service List. 

 
 
 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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Exhibit A - 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1

February 14, 2020

Bates Start Bates End Date To From CC Subject

ESSENCE000001 ESSENCE003300 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License 
Application, Essence Henderson, LLC

ESSENCE003301 ESSENCE006600 9/7/2018
Recreational Marijuana Establishment License 
Application, Essence Tropicana, LLC

ESSENCE006601 ESSENCE006602 9/20/2018
Reciept for Recreational Marijuana Establishment 
License Application, Essence Henderson, LLC 

ESSENCE006603 ESSENCE006604 9/20/2018
Reciept for Recreational Marijuana Establishment 
License Application, Essence Henderson, LLC 

ESSENCE006605 ESSENCE006608 2/9/2018 Kara Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq.
Marijuana Certificate/Licensee Incident Report with 
letter from Connor & Connor

ESSENCE006609 ESSENCE006612 4/23/2018 Kara Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence from Connor & Connor regarding 
Marijuana Certificate/Licensee Incident Report

ESSENCE006613 ESSENCE006616 4/30/2018 Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence from Connor & Connor regarding 
additional information about underage sale

ESSENCE006617 ESSENCE006617 5/4/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Terrence Whittier
Correspondence from D.O.T. regarding acceptable 
corrective actions

ESSENCE006618 ESSENCE006618 5/3/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Terrence Whittier
Correspondence from D.O.T. regarding acceptable 
corrective actions

ESSENCE006619 ESSENCE006623 9/14/2018
Dept. of Taxation, Marijuana Enforcement 
Division Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence from Connor & Connor regarding 
Incident Report

ESSENCE006624 ESSENCE006624 5/10/2018

Memorandum from Department of Taxation 
regarding Department Approved ID Scanner 
Features & Functions

ESSENCE006625 ESSENCE006661 1/24/2018
mmelabpass@tax.state.nv.us;  Armen 
Yemenidjian;  Alessandro Cesario Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006662 ESSENCE006674 1/25/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;  Armen 
Yemenidjian;  Alessandro Cesario;  Aaron 
Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006675 ESSENCE006687 1/26/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;  Armen 
Yemenidjian;  Alessandro Cesario;  Aaron 
Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006688 ESSENCE006762 1/29/2018

mmelabpass@tax.state.nv.us;  Armen 
Yemenidjian;  Alessandro Cesario;  Aaron 
Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006763 ESSENCE006777 1/30/2018

mmelabfail@tax.state.nv.us;  Armen 
Yemenidjian;  Alessandro Cesario;  Aaron 
Walden Darryl Johnson Integral Associates

ESSENCE006778 ESSENCE006779 2/23/2018
David Witkowski;  Jennifer Wilcox;  
Robb@cannapuch.com;  tc@cannapunch.com Armen Yemenidjian

Re: Jennifer Wilcox - Robb Lynch - TC Daly 
Apprication Day

ESSENCE006780 ESSENCE006781 2/22/2018
Armen Yemenidjian;  Jennifer Wilcox;  
Robb@cannapuch.com;  tc@cannapunch.com David Witkowski

Jennifer Wilcox - Robb Lynch - TC Daly 
Appriciation Day

ESSENCE006782 ESSENCE006782 7/23/2018

John D. Raffaelli;  Ethan Pittleman ;  Jeff 
Walter;  Jim Gibson;  Jay Brown;  Bob 
Groesbeck;  Scheffler Larry;  jritter@fcglv 
.com;  barry@barryfieldman.com;  James 
Green; David Thomas;  Pete Findlay;  
jeremy@exhalebrands.com;  Baxter Baldwin;  
ed@edbernstein .com;  Ross Goodman;  
Andrew Jolley;  Armen Yemenidjian;  
Brian@lasvegassun .com;  Mike Viellion;  
Randy Black;  Allen Puliz ;  Sharlene Lewis;  
steve@lv61.com ; richard segerblom;  Riana 
Durrett ;  John Laub;  AndersonB@tax.state 
.nv.us;  RP Ellis RP Ellis Nevada Week Video

ESSENCE006783 ESSENCE006801
Text messages between Armen Yemenidjian and 
Jorge Pupo

ESSENCE006802 ESSENCE006803 7/5/2018
Rebecca Post; Megan McDonald; Monica 
Abello; Sara Riddle; Ani Patenaude Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: Notice of Intent to Accept Applications for 
Marijuana Licenses

ESSENCE006804 ESSENCE006805 7/5/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006806 ESSENCE006806 7/18/2018 Dinner with Amanda Connor

ESSENCE006807 ESSENCE006807 8/3/2018
Armen Yemenidjian; Jennifer Wilcox; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post Megan McDonald

Fwd: Retail Marijuana Store Allocations by 
Jurisdiction

ESSENCE006808 ESSENCE006809 8/3/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006810 ESSENCE006810 8/17/2018 Armen Yemenidjian Amanda Connor, Esq. Fwd: Integral Associates LLC
ESSENCE006811 ESSENCE006811 8/17/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006812 ESSENCE006812 8/19/2018
Sara Riddle; Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Ani Patenaude Amanda Connor, Esq. Fwd: Remaining License Allocation Amended

ESSENCE006813 ESSENCE006814 8/19/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006815 ESSENCE006816 8/23/2018
Jennifer Wilcox; Armen Yemenidjian; 
Rebecca Post; Melanie Lopez Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: Integrral and Essences FY19 Renewal 
Certificates and/or Licenses

ESSENCE006817 ESSENCE006817 8/23/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006818 ESSENCE006818 8/23/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006819 ESSENCE006819 8/23/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006820 ESSENCE006820 8/23/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006821 ESSENCE006821 8/23/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006822 ESSENCE006822 8/23/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006823 ESSENCE006824 8/31/2018
Rebecca Post; Sara Riddle; Melanie 
Lopez; Ani Patenaude Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: CBD products from production facilities 
currently in stock

ESSENCE006825 ESSENCE006826 9/1/2018
Rebecca Post; Sara Riddle; Melanie 
Lopez; Corrina Esquivel Amanda Connor, Esq. Fwd: CBD and Hemp Guidance

ESSENCE006827 ESSENCE006828 9/1/2018
Rebecca Post; Sara Riddle; Melanie 
Lopez; Corrina Esquivel; Ani Patenaude Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: Interested Parties-Notice of Hearing for the 
Adoption of the Proposed Temporary Regulation 
for Local Distribution of Marijuana Excise Tax 
and a copy of the Draft of Proposed Temporary 
Regulation

ESSENCE006829 ESSENCE006831 9/1/2018 attachment
ESSENCE006832 ESSENCE006834 9/1/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006835 ESSENCE006835 9/7/2018

Armen Yemenidjian; Jennifer Wilcox; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez Ani Patenaude Integral Associates, LLC - Notice of Officers

ESSENCE006836 ESSENCE006837 9/7/2018 attachment

Page 1 of 3
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THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' THIRD SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS AND WITNESS PURSUANT TO NRCP 16.1

February 14, 2020

ESSENCE006838 ESSENCE006840 9/10/2018 Armen Yemenidjian J. Dapper RE: Integral Board - information from J Dapper

ESSENCE006841 ESSENCE006842 9/10/2018 J. Dapper Armen Yemenidjian Re: Integral Board - information from J Dapper
ESSENCE006843 ESSENCE006843 9/10/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006844 ESSENCE006844 9/13/2018

Armen Yemenidjian; Jennifer Wilcox; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez Ani Patenaude Integral Associates (D043) - Incident Report

ESSENCE006845 ESSENCE006850 9/13/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006851 ESSENCE006851 9/14/2018

Armen Yemenidjian; Jennifer Wilcox; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez Ani Patenaude Integral Associates (D044) - Incident Report

ESSENCE006852 ESSENCE006856 9/14/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006857 ESSENCE006857 9/14/2018

Ani Patenaude; Armen Yemenidjian; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez Jennifer Wilcox Re: Integral Associates (D044) - Incident Report

ESSENCE006858 ESSENCE006859 9/14/2018

Jennifer Wilcox; Armen Yemenidjian; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez Ani Patenaude Re: Integral Associates (D044) - Incident Report

ESSENCE006860 ESSENCE006861 9/15/2018
Megan McDonald; Rebecca Post; Corrina 
Esquivel Amanda Connor, Esq. Fwd: Application Submission Reminder

ESSENCE006862 ESSENCE006863 9/15/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006864 ESSENCE006866 9/17/2018 Alicia Abernathy Armen Yemenidjian Re: Financial sections

ESSENCE006867 ESSENCE006867 9/18/2018
Megan McDonald; Rebecca Post; Corrina 
Esquivel; Melanie Lopez Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: All Carson City Marijuana Establishment 
Applicants

ESSENCE006868 ESSENCE006868 9/18/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006869 ESSENCE006869 9/18/2018
Megan McDonald; Rebecca Post; Corrina 
Esquivel; Melanie Lopez Amanda Connor, Esq.

Fwd: To All Reno Marijuana Establishment 
Applicants

ESSENCE006870 ESSENCE006870 9/18/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006871 ESSENCE006872 9/19/2018
Megan McDonald; Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Corrina Esquivel Amanda Connor, Esq. Fwd: Cash Payment Advisory

ESSENCE006873 ESSENCE006873 9/22/2018 Alex Yemenidjian; Armen Yemenidjian J. Dapper FW: Temporary Agent Card Letter - J. Dapper
ESSENCE006874 ESSENCE006875 9/22/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006876 ESSENCE006877 9/22/2018 J. Dapper; Alex Yemenidjian Armen Yemenidjian Re: Temporary Agent Card Letter - J. Dapper
ESSENCE006878 ESSENCE006878 9/22/2018 attachment

ESSENCE006879 ESSENCE006902 1/22/2018 Marc Chmiel; Lisa Vick Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correpondence regarding Integral Associates, 
LLC (C028) - Plan Of Correction

ESSENCE006903 ESSENCE006904 4/24/2018 David Witkowski; Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regarding Integral Associates, 
LLC (P020) - Plan of Correction

ESSENCE006905 ESSENCE006905 8/22/2018 Karalin Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence regarding Essence Las Vegas 
Blvd, LLC (D044), Essence Tropicana, LLC 
(D043), Essence Henderson, LLC (D042), 
Integral Cultivation, LLC (C028), (T043), 
Integral Production, LLC (P020), Appointment 
of New Board Members

ESSENCE006906 ESSENCE006912 9/25/2018 Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regarding Integral Associates, 
LLC (D044) - Plan of Correction

ESSENCE006913 ESSENCE006956 10/12/2018 Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regarding Integral Production, 
LLC (P020) - Plan of Correction

ESSENCE006957 ESSENCE006966 10/12/2018 Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regarding Essence LV Blvd., 
LC (D044) - Plan or Correction Update 

ESSENCE006967 ESSENCE006975 10/15/2018 Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whitier Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regarding Essence Henderson, 
LLC (D042) - Plan of Correction

ESSENCE006976 ESSENCE006976 10/16/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel
Correspondence regarding Accepted Plan of 
Correction

ESSENCE006977 ESSENCE007029 3/12/2019 Change of  Location Request Form
ESSENCE007030 ESSENCE007063 3/12/2019 Change of  Location Request Form
ESSENCE007064 ESSENCE007106 3/12/2019 Change of  Location Request Form
ESSENCE007107 ESSENCE007159 3/12/2019 Change of  Location Request Form
ESSENCE007160 ESSENCE007213 4/30/2019 Change of  Location Request Form
ESSENCE007214 ESSENCE007214 7/12/2019 Amanda Connor, Esq. Steve Gilbert Location Change Request

ESSENCE007215 ESSENCE007243 11/22/2019 State of Nevada Department of Taxation Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regardingEssence Henderson, 
LLC (RD0345) - Change of Location Request

ESSENCE007244 ESSENCE007272 11/22/2019 State of Nevada Department of Taxation Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regardingEssence Henderson, 
LLC (RD0345) - Change of Location Request

ESSENCE007273 ESSENCE007301 12/5/2019 State of Nevada Department of Taxation Amanda Connor, Esq.
Correspondence regardingEssence Tropicana, 
LLC (RD316) - Change of Location Request

ESSENCE007302 ESSENCE007302 12/5/2019 State of Nevada Department of Taxation Amanda Connor, Esq.

Correspondence regarding Essence Henderson, 
LLC (RD345) - Withdrawl of Change of 
Location

ESSENCE007303 ESSENCE007303 10/15/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio

Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit and acceptable Plan of 
Correction

ESSENCE007304 ESSENCE007304 10/6/2017 Amanda Connor, Esq. David Witkowski; Rino Tenorio

Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit and acceptable Plan of 
Correction

ESSENCE007305 ESSENCE007305 9/26/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio

Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit and acceptable Plan of 
Correction

ESSENCE007306 ESSENCE007306 1/23/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel; Lisa Vick

Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit and acceptable Plan of 
Correction

ESSENCE007307 ESSENCE007308 9/11/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

ESSENCE007309 ESSENCE007310 9/11/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

ESSENCE007311 ESSENCE007312 Resume for Kathryn Nelson Sadri

ESSENCE007313 ESSENCE007313 12/12/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Elizabeth Perez; Isabel Mota
Correspondence regardig routine inspection/ 
audit

ESSENCE007314 ESSENCE007314 Resume for Kassie Brondyke

ESSENCE007315 ESSENCE007316 4/11/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. David Witkowski; Rino Tenorio
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

ESSENCE007317 ESSENCE007318 10/1/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whittier
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

ESSENCE007319 ESSENCE007320 1/9/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel; Lisa Vick
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

Page 2 of 3
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ESSENCE007321 ESSENCE007322 10/2/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Christopher Jacobson; Rino Tenorio
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit

ESSENCE007323 ESSENCE007324 4/23/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Rino Tenorio; David Witkowski
Correspondence regarding routine 
inspection/audit
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JOIN
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
abult@bhfs.com
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
mfetaz@bhfs.com
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 
tchance@bhfs.com
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 
100 North City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, NV 89106-4614 
Telephone: 702.382.2101 
Facsimile:  702.382.8135 

ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
afulton@jfnvlaw.com
JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
2580 Sorrel Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 
Telephone:  702.979.3565 
Facsimile:   702.362.2060 

Attorneys for ETW Management Group LLC; et al.

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.:  A-19-787004-B
Consolidated with:   A-785818 

A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 

Dept No.:  XI 

JOINDER TO DH FLAMINGO 
PARTIES’ THIRD AMENDED 
JOINDER TO NOTICE OF 
DEPOSITION OF INTEGRAL 
ASSOCIATES LLC D/B/A ESSENCE 
CANNABIS DISPENSARIES 
PURSUANT TO N.R.C.P 30(B)(6) 

Date of Deposition:  February 17, 2020 
Time of Deposition: 9:00 a.m.

Plaintiffs ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC (“ETW”), GLOBAL HARMONY LLC 

(“Global Harmony”), GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS LLC (“GLFH”), GREEN 

THERAPEUTICS LLC (“GT”), HERBAL CHOICE INC. (“Herbal Choice”), JUST QUALITY, 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/14/2020 2:44 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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LLC (“Just Quality”), LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC (“Libra”), ROMBOUGH REAL 

ESTATE INC. dba MOTHER HERB (“Mother Herb”), NEVCANN LLC (“NEVCANN”), RED 

EARTH LLC (“Red Earth”), THC NEVADA LLC (“THCNV”), ZION GARDENS LLC 

(“Zion”), and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (“MMOF”) (collectively, the “Plaintiffs”), by and 

through their undersigned counsel of record, Adam K. Bult, Esq., Maximilien D. Fetaz, Esq., and 

Travis F. Chance, Esq., of the law firm of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP, and Adam R. 

Fulton, Esq., of the law firm of Jennings & Fulton, Ltd., hereby file the instant Joinder to DH 

Flamingo’s Parties’ Third Amended Joinder to Notice of Deposition of Integral Associates LLC 

d/b/a Essence Cannabs Dispensaries pursuant to NRCP 30(b)(6) and Third Amended Notice of 

Deposition of Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 

30(b)(6), noticed for February 17, 2020 commencing at the hour of 9:00 a.m. at Litigation 

Services, 3770 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 300, Las Vegas, Nevada 89169, upon oral 

examination, pursuant to NRCP Rule 26 and 30, before a Notary Public, or before some other 

office authorized by law to administer oaths and will participate accordingly. 

DATED this 14th day of February, 2020. 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 

/s/ Adam K. Bult
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 

JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, I caused a 

true and correct copy of the foregoing JOINDER TO DH FLAMINGO PARTIES’ THIRD 

AMENDED JOINDER TO NOTICE OF DEPOSITION OF INTEGRAL ASSOCIATES 

LLC D/B/A ESSENCE CANNABIS DISPENSARIES PURSUANT TO N.R.C.P 30(B)(6) to 

be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on February 14, 

2020. 

/s/ Paula Kay 
an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

007285



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT H 

007286



 

   1

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ DISCLOSURE 
AND PRIVILEGE/REDACTION LOG 
RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES 
TECUM SERVED ON CONNOR & 
CONNOR, PLLC 
 

 

Defendants in Intervention Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 

Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (“Essence Entities”), by and through their 

attorneys, the law firm of PISANELLI BICE PLLC, hereby submit their privilege/redaction log 

related to the subpoena duces tecum served on Connor & Connor, PLLC attached hereto as 

Exhibit A  and disclosure of documents attached hereto as Exhibit B.  

 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
3/13/2020 6:54 PM
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Defendants reserve the right to amend, supplement or otherwise revise this privilege log. 

DATED this 13th day of March, 2020. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice                                      
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 13th 

day of March, 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above THE ESSENCE ENTITIES’ DISCLOSURE AND 

PRIVILEGE/REDACTION LOG RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM SERVED 

ON  CONNOR & CONNOR, PLLC to all parties listed on the Court's Master Service List. 

 
 
 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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Exhibit A
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' PRIVILEGE LOG RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM SERVED ON CONNOR CONNOR, PLLC

March 13, 2020
Bates Start Bates End Doc Date Author/From Recipient/To CC Privilege Description Privilege Privilege Type Document Type

C&C 012255 C&C 012433 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012434 C&C 012453 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012454 C&C 012456 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012464 C&C 012471 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012486 C&C 012510 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012511 C&C 012513 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012514 C&C 012516 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012517 C&C 012521 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012540 C&C 012540 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012541 C&C 012543 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012544 C&C 012544 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012545 C&C 012555 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012558 C&C 012563 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012565 C&C 012573 10/15/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whittier Document redacted for business information. Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 012574 C&C 012577 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012578 C&C 012580 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012589 C&C 012591 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012592 C&C 012601 6/29/2018 Monica Abello Marijuanainvestigations@tax.state.nv.us; 
Jorge Pupo

Amanda Connor, Esq.; 
Rebecca Post

Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, home addresses, personal telephone 
numbers, dates of birth, confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012615 C&C 012624 5/2/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Jorge Pupo Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, personal telephone numbers, and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012625 C&C 012630 4/25/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Damon Hernandez Rebecca Post; Monica Abello Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information.

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012631 C&C 012635 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012636 C&C 012639 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012640 C&C 012644 4/23/2018 Corrina Esquivel Karalin Cronkhite; Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, personal telephone numbers, and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012645 C&C 012654 8/27/2018 Marc Chmiel Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information.

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012655 C&C 012658 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012659 C&C 012661 12/12/2018 Elizabeth Perez Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite; Damon 
Hernandez; David 
Witkowski; Isabel Mota

Document redacted for business information. Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012662 C&C 012664 10/1/2018 Marc Chmiel Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite; Damon 
Hernandez; Terrence 
Whittier

Document redacted for business information. Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012681 C&C 012687 9/13/2018 Ani Patenaude marijuanainvestigations@tax.state.nv.us Amanda Connor, Esq.; 
Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez

Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information.

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012688 C&C 012689 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

1
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Exhibit A
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' PRIVILEGE LOG RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM SERVED ON CONNOR CONNOR, PLLC

March 13, 2020
C&C 012696 C&C 012833 Document contains information beyond the time 

relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.
Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012836 C&C 012878 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012879 C&C 012882 5/2/2018 Terrence Whittier Amanda Connor, Esq. Damon Hernandez; Rino 
Tenorio; Karalin Cronkhite

Documents redacted for customer name. and 
employee names. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012883 C&C 012886 5/2/2018 Terrence Whittier Amanda Connor, Esq. Damon Hernandez; Rino 
Tenorio; Karalin Cronkhite

Documents redacted for customer name. and 
employee names. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012887 C&C 012982 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012983 C&C 012987 4/30/2018 Rebecca Post Damon Hernandez; Rino Tenorio; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.; Monica Abello

Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, and confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 012988 C&C 012992 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 012995 C&C 012995 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013000 C&C 013004 4/4/2018 Corrina Esquivel Marijuanainvestigations@tax.state.nv.us; 
Damon Hernandez; Rebecca Post; 
Amanda Connor, Esq.

Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013005 C&C 013025 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013026 C&C 013027 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013029 C&C 013038 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013039 C&C 013042 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013045 C&C 013058 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013059 C&C 013065 4/27/2018 Rebecca Post Amanda Connor, Esq.; Karalin Cronkhite;
Damon Hernandez; Rino Tenorio

Monica Abello Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013066 C&C 013169 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013069 C&C 013077 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013082 C&C 013110 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013116 C&C 013144 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013170 C&C 013180 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013183 C&C 013197 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013198 C&C 013234 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013200 C&C 013209 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013235 C&C 013255 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013256 C&C 013257 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013258 C&C 013274 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013271 C&C 013272 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013275 C&C 013278 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013285 C&C 013295 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013298 C&C 013318 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013327 C&C 013332 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013335 C&C 013336 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client
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Exhibit A
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' PRIVILEGE LOG RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM SERVED ON CONNOR CONNOR, PLLC

March 13, 2020
C&C 013339 C&C 013339 Document contains information beyond the time 

relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.
Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013341 C&C 013369 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013371 C&C 013371 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013372 C&C 013372 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013373 C&C 013381 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013382 C&C 013736 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013382 C&C 013406 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013407 C&C 013412 10/18/2019 Amber Virkler Amanda Connor, Esq. Steve Gilbert; Karalin 
Cronkhite

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013413 C&C 013422 5/29/2019 Amy Papadopoulos Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whittier Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013423 C&C 013426 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013443 C&C 013446 7/23/2019 Anne Belize Reyes Melanie Young Amy Papadopoulos; Amanda 
Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez; Kevin 
Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013447 C&C 013483 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013484 C&C 013489 10/18/2019 Amber Virkler Amanda Connor, Esq. Steve Gilbert; Karalin 
Cronkhite

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013490 C&C 013526 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013537 C&C 013540 7/23/2019 Anne Belize Reyes Melanie Young Amy Papadopoulos; Amanda 
Connor, Esq.; Rebecca Post; 
Melanie Lopez; Kevin 
Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013541 C&C 013581 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013582 C&C 013586 8/7/2019 Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Kevin Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013587 C&C 013591 8/7/2019 Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Kevin Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013592 C&C 013638 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013639 C&C 013667 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013668 C&C 013686 7/31/2019 Rachel Branner Rebecca Post; Amanda Connor, Esq.; 
Melanie Lopez; Amy Papadopolos; 
Monica Abello

Documents redacted for tax identification 
numbers.

Redacted Confidential Email with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013687 C&C 013691 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013695 C&C 013699 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013700 C&C 013706 8/8/2019 Karalin Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq. Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Kevin Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013706 C&C 013714 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013715 C&C 013720 8/8/2019 Karalin Cronkhite Amanda Connor, Esq. Rebecca Post; Melanie 
Lopez; Kevin Brenner

Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Email Exchange with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013721 C&C 013723 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013728 C&C 013736 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013737 C&C 013740 3/27/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 013741 C&C 013744 4/23/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Karalin Cronkhite Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 013745 C&C 013748 4/30/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Rino Tinorio Damon Hernandez; Rino 
Tenorio

Documents redacted for customer names and 
confidential business information.

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)
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Exhibit A
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' PRIVILEGE LOG RELATED TO SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM SERVED ON CONNOR CONNOR, PLLC

March 13, 2020
C&C 013750 C&C 013755 9/13/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. State of Nevada Department of Taxation, 

Marijuana Enforcement Division
Documents redacted for employee names and 
confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 013756 C&C 013759 10/18/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. State of Nevada Department of Taxation, 
Marijuana Enforcement Division

Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, and confidential business information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 013760 C&C 013768 6/27/2018 Documents redacted for customer name.employee 
names, home addresses, personal telephone 
numbers, dates of birth, confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Incident Report with 
Attachment(s)

C&C 013769 C&C 013771 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013772 C&C 013842 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 013843 C&C 014037 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 014038 C&C 014071 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 014072 C&C 014793 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 014943 C&C 014944 10/1/2018 Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whittier Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter

C&C 014945 C&C 014953 10/15/2018 Amanda Connor, Esq. Marc Chmiel; Terrence Whittier Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter with 
Attachement(s)

C&C 014955 C&C 014955 12/12/2018 Elizabeth Perez; Isabel Mota Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter

C&C 014956 C&C 014956 12/12/2018 Elizabeth Perez; Isabel Mota Amanda Connor, Esq. Documents redacted for confidential business 
information. 

Redacted Confidential Letter

C&C 014957 C&C 014961 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 014962 C&C 014985 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client

C&C 014962 C&C 014985 Document contains information beyond the time 
relevant to the subject matter of this litigation.

Withheld Attorney Client
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Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/30/2020 4:28 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION 

TGIG, LLC; NEVADA HOLISITIC 
MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
NEVADA PURE, LLC; MEDIFARM, LLC; 
MEDIFARM IV LLC; THC NEVADA, LLC; 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; RED EARTH LLC; 
NEVCANN LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS 
LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 
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QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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WILL KEMP, ESQ. #1205 
NATHANAEL R. RULIS, ESQ. #11259 
n.rulis@kempjones.com 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: (702) 385-6000 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
MM Development Company, Inc. & 
LivFree Wellness, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation 
 

Case No. A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
Dept. No. XI 
 

 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER  

TO NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION,  
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF  

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
 
 Defendants MM Development Company, Inc. (“MM”) and LivFree Wellness, LLC d/b/a 

The Dispensary (“LivFree”) (collectively, “Defendants”) answer the Plaintiff in Intervention 

Natural Medicine, LLC (“NM” or “Plaintiff”) Complaint in Intervention (the “Complaint”) as 

follows: 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/28/2020 11:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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PARTIES 

1. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

2. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Complaint for all 

material and relevant times mentioned in the Complaint. 

3. Defendants admit the allegations regarding LivFree and MM contained in 

paragraph 4 of the Complaint.  As to the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the 

Complaint, Defendants of are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth and, therefore, deny them. 

4. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

5. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Complaint.  

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

6. As to the allegations in paragraph 8 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that in or 

around November 2016, the citizens of the State of Nevada approved a statutory ballot initiative 

– Ballot Question 2 – that, inter alia, legalized the recreational use of marijuana and allowed for 

the licensing of recreational marijuana dispensaries.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 
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7. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 9-11 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

8. As to the allegations in paragraph 12 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no 

response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations 

referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

9. As to the allegations in paragraph 13 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.020 

and Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 speak for themselves.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 

10. As to the allegations in paragraph 14 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

11. As to the allegations in paragraph 15 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D, et 

seq., and Ballot Question 2 speak for themselves.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 

12. As to the allegations in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.205 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 
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13. As to the allegations in paragraph 17 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.210 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

14. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 18 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

15. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 19 of the Complaint. 

16. As to the allegations in paragraph 20 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

17. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 24 of the Complaint. 

18. As to the allegations in paragraph 20 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

DOT issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought applications from 

qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store licenses 

throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  As to the remaining allegations, Defendants are 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations and, therefore, deny them. 

19. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 23 and 24 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 
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20. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 25 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

21. As to the allegations in paragraph 26 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from September 7, 2018 through 

September 20, 2018.  As to the remaining allegations, Defendants are without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, 

therefore, deny them. 

22. As to the allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.210 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

23. As to the allegations in paragraphs 28 and 29 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.272 

speaks for itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

24. As to the allegations in paragraphs 30 and 31 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.255 

speaks for itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

25. As to the allegations in paragraph 32 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.258, NAC 

453D.260, NAC 453D.265, NAC 453D.268, and NAC 453D.272 speak for themselves.  To the 

extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws 
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or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state 

the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

26. Defendants admit that the applications published by the Department of Taxation 

described identified and non-identified scoring criteria with a possible 250 total points as alleged 

in paragraph 33 of the Complaint.  As to the remaining allegations, Defendants are without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

and, therefore, deny them. 

27. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 34 of the Complaint. 

28. As to the allegations in paragraph 35 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.272 speaks for 

itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content 

of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

29. As to the allegations in paragraph 36 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that no 

later than December 5, 2018, the Department was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to 

those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the 

allocated licenses.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 36 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. 

Stat. § 453D.210 speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

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

30. As to the allegations in paragraph 37 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

Department of Taxation hired temporary employees to grade the applications.  As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 37 of the Complaint, Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in this 

paragraph and, therefore, deny them. 

 

006993



 

7 

 

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

K
EM

P,
 JO

N
ES

 &
 C

O
U

LT
H

A
R

D
, L

LP
 

38
00

 H
ow

ar
d 

H
ug

he
s P

ar
kw

ay
 

Se
ve

nt
ee

nt
h 

Fl
oo

r 
La

s V
eg

as
, N

ev
ad

a 
89

16
9 

(7
02

) 3
85

-6
00

0 
• F

ax
 (7

02
) 3

85
-6

00
1 

k j
c@

ke
m

pj
on

es
.c

om
 

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

31. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 38-42 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

32. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraphs 43-48 of the Complaint regarding 

the preliminary injunction hearing held by the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez, beginning on May 

24, 2019 and concluded on August 16, 2019.  To the extent a further response is required, 

Defendants respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraphs 43-48 are 

inconsistent with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, 

Defendants deny them. 

33. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 49-531 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

34. As to the allegations in paragraph 54 of the Complaint, Article 19, Section 3 of the 

Nevada Constitution speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

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

35. As to the allegations in paragraph 55 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.255 speaks for 

itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content 

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

 
1 There are two different Paragraphs identified as “53” in Plaintiff’s Complaint.  See Complaint, 
20:8-19.  Defendants response is for both Paragraphs 53.  
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36. As to the allegations in paragraph 56 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining 

allegations in this paragraph, Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny them. 

37. As to the allegations in paragraph 57 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D, et 

seq., speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements 

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

38. As to the allegations in paragraph 58 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

Department granted conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from the Department 

implementing – in a manner that was partial and subject to manipulation – the awarding of points 

for diversity.  

39. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 59-61 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Declaratory Relief) 

 
40. In response to paragraph 62, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

41. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 63 of the Complaint. 

42. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 64-67 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

43. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 68 of the Complaint. 
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44. As to the allegations in paragraph 69 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, Defendants 

respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, and to the 

extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendants 

admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 69 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, Defendants deny 

them. 

45. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 70-74 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

 
46. In response to paragraph 75, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

47. As to the allegations in paragraphs 77 and 78 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining allegations in this paragraph, 

Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny them. 

48. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 79 of the Complaint. 

49. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 80 and 81 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

 
50. In response to paragraph 82, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

51. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 83 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

52. As to the allegations in paragraphs 84 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

Department has denied any appeal rights of aggrieved parties regarding the issuance of licenses.  

As to the remaining allegations in this paragraph, Defendants are without sufficient knowledge 

or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny 

them. 

53. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 85 and 86 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

 
54. In response to paragraph 87, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

55. As to the allegations in paragraphs 88-90 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining allegations in this paragraph, 

Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny them. 
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FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Prohibition) 

 
56. In response to paragraph 91, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

57. As to the allegations in paragraphs 92-94 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining allegations in this paragraph, 

Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny them. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Complaint fails to state a claim against Defendants upon which relief may be 

granted. 

2. Complainants’ claim is barred due to the absence of any legitimate controversy 

between Complainant and Defendants.  

3. Complainant failed to mitigate, minimize, or otherwise avoid its losses, damages, 

or expenses. 

4. If Complainant was injured and damaged as alleged, which is specifically denied, 

then the injuries and damages were caused, in whole or in part, by the acts or omissions of others, 

whether individual, corporate or otherwise, whether named or unnamed in the Complaint, for 

whose conduct Defendants are not responsible. 

5. Complainant’s claims are barred by waiver. 

6. Complainant’s claims are barred by laches.  

7. Complainant’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 

8. Complainant’s claims fail because of intervening and superseding causes for the 

injury alleged in the Complaint. 
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9. Defendants have insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form a 

belief as to whether there may be addition, as yet unstated, affirmative defenses and, therefore, 

reserves the right to allege other affirmative defenses as they become appropriate or known 

through the course of discovery.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for judgment as follows:  

1. That Complainants takes nothing by way of its Complaint and that the same be dismissed 

with prejudice;  

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

3. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this   28th   day of February, 2020. 

KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD LLP   
  

 
 /s/ Nathanael Rulis      
Will Kemp, Esq. (NV Bar No. 1205)     
Nathanael R. Rulis (NV Bar No. 11259)    
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor    
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169      
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MM Development Company, Inc. 
& LivFree Wellness, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that on the   28th    day of February, 2020, I served a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs’/Defendants’ Answer to Complaint in Intervention via the 

Court's electronic filing system only, pursuant to the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules, Administrative Order 14-2, to all parties currently on the electronic service list. 

 

 /s/ Ali Augustine     
An employee of Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP  
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ANSC
THEODORE PARKER, III, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 4716
MAHOGANY TURFLEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 13974
PARKER, NELSON & ASSOCIATES, CHTD.
2460 Professional Court, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128
Telephone: (702) 868-8000
Facsimile: (702) 868-8001
Email: tparker@pnalaw.net
Email: mturfley@pnalaw.net

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Nevada Wellness Center, LLC

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.: A-19-787004-B

Consolidated with:
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B

Dept. No.: XI

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT
STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION,

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI,
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION

COMES NOW, Defendant, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC (hereinafter

“Defendant” and/or “NWC”), by and through its attorneys of record, THEODORE PARKER, III,

ESQ. and MAHOGANY TURFLEY, ESQ. of the law firm of PARKER, NELSON &

ASSOCIATES, CHTD., and for its Answer to Defendant/Respondent Strive Wellness of Nevada

LLC’s Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari,

Mandamus, and Prohibition on file herein, admits, denies and alleges as follows:

I.  PARTIES

1. Answering Paragraph 1, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/28/2020 4:59 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

2. Answering Paragraph 2, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

3. Answering Paragraph 3, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein. 

4. Answering Paragraph 4, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

5. Answering Paragraph 5, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

6. Answering Paragraph 6, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

7. Answering Paragraph 7, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

II.  FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. Answering Paragraph 8, including sub-parts, Defendant admits the allegations

contained therein.

9. Answering Paragraph 9, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

10. Answering Paragraph 10, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

11. Answering Paragraph 11, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

12. Answering Paragraph 12, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

13. Answering Paragraph 13, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

14. Answering Paragraph 14, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

15. Answering Paragraph 15, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

16. Answering Paragraph 16, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.
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17. Answering Paragraph 17, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

18. Answering Paragraph 18, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

19. Answering Paragraph 19, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

20. Answering Paragraph 20, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS

21. Answering Paragraph 21, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

22. Answering Paragraph 22, Defendant admits the DOT issued notice for an application

period wherein the DOT sought applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64)

recreational marijuana retail store licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  Defendant

is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegation that

Plaintiff holds a certificate as a medical marijuana cultivation facility.

23. Answering Paragraph 23, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

24. Answering Paragraph 24, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

25. Answering Paragraph 25, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

26. Answering Paragraph 26, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

27. Answering Paragraph 27, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

28. Answering Paragraph 28, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

29. Answering Paragraph 29, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

30. Answering Paragraph 30, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

31. Answering Paragraph 31, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.
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32. Answering Paragraph 32, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

33. Answering Paragraph 33, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

34. Answering Paragraph 34, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

35. Answering Paragraph 35, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

36. Answering Paragraph 36, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

37. Answering Paragraph 37, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS

38. Answering Paragraph 38, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

39. Answering Paragraph 39, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

40. Answering Paragraph 40, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

41. Answering Paragraph 41, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

42. Answering Paragraph 42, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information
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to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein, and upon said grounds, denies

each and every allegation contained therein.

43. Answering Paragraph 43, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

44. Answering Paragraph 44, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

45. Answering Paragraph 45, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

46. Answering Paragraph 46, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

47. Answering Paragraph 47, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

48. Answering Paragraph 48, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

49. Answering Paragraph 49, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

50. Answering Paragraph 50, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

51. Answering Paragraph 51, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

52. Answering Paragraph 52, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

53. Answering Paragraph 53, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

54. Answering Paragraph 54, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

55. Answering Paragraph 55, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

56. Answering Paragraph 56, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.  Without waiving said objection, Defendant admits the allegations contained

therein.

57. Answering Paragraph 57, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

58. Answering Paragraph 58, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

59. Answering Paragraph 59, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

60. Answering Paragraph 60, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information
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to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

61. Answering Paragraph 61, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Declaratory Relief)

62. Answering Paragraph 62, Defendant repeats and realleges its answers to Paragraphs

1 through 61 and incorporates the same as though fully set forth herein.

63. Answering Paragraph 63, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

64. Answering Paragraph 64, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

65. Answering Paragraph 65, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

66. Answering Paragraph 66, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

67. Answering Paragraph 67, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

68. Answering Paragraph 68, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

69. Answering Paragraph 69, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

70. Answering Paragraph 70, including sub-parts, Defendant objects as the allegations

contained therein call for a legal conclusion.

71. Answering Paragraph 71, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

72. Answering Paragraph 72, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.
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73. Answering Paragraph 73, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

74. Answering Paragraph 74, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Petition for Judicial Review)

75. Answering Paragraph 75, Defendant repeats and realleges its answers to Paragraphs

1 through 74 and incorporates the same as though fully set forth herein.

76. Answering Paragraph 76, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

77. Answering Paragraph 77, including sub-parts, Defendant objects as the allegations

contained therein call for a legal conclusion.

78. Answering Paragraph 78, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

79. Answering Paragraph 79, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion. 

80. Answering Paragraph 80, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

81. Answering Paragraph 81, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari)

82. Answering Paragraph 82, Defendant repeats and realleges its answers to Paragraphs

1 through 81 and incorporates the same as though fully set forth herein. 

83. Answering Paragraph 83, including sub-parts, Defendant admits the allegations

contained therein.
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84. Answering Paragraph 84, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

85. Answering Paragraph 85, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

86. Answering Paragraph 86, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained therein as to this Plaintiff, and upon said

grounds, denies each and every allegation contained therein.

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus)

87. Answering Paragraph 87, Defendant repeats and realleges its answers to Paragraphs

1 through 86 and incorporates the same as though fully set forth herein. 

88. Answering Paragraph 88, including sub-parts, Defendant admits the allegations

contained therein.

89. Answering Paragraph 89, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

90. Answering Paragraph 90, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

(Petition for Writ of Prohibition)

91. Answering Paragraph 91, Defendant repeats and realleges its answers to Paragraphs

1 through 90 and incorporates the same as though fully set forth herein. 

92. Answering Paragraph 92, Defendant admits the allegations contained therein.

93. Answering Paragraph 93, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

94. Answering Paragraph 94, Defendant objects as the allegations contained therein call

for a legal conclusion.

/ / /
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GENERAL DENIALS

Defendant denies any and all allegations in the Complaint not specifically admitted in this

Answer.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Defendant denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following affirmative

defenses:

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiff may have failed to state a claim for which relief can be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiff may have failed to exhaust their administrative remedies.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiff’s claims may be barred by the applicable statute of limitations and/or the doctrine

of laches.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant has no contractual relationship with Plaintiff to give rise to any declaratory relief.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The damages sustained by the Plaintiff, if any, were caused by the acts of unknown third

persons who were not agents, servants, or employees of Defendant, and who were not acting on

behalf of Defendant in any manner or form, and, as such, Defendant is not liable in any manner to

Plaintiff.

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant is not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of other third parties.

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiff has not suffered any damages attributable to the actions of Defendant.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Plaintiff may have failed to timely protect and/or enforce their alleged rights.

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant complied with NRS 453D and NAC Chapter 453D.
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TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant alleges that the damages, if any, alleged by the Plaintiff were the result of

independent intervening acts, over which Defendant had no control, which resulted in the

superseding cause of Plaintiff alleged damages.

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as insufficient facts

and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable inquiry and, pursuant to NRCP

11, Defendant hereby reserves the right to amend these affirmative defenses as additional

information becomes available.  Additionally, one or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have

been pled for the purposes of non-waiver.

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant hereby incorporates by reference those Affirmative Defenses enumerated in Rule

8(c) of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure as if fully set forth herein.  In the event further

investigation or discovery reveals the applicability of any such defenses, Defendant reserves the right

to seek leave of Court to amend its answer to specifically assert the same.  Such defenses are herein

incorporated by reference for the specific purpose of not waiving the same.

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Defendant hereby reserves the right to add additional affirmative defenses as discovery

progresses.

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

It has been necessary for Defendant to employ the services of an attorney to defend this action

and a reasonable sum should be allowed as and for attorney’s fees, together with the costs expended

in this action.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows:

1. That Plaintiff take nothing by way of its Compliant;

2. That Plaintiff’s claims be dismissed with prejudice;

3. That Defendant be awarded its attorney’s fees and costs incurred herein; and
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4. For such further relief as the Court may deem just and proper under the

circumstances.

DATED this 28  day of February, 2020. th

 PARKER, NELSON & ASSOCIATES, CHTD.

  /s/ Theodore Parker III                                             
THEODORE PARKER, III, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 4716
MAHOGANY TURFLEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 13974
2460 Professional Court, Suite 200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Attorneys for Plaintiff,
Nevada Wellness Center, LLC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the law office of PARKER,

NELSON & ASSOCIATES, CHTD., and that on this 28  day of February, 2020, I served a true andth

correct copy of the foregoing NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER TO

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT

IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION on all parties currently on the electronic

service list as set forth below:

G By placing an original or true copy thereof in a sealed envelope placed for collection and mailing
in the United States Mail, at Las Vegas, NV, postage prepaid, following ordinary business practices.

G Facsimile transmission, pursuant to the amendment to the Eighth Judicial District Court Rule 7.26,
by faxing a true and correct copy of the same to each party addressed as follows:

G By E-mail: by electronic mail delivering the document(s) listed above to the e-mail address(es) set
forth below on this date before 5:00 p.m.

O By EFC: by electronic filing with the Court delivering the document(s) listed above via E-file & E-
serve (Odyssey) filing system.

  /s/ Eloisa Nuñez                                                                    
An employee of PARKER, NELSON & ASSOCIATES, CHTD.

Page 12 of  12
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ANS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
   

 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 
AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

 

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“GreenMart”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the Complaint in Intervention (the “Complaint”) 

filed by Natural Medicine, LLC (“Natural Medicine”), as follows: 

  GreenMart denies each and every allegation in the Complaint except those 

allegations which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

I. PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/6/2020 9:44 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations.  

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations insofar as GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability 

company. GreenMart lacks sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of 

the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4, and on that basis denies them.   

5. Answering paragraphs 5 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

6. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Complaint, no response is necessary, 

as these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws 

or regulations referenced. To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately 

state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the 

extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

7. Answering paragraph 8 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the 

Nevada voters approved an initiative petition which was subsequently codified as Chapter 

453D of the Nevada Revised Statutes, As to the remainder of the allegations contained in 

paragraph 8, no response is required as the allegations contained therein are Natural 

Medicine’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To 

the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

8. Answering paragraph 9 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

007014



 

3 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

on that basis denies them.  

9. Answering paragraph 10 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies them.  

10. Answering paragraph 11 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies them.  

11. Answering paragraphs 12 through 17 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required 

and the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or 

regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies them.  

12. Answering paragraph 18 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

13. Answering paragraph 19 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

14. Answering paragraph 20 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them.  

REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

15. Answering paragraph 21 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations referenced therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 
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inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

16. Answering paragraph 22 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the DOT 

issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought qualified applicants for 

sixty-four recreational retail store licenses for various jurisdictions in Nevada. GreenMart 

lacks sufficient information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 22, and on that basis denies them.   

17. Answering paragraph 23 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits the DOT 

posted an application for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on its website on or 

about July 6, 2018.  

18. Answering paragraph 24 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein reference a document which speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

19. Answering paragraph 25 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis 

denies them.  

20. Answering paragraph 26 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the 

application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from September 7, 2018 to 

September 20, 2018. GreenMart is without sufficient knowledge or information as to the 

remainder of the allegations contained in paragraph 26, and on that basis denies them.  

21. Answering paragraphs 27 through 29 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required 

and the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or 

regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

/ / / 
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22. Answering paragraph 30 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

23. Answering paragraph 31 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

24. Answering 32 of the Complaint, no response is required as the allegations 

contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

25. Answering paragraphs 33 and 34 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response 

is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced 

therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent 

with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

26. Answering paragraph 35 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

27. Answering paragraph 36 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the DOT 

was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to applicants whose score and rank were 
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high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the allocated licenses by December 5, 

2018.  

28. Answering paragraph 37 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis 

denies them.  

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

29. Answering paragraphs 38 through 42 of the Complaint, GreenMart is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies the allegations. 

30. Answering paragraphs 43 and 44 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

31. Answering paragraphs 45 through 48 of the Complaint, no response is 

necessary as the allegations contained therein reference a court order which speaks for itself. 

To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the 

court order referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the 

allegations are inconsistent with the contents of the court order referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

32. Answering paragraphs 49 and 50 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To the extent 

a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

33. Answering paragraphs 51 through 54 of the Complaint, GreenMart lacks 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies them.  

34. Answering paragraphs 55 through 61 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

35. Answering paragraph 62 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 61 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

36. Answering paragraphs 63 through 68 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

37. Answering paragraph 69 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein reference a court order which speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the court order 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the contents of the court order referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

38. Answering paragraphs 70 through 74 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 
 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

39. Answering paragraph 75 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 74 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

40. Answering paragraphs 76 through 81 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 
 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

41. Answering paragraph 82 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 81 above, and incorporates the same herein by reference 
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as though fully set forth herein. 

42. Answering paragraphs 83 through 86 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

43. Answering paragraph 87 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 86 above, and incorporates the same by reference herein 

as though fully set forth herein. 

44. Answering paragraphs 88 through 90 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Prohibition) 

45. Answering paragraph 91 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 90 above, and incorporates the same herein by reference 

as though fully set forth herein. 

46. Answering paragraphs 92 through 94 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Natural Medicine’s legal conclusions. To 

the extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Complaint, GreenMart denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Natural Medicine’s prayer 

for relief, GreenMart denies that Natural Medicine is entitled to the relief sought therein or 

to any relief in this matter. 

/ / / 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  GreenMart, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Natural Medicine’s Complaint, and all causes of action 

alleged therein, and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to 

the preceding paragraphs of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The Complaint, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim 

upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine has not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any 

manner whatsoever by any conduct of GreenMart. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine’s claims are barred because Natural Medicine has failed to 

exhaust administrative remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this 

litigation under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Natural Medicine’s 

claims without affecting the rights and privileges of those parties who received the licenses 
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at issue as well as other third parties. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Natural Medicine to plead 

those claims with sufficient particularity. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden 

of proof imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Natural Medicine, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged 

license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Declaratory relief will not give the Natural Medicine the relief it is seeking. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, GreenMart hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 

investigation warrants.  

/ / / 

/ / / 
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SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  GreenMart expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring 

counterclaims against Natural Medicine.  

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Natural Medicine’s claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches, and 

estoppel.  

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  This answering GreenMart has not harmed Natural Medicine and is not responsible 

in any way for the alleged acts. Therefore, Natural Medicine is precluded from recovering 

any relief against GreenMart or from interfering with GreenMart’s licenses.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, GreenMart prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Natural Medicine takes nothing by way of their Complaint. 

2. The Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against GreenMart therein 

be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to GreenMart. 

4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

DATED this 6th day of March, 2020. 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell         

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 

JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 

PROHIBITION to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic 

service list on March 6, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 6th day of March, 2020, pursuant to the February 

14, 2020 Order1 and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and correct copy 

of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL 

MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 

REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION by 

depositing the same in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-paid, to the following: 
 
Green Therapeutics 
5975 Procyon St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 
 
NEVCANN, LLC 
520 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

Green Leaf Farms 
1771 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 201A 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Red Earth LLC 
5040 Cecile Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89115 

 

 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 

 
1 Corrected a typo in the zip code of the address provided in the February 14, 2020 Order for 
Red Earth LLC from 89146 to 89115.  
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ANS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
   

 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF 
NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
 

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“GreenMart”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the Complaint in Intervention (the “Complaint”) 

filed by Strive Wellness of Nevada, LLC (“Strive”), as follows: 

  GreenMart denies each and every allegation in the Complaint except those 

allegations which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

I. PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/6/2020 9:44 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations.  

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations insofar as GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability 

company. GreenMart lacks sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of 

the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4, and on that basis denies them.   

5. Answering paragraphs 5 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

6. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Complaint, no response is necessary, 

as these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws 

or regulations referenced. To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately 

state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the 

extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

7. Answering paragraph 8 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the 

Nevada voters approved an initiative petition which was subsequently codified as Chapter 

453D of the Nevada Revised Statutes, As to the remainder of the allegations contained in 

paragraph 8, no response is required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced 

therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent 

with the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

8. Answering paragraph 9 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 
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on that basis denies them.  

9. Answering paragraph 10 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies them.  

10. Answering paragraph 11 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies them.  

11. Answering paragraphs 12 through 17 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them.  

12. Answering paragraph 18 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

13. Answering paragraph 19 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

14. Answering paragraph 20 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them.  

REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

15. Answering paragraph 21 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations referenced therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 
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inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

16. Answering paragraph 22 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the DOT 

issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought qualified applicants for 

sixty-four recreational retail store licenses for various jurisdictions in Nevada. GreenMart 

lacks sufficient information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 22, and on that basis denies them.   

17. Answering paragraph 23 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits the DOT 

posted an application for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on its website on or 

about July 6, 2018.  

18. Answering paragraph 24 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein reference a document which speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

19. Answering paragraph 25 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis 

denies them.  

20. Answering paragraph 26 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the 

application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from September 7, 2018 to 

September 20, 2018. GreenMart is without sufficient knowledge or information as to the 

remainder of the allegations contained in paragraph 26, and on that basis denies them.  

21. Answering paragraphs 27 through 29 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

/ / / 
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22. Answering paragraph 30 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

23. Answering paragraph 31 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

24. Answering 32 of the Complaint, no response is required as the allegations 

contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the contents of laws 

or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately state the 

laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the 

allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies 

them. 

25. Answering paragraphs 33 and 34 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response 

is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced 

therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent 

with the contents of the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

26. Answering paragraph 35 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

27. Answering paragraph 36 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the DOT 

was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to applicants whose score and rank were 
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high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the allocated licenses by December 5, 

2018.  

28. Answering paragraph 37 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis 

denies them.  

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

29. Answering paragraphs 38 through 42 of the Complaint, GreenMart is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies the allegations. 

30. Answering paragraphs 43 and 44 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

31. Answering paragraphs 45 through 48 of the Complaint, no response is 

necessary as the allegations contained therein reference a court order which speaks for itself. 

To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the 

court order referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the 

allegations are inconsistent with the contents of the court order referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

32. Answering paragraphs 49 and 50 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a response 

is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

33. Answering paragraphs 51 through 54 of the Complaint, GreenMart lacks 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies them.  

34. Answering paragraphs 55 through 61 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

35. Answering paragraph 62 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 61 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

36. Answering paragraphs 63 through 68 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

37. Answering paragraph 69 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein reference a court order which speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the court order 

referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the contents of the court order referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

38. Answering paragraphs 70 through 74 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 
 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

39. Answering paragraph 75 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 74 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

40. Answering paragraphs 76 through 81 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 
 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

41. Answering paragraph 82 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 81 above, and incorporates the same herein by reference 
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as though fully set forth herein. 

42. Answering paragraphs 83 through 86 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

43. Answering paragraph 87 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 86 above, and incorporates the same by reference herein 

as though fully set forth herein. 

44. Answering paragraphs 88 through 90 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Prohibition) 

45. Answering paragraph 91 of the Complaint, GreenMart repeats and realleges 

its answers to paragraphs 1 through 90 above, and incorporates the same herein by reference 

as though fully set forth herein. 

46. Answering paragraphs 92 through 94 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Strive’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Complaint, GreenMart denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Strive’s prayer for relief, 

GreenMart denies that Strive is entitled to the relief sought therein or to any relief in this 

matter. 

/ / / 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  GreenMart, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Strive’s Complaint, and all causes of action alleged therein, 

and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to the preceding 

paragraphs of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The Complaint, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim 

upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive has not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any manner 

whatsoever by any conduct of GreenMart. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive’s claims are barred because Strive has failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation under 

Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Strive’s claims without affecting the 

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

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Strive to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Strive, because the State of Nevada, Department 

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

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Declaratory relief will not give the Strive the relief it is seeking. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, GreenMart hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 

investigation warrants.  

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  GreenMart expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring 

counterclaims against Strive.  
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SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Strive’s claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches, and estoppel.  

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  This answering GreenMart has not harmed Strive and is not responsible in any way 

for the alleged acts. Therefore, Strive is precluded from recovering any relief against 

GreenMart or from interfering with GreenMart’s licenses.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, GreenMart prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Strive takes nothing by way of their Complaint. 

2. The Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against GreenMart therein 

be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to GreenMart. 

4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

DATED this 6th day of March, 2020. 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell         

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

  

007035



 

12 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 

MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION to be submitted electronically to all parties currently 

on the electronic service list on March 6, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 6th day of March, 2020, pursuant to the February 

14, 2020 Order1 and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and correct copy 

of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 

WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 

JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 

PROHIBITION by depositing the same in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-

paid, to the following: 
 
Green Therapeutics 
5975 Procyon St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 
 
NEVCANN, LLC 
520 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

Green Leaf Farms 
1771 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 201A 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Red Earth LLC 
5040 Cecile Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89115 

 

 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 

 
1 Corrected a typo in the zip code of the address provided in the February 14, 2020 Order for 
Red Earth LLC from 89146 to 89115.  
 

007036



139



 

 

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 

 

C
H

R
IS

T
IA

N
SE

N
 L

A
W

 O
FF

IC
E

S 
81

0 
S.

 C
as

in
o 

C
en

te
r 

Bl
vd

. S
ui

te
 1

04
 

La
s V

eg
as

, N
ev

ad
a 

89
10

1 
70

2-
24

0-
79

79
  •

 F
ax

 8
66

-4
12

-6
99

2 
  

PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5254 
pete@christiansenlaw.com 
WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 13662 
wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com 
CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
810 S. Casino Center Blvd., Suite 104 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 240-7979 
Facsimile: (866) 412-6992 
Attorneys for Qualcan, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE: D.O.T. Case No.:  A-19-787004-B 

Dept. No.:  XI 
 
Consolidated with: 
  A-19-787035-C 
  A-18-785818-W 
  A-18-786357-W 
  A-19-786962-B 
  A-19-787540-W 
  A-19-787726-C 
  A-19-801416-B  
 

 
 

 
QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS  

 
[ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED] 

Plaintiff QUALCAN, LLC, by and through its attorneys of record, PETER S. 

CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. and WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. of CHRISTIANSEN LAW 

OFFICES, hereby moves this Honorable Court for an order compelling the DOT to conditionally 

award conditional licenses to the next highest ranked, qualified applicants in accordance with its 

May 14, 2019 ranking, under which Qualcan would be entitled to licenses in Clark County – 

Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – 

Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno.  While this Court’s ruling enjoining certain entities 

from moving forward with their conditional licenses was only preliminary, Court intervention is 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/13/2020 4:14 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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necessary prior to trial as the DOT has been unwilling to commit to honoring the prior ranking of 

applicants.  Should the injunction become permanent, the DOT must be precluded from diverting 

from its prior position that the ranking of applicants was proper.   

 This Motion is made and based on the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities, 

the papers and pleadings already on file herein, and any oral argument the Court may permit at 

the hearing of this matter.  

Dated this 13th day of March, 2020. 

      CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
 
 
            
      PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 5254 
      WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 13662 
      Attorneys for Qualcan, LLC 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I.  

INTRODUCTION 

This matter stems from the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation’s (“DOT”) issuance 

of conditional licenses to operate retail recreational marijuana dispensaries in the State of Nevada 

under NRS 453D. In September 2018, Qualcan applied for, and was denied, conditional licenses 

in six jurisdictions: Unincorporated Clark County; Las Vegas; North Las Vegas; Reno; Elko and 

Henderson.  The DOT ranked all applicants utilizing a purported “impartial and numerically 

scored competitive bidding process.” This resulted in Qualcan being ranked seventh (7) for Clark 

County – Henderson, eleventh (11) for Clark County – Las Vegas, ninth (9) for Clark County – 

North Las Vegas, thirteenth (13) for Clark County – Unincorporated, third (3) for Elko County, 

and eighth (8) for Washoe County - Reno. See 2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores 

and Rankings, as revised at 4pm on May 14, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

However, as a result of the August 23, 2019 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction (“FFCL”), the DOT has been enjoined from conducting a final 

inspection of any conditional license winning applicant who did not identify each prospective 

owner, officer and board member, as required by NRS 453D.200(6).  These specific winning 

applicants included Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Lone Mountain Partners, LLC, Nevada 

Organic Remedies, LLC, and GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC.  As a result of their failure to 

comply with the law, these four entities have now been disqualified from doing anything with 

their conditional licenses.1 Accordingly, the collective 25 licenses awarded to those applicants 

that were improperly scored and ranked must be awarded to the next highest ranked applicants.   

The DOT has taken the position in litigation the scoring and ranking system utilized to 

award conditional licenses was not arbitrary and capricious.  Nonetheless, it has indicated an 

intent to create a lottery system for the 25 conditional licenses should this Court’s injunction 

 
1   The application period has long since expired and these entities cannot now remedy their 
prior failures.   
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become permanent.  Alternatively, it has indicated an intent to approve negotiated settlements 

between the parties to this litigation, whereby applicants would receive conditional licenses 

despite being lower ranked than Qualcan or having failed to comply with the requirements of 

NRS Chapter 453D.2  The DOT is judicially estopped from either action, as doing so would be 

contrary to the position it has previously taken that the scoring and ranking was proper.   

Under the DOT’s ranking, and because Qualcan was in full compliance with the 

requirements of NRS Chapter 453D and the DOT’s Regulations, Qualcan’s scores qualifies it for 

conditional licenses in the following five jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark County 

– Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, and Washoe 

County – Reno.  Therefore, by way of the instant Motion, Qualcan seeks an Order from this Court 

compelling the DOT to conditionally award conditional licenses to the next-highest ranked 

applicants whose applications were complete and in compliance under the 2018 Retail Marijuana 

Store Application Scores and Rankings, as revised at 4pm on May 14, 2019.  While the injunction 

set forth by this Court’s FFCL was preliminary in nature, Qualcan is entitled to certainty that the 

DOT will honor the rankings and cannot commit to any position that fails to account for Qualcan’s 

scores and rankings.   

II.  

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
 

A. THE APPLICATION PROCESS FOR RETAIL RECREATIONAL MARIJUANA 
DISPENSARIES IN NEVADA. 

 In 2016, Nevada voters were presented with Ballot Question 2 (“BQ2”) concerning the 

legalization of recreational marijuana and which proposed an amendment to the Nevada Revised 

Statutes, as follows:  
 
Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to allow a person, 21 years old 
or older, to purchase, cultivate, possess, or consume a certain amount of 

 
2   Qualcan’s Second Amended Complaint at ¶103 provides: “Plaintiff is entitled to an 
injunction precluding the DOT from approving any negotiated settlements between 2018 
applicants, including Defendant Applicants, that does not account for Plaintiff’s rightful 
entitlement to six conditional licenses.” 
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marijuana or concentrated marijuana, as well as manufacture, possess, use, 
transport, purchase, distribute, or sell marijuana paraphernalia; impose a 15 
percent excise tax on wholesale sales of marijuana; require the regulation and 
licensing of marijuana cultivators, testing facilities, distributors, suppliers, 
and retailers; and provide for certain criminal penalties? 

 BQ2 was enacted by the Nevada Legislature and is codified at NRS 453D.  In 2017, the 

DOT was tasked by the Legislature with implementing a new licensing application process for 

retail recreational marijuana establishments within the State, and on February 27, 2018, the DOT 

adopted regulations governing the issuance, suspension, or revocation of retail recreational 

marijuana licenses.  See NAC 453D (“the Regulations”).  According to an August 16, 2018 letter 

from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) of Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, 

LCB File No. R092-17 (“R092-17”), the DOT was responsible for allocating the licenses of 

recreational marijuana stores “to jurisdictions within each county and to the unincorporated area 

of the county proportionally based on the population of each jurisdiction and of the 

unincorporated area of the county.” 

 The DOT issued a notice for an application period wherein it sought applications to award 

sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail establishment licenses throughout Nevada.  The 

license application was posted on the DOT’s website, with the application period running from 

September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018.  As of September 20, 2018, the DOT received a 

total of 462 applications, with each applicant paying a $5,000.00 filing fee, generating 

$2,310,000.00 in revenue for the State of Nevada.  

Within 90 days of receipt of applications, the DOT was mandated to approve a license 

application if it was in compliance with the Regulations, the applicant disclosed the physical 

addresses of the proposed marijuana establishment, and the applicant disclosed all owners, 

officers or bard members.  NRS 453D.210(5).  If competing applications were submitted within 

a jurisdiction, the DOT was required to score and rank the applications using “an impartial and 

numerically scored competitive bidding process.”  NRS 453D.210(6). 

B. QUALCAN’S APPLICATIONS FOR RETAIL DISPENSARIES. 

 Qualcan submitted applications to the DOT for conditional license to own and operate 

recreational marijuana retail stores in various jurisdictions throughout Nevada, paying the 
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applicable fee and complying fully with all requirements of NRS Chapter 453D and the 

Regulations.  In addition to identifying each prospective owner, officer and board member, 

Qualcan also secured and identified in its application the physical addresses for each and every 

proposed recreational marijuana establishment it intended to operate.  Qualcan either acquired 

properties or entered into lease agreements with property owners for specific the locations it 

intended to operate retail dispensaries, which were disclosed in its application pursuant to NRS 

453D.210(5)(b).  

Despite being more than qualified and submitting applications which were complete and 

in compliance with NRS Chapter 453D, Qualcan was informed by letter from the DOT that its 

applications were denied “because it did not achieve a score high enough to an available license.”  

Pursuant to the DOT’s 2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and Rankings, as revised 

at 4pm on May 14, 2019, Qualcan was ranked seventh (7) for Clark County – Henderson, eleventh 

(11) for Clark County – Las Vegas, ninth (9) for Clark County – North Las Vegas, thirteenth (13) 

for Clark County – Unincorporated, third (3) for Elko County, and eighth (8) for Washoe County 

– Reno. See Exhibit 1, attached hereto. 
 
C. FOUR ENTITIES ARE ENJOINED FROM MOVING FORWARD WITH THEIR 

CONDITIONAL LICENSES.  

In approximately January 2019, several applicants that were denied conditional licenses 

commenced litigation against the DOT.  On March 19, 2019, in the matter of Serenity Wellness 

Center, LLC, et al. vs. DOT, Case No. A-19-786962-B (hereinafter “Serenity Litigation”), the 

plaintiffs filed a Motion for Preliminary Injunction, which was heard by this Court over the course 

of approximately twenty days between May 24, 2019 and August 16, 2019.  Although the various 

litigation matters were not consolidated, the hearing was coordinated before this Court in order 

to allow applicants who were either denied or awarded conditional licenses to participate.3 

 
3  Qualcan filed its initial Complaint on September 5, 2019, and therefore, has been referred to 
as a “late-coming” or “non-matured” Plaintiff in the ongoing litigation because it did not 
actively participate in the Injunction Hearing. 
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On August 23, 2019, this Court issued its FFCL enjoining the DOT “from conducting a 

final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about December 2018 who did not 

provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer and board member as required by 

NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits.”4  The four entities that did not comply with the 

requirements of NRS 453D.200(6) but were awarded conditional licenses are: Helping Hands 

Wellness Center, Inc. (3), Lone Mountain Partners, LLC (11), Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 

(7), and GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC (4).5  There is no way for these entities to remedy the 

deficiencies in their September 2018 applications.  As a result, there are now 25 openings for 

conditional licenses to be awarded throughout Nevada. 

Under the DOT’s ranking of applicants, which the DOT maintains was not arbitrary and 

capricious, Qualcan’s score entitles it to licenses in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – 

Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – 

Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
4  Clear River was categorized as a Tier 2 applicant by the DOT during the injunction hearing, 
and was thus, not enjoined.  However, Clear River likewise failed to comply with its ownership 
obligations in its applications. A separate Motion will follow upon the conclusion of the 
depositions of Northon Arbelaz and John Kocer.   
5  Pursuant to NRCP 65(a)(2), “evidence that is received on the motion and that would be 
admissible at trial becomes part of the trial records and need not be repeated at trial.”  
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III.  

LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. MANDAMUS IS PROPER.  

The DOT has declined to award the 25 conditional licenses held by the enjoined entities 

to the next highest-ranked, qualified licensees.  Qualcan is entitled to a writ of mandamus 

requiring the DOT to affirmatively act in a manner in which it is compelled by law to do.  Where 

an eventual appeal from any final judgment would be neither a speedy nor adequate remedy, writ 

relief is appropriate.  See D.R. Horton, Inc. v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct. ex rel. County of Clark, 123 

Nev. 468, 475, 168 P.3d 731, 737 (2007).  A writ of mandamus lies to compel a public officer to 

perform an act “which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting from an office,” State Bar of 

Nevada v. List, 97 Nev. 367, 368, 632 P.2d 341, 342 (1981), citing NRS 34.160.  To satisfy the 
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requirements for issuance of a writ of mandamus, the petitioner must show: (a) that the act 

demanded is “one the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting from an office,” and (b) that there 

is “an actual omission on the part of the respondent to perform it.” State v. Gracey, 11 Nev. 223, 

233 (1876); State v. Public Serv. Comm'n, 44 Nev. 102, 109 (1920). 

 In determining successful applicants for conditional licenses, the DOT was required to 

use “an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process.” NRS 453D.210(6).  

Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one “complete” application in 

compliance with the Regulations and NRS Chapter 453D, the DOT was required to “rank the 

applications… in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of [NAC 

453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to…” several enumerated 

factors.   

Here, the DOT, relying on the Manpower graders, has already scored the applications and 

ranked all applicants for recreational marijuana retail dispensaries as mandated by NRS 

453D.210.  See Exhibit 1.  The DOT has taken the position in this litigation that the grading and 

ranking system was not arbitrary and capricious. Under NRS Chapter 453D, it has an express and 

non-discretionary duty to issue 64 conditional licenses to those qualified applicants who have 

scored and ranked high enough in each jurisdiction.  Given the FFCL precluding the DOT from 

conducting a final inspection of the four enjoined entities, the DOT is now required to award 

those 25 licenses to the next highest qualified applicants. See Baron Const. Co., Inc. v. Jefferson 

Par. Sch. Bd., 606 So. 2d 27 (La. Ct. App. 1992), writ denied, 92-C-2718, 1992 WL 347915 (La. 

1992) (finding it was proper for the next lowest bid to be accepted after prior approved bidder 

was disqualified); see also Gulf Oil, Corp. v. Clark Cty., 94 Nev. 116, 119, 575 P.2d 1332, 1333-

34 (1978) (the lowest bidder may challenge the rejection of his bid and the court may compel the 

award of the contract to him).  

Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle to compel the DOT to act in accordance with the 

mandate of Nevada voters and NRS Chapter 453D.  Qualcan has complied fully with the mandates 

of NRS 453D and the Regulations in its applications; it has paid the applicable fees, identified 

each prospective owner, officer and board member, and disclosed the physical addresses for each 
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and every proposed recreational marijuana establishment it intended to operate.  Should the 

preliminary injunction become permanent, this court should compel the DOT to award Qualcan 

licenses to which it is entitled in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark 

County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, and 

Washoe County – Reno.  At a minimum the Court must direct the DOT to stand by its rankings. 
 

B. THE STATE IS FORECLOSED BY JUDICIAL ESTOPPEL FROM TAKING 
ANY POSITION CONTRARY TO THAT WHICH IT HAS ALREADY TAKEN IN 
THIS LITIGATION.   

 Judicial estoppel prevents a litigant from asserting a position contrary to that taken in an 

earlier proceeding.  Breliant v. Preferred Equities Corp., 112 Nev. 663, 668, 918 P.2d 314, 317 

(1996).  The doctrine “preserves the integrity of the courts by preventing a party from abusing 

the judicial process through cynical gamesmanship, achieving success on one position, then 

arguing the opposite to suit an exigency of the moment” (Teledyne Indus., Inc. v. NLRB, 911 F.2d 

1214, 1218 (6th Cir. 1990)); or, as other courts have put it, from “blow[ing] hot and cold” (Eagan 

v. Calhoun, 347 Md. 72, 698 A.2d 1097, 1105 (1997)) and “playing fast and loose with the 

courts.” Scarano v. Central R. Co. of N.J., 203 F.2d 510, 513 (3d Cir. 1953). 

 The foregoing prohibition applies even though the litigant gained no benefit from having 

taken the earlier position, Vaile v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct., 118 Nev. 262, 273-74, 44 P.3d 506, 

514 (2002), cert. denied sub nom. Vaile v. Porsboll, 538 U.S. 906, 123 S. Ct. 1483, 155 L. Ed. 2d 

225 (2003) (wife who, in divorce proceedings, admitted that husband was a Nevada resident was 

judicially estopped from later taking contrary position in support of motion to vacate divorce 

decree); Renfro v. Forman, 99 Nev. 70, 657 P.2d 314 (1983).  

 During the litigation arising out of the September 2018 application process, the DOT has 

taken the position that the Manpower graders were qualified to score the applications and the 

2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and Rankings is proper.  The DOT is estopped 

from taking the position that any applicant other than those which are the next-highest ranked are 

entitled to the conditional licenses improperly awarded to Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. 
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(3), Lone Mountain Partners, LLC (11), Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (7), and GreenMart of 

Nevada NLV, LLC (4). 6  

 To that end, a Court order precluding the DOT from approving any negotiated settlements 

which would allocate licenses currently held by the enjoined entities without accounting for 

Qualcan’s rightful entitlement to five licenses.  Awarding licenses to those plaintiffs who are 

ranked lower than Qualcan would be inconsistent with the ranks the DOT has maintained is an 

accurate representation of the merits of each applicant.  Moreover, many of those plaintiffs who 

might receive licenses as a part of a negotiated settlement would be subject to the same injunction 

due to their failure to list all owners, officers and board members in their September 2018 

applications.  Such double-dealing is a poster child for judicial estoppel.7 

 Additionally, the DOT has indicated an intent to utilize a lottery system to award the 25 

licenses should the injunction currently in place become permanent.  In other words, the DOT 

would throw its prior rankings out the window only with respect to those 25 vacancies. Not only 

is the DOT judicially estopped from taking such action, this method to allocate licenses highly 

prejudicial to Qualcan.  Had the DOT not improperly graded incomplete applications submitted 

by entities who failed to disclose all owners, officers, and board members as required by NRS 

453D.210, under the rankings currently in place, Qualcan would have been awarded five 

conditional licenses in December 2018.  Thus, Court intervention is necessary to require the DOT 

to commit to the position it has always taken in the litigation – i.e. that its rankings of applicants 

was proper.   

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

 

 
6  As stated herein, Qualcan believes Clear River will be likewise enjoined.   
7  Similarly, parties to this litigation who might receive conditional licenses as part of a 
settlement and intend to set on the opposite side of the aisle at trial would be judicially estopped 
from taking a position contrary to those upon which they succeeded before this Court.    
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IV. 

CONCLUSION 

 Therefore, Qualcan seeks an order compelling the DOT to issue licenses to the next 

qualified applicants in line for those jurisdictions in which the enjoined entities improperly 

received conditional licenses in the event this Court’s injunction becomes permanent in nature.   

Dated this 13th day of March, 2020. 

      CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
 
            
      PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 5254 
      WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 13662 
      Attorneys for Qualcan, LLC  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES, 

and that on this 13th day of March, 2020 I caused the foregoing document entitled Qualcan, 

LLC’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus to be served upon those persons designated by the parties 

in the E-Service Master List for the above-referenced matter in the Eighth Judicial District Court 

eFiling System in accordance with the mandatory electronic service requirements of 

Administrative Order 14-2 and the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion Rules. 

 

  
            
      An employee of Christiansen Law Offices 
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OPPS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 
GREENMART TO ALSO PRODUCE 
KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE FOR 
DEPOSITION 
 
Hearing: March 19, 2020 
Time: 9:00 a.m. 

   

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“GreenMart”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby submits this Opposition to Nevada Wellness Center, LLC’s 

(“NWC”) Motion to Compel the production of Hae Lee and Kenneth Lee for Deposition. 

This Opposition is supported by the attached memorandum of points and authorities, all 

papers and pleadings on file in this matter, and any argument this Court may entertain at the 

time of hearing.  

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/18/2020 4:53 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

  Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 53.045, Alina M. Shell declares as follows: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in Nevada and am counsel for 

GreenMart in this Matter.  

2. I am making this declaration to address misrepresentations made by counsel 

for Nevada Wellness Center, LLC (“NWC”) in his Declaration in support of its March 16, 

2020 Motion to Compel. 

3. In his Declaration, counsel for NWC states that he “attempted to contact 

GreenMart’s Counsel on March 16, 2020 to see if GreenMart was willing to produce K. Lee 

and H. Lee but was unable to reach counsel.” (Decl. of Theodore Parker, ¶ 4.) 

4. This statement is untrue. Although my office is currently transitioning to 

remote practice in light of the ongoing COVID-19 health crisis, on March 16, 2020 my firm 

was open during its normal business hours and I was in the office all day, including at the 

time that Mr. Parker filed the instant motion. Mr. Parker did not attempt to contact me by 

either phone or email at any time prior to filing the motion.  

5. I have conferred with co-counsel Margaret A. McLetchie to determine 

whether Mr. Parker attempted to contact her. Ms. McLetchie confirmed that Mr. Parker had 

not made any efforts to reach out to her on March 16, 2020 to discuss the deposition of Hae 

Un Lee or Kenneth Lee. 

6. I have also conferred with my paraprofessional staff to determine whether 

Mr. Parker attempted to contact them regarding the deposition of the Lees. My 

paraprofessional staff confirmed that they have no record of Mr. Parker attempting to contact 

them.   

7. Although Hae Un Lee and Kenneth Lee are typically represented by 

attorney Frank Flansburg in business matter, it is my understanding that because Mr. 

Flansburg has a conflict in this matter, the Lees have retained independent counsel in this 

matter. On March 16, 2020, I forwarded a copy of NWC’s motion to Mr. Flansburg so that 

he could provide it to the Lees’ independent counsel.    
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I declared under penalty of perjury of that the foregoing is true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge.  

 
Dated this 18th day of March, 2020. 

 
  /s/ Alina M. Shell      

      ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711  
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

  This Court should deny NWC’s Motion to Compel for two reasons. First, as 

discussed in the undersigned’s attached declaration, counsel for NWC falsely stated that he 

attempted to contact counsel for GreenMart prior to filing the instant motion. Second, and 

relatedly, counsel for NWC failed to meet and confer prior to filing this motion to compel. 

Either ground provides this Court with a sufficient basis to deny NWC’s motion to compel.   

A. NWC’s Declaration Includes a False Statement of Fact. 

Nevada Rule of Professional Conduct 3.3(a)(1) prohibits a lawyer from “[m]aking 

a false statement of fact or law to a tribunal or fail to correct a false statement of material fact 

or law previously made to the tribunal by the lawyer.” The declaration of counsel included 

with NWC’s motion, however, contains a glaringly false statement of fact. In the declaration, 

counsel for NWC indicates he attempted to contact the undersigned on March 16, 2020, the 

same day NWC filed the instant motion. (Declaration of T. Parker, ¶ 4.) Counsel for NWC 

did not attempt to contact the undersigned on that date (Declaration of A. Shell, ¶ 4.) Counsel 

for NWC did not attempt to contact GreenMart’s co-counsel in this matter. (Id., ¶ 5.) And 

counsel for NWC did not attempt to contact the undersigned’s staff. (Id., ¶ 6.) In short, the 

statement that counsel for NWC attempted to contact the undersigned on March 16, 2020 is 

demonstrably false. Thus, the Court should deny NWC’s motion for its counsel’s lack of 

candor.   

B. NWC Failed to Meet and Confer Prior to Filing the Instant Motion. 

NWC filed the instant motion without first meeting and conferring with the 

undersigned to attempt to resolve the dispute without this Court’s intervention. Both Nev. R. 

Civ. P. 37(a)(1)1 and EDCR 2.342 mandate that a party seeking court intervention to resolve 

 
1 Mandating that a motion to compel “must include a certification that the movant has in 
good faith conferred or attempted to confer with the person or party failing to make disclosure 
or discovery in an effort to obtain it without court action.” 
2 “Discovery motions may not be filed unless an affidavit of moving counsel is attached 
thereto setting forth that after a discovery dispute conference or a good faith effort to confer, 
counsel have been unable to resolve the matter satisfactorily.” 
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a discovery dispute must first make a good faith effort to meet and confer with opposing 

counsel. The purpose of the meet and confer requirement is “to lessen the burden on the court 

and reduce the unnecessary expenditure of resources by litigants, through promotion of 

informal, extrajudicial resolution of discovery disputes.”3 To effect that purpose, Rule 37 

requires parties to meaningfully meet and confer: 
[T]he parties must present to each other the merits of their respective 
positions with the same candor, specificity, and support during informal 
negotiations as during the briefing of discovery motions. Only after all the 
cards have been laid on the table, and a party has meaningfully assessed the 
relative strengths and weaknesses of its position in light of all available 
information, can there be a “sincere effort” to resolve the matter.  

Nevada Power Co. v. Monsanto Co., 151 F.R.D. 118, 120 (D. Nev. 1993).  

NWC has not followed this mandatory process. Instead, NWC filed the instant 

motion without first attempting to resolve this dispute with the undersigned, while falsely 

representing that it did attempt to meet and confer. Accordingly, this Court may deny 

Plaintiff’s motion for failing to comply with the Court’s meet and confer requirements. 

II. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, GreenMart respectfully requests the Court deny NWC’s Motion 

to Compel.  

DATED this 18th day of March, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC  

 
3 Mielke v. Standard Metals Processing, Inc., No. 2:14-CV-01763-JCM, 2015 WL 2152664, 
at *1 (D. Nev. May 7, 2015) (quoting Nevada Power Co. v. Monsanto Co., 151 F.R.D. 118, 
120 (D. Nev. 1993)) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 

OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

GREENMART TO ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE FOR 

DEPOSITION to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service 

list on March 18, 2020. 
 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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OPPS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
 
Hearing Date: April 3, 2020 
Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m. 
 

   

GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, by and through its counsel of record, hereby 

responds in opposition to Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus (the 

“Petition”). This response is supported by the attached memorandum of points and 

authorities, all papers and pleadings on file in this matter, and any argument this Court may 

entertain at the time of hearing.   

/ / / 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
3/23/2020 4:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

In September 2018, the State of Nevada Department of Taxation (the 

“Department”) held an application process to award conditional retail marijuana store 

licenses. As there were several hundred applications submitted for sixty-four conditional 

licenses, many entities that submitted applications were denied conditional licenses. Some 

of those entities filed suit against the Department regarding the application process, and on 

August 23, 2019, this Court issued Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law (the “FFCL,” 

on file with this Court) which, inter alia, preliminarily enjoined the Department from 

conducting a final inspection of any winning applicant which did not identify each 

prospective owner, officer and board member on its application. The winning applicants 

preliminarily enjoined from perfecting their conditional licenses (the “Enjoined Applicants”) 

were awarded a total of twenty-five conditional licenses and include Defendant-Intervenor 

GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC (“GreenMart”), which won four conditional licenses. 

On September 5, 2019, Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC (“Qualcan”) entered this litigation. 

(See Petition, p. 6, n. 3.) Qualcan had applied for—and failed to receive—conditional 

licenses in six jurisdictions during the September 2018 application process; however, 

Qualcan’s ranking in five of those jurisdictions was near the “cut-off” for successful 

applicants. (See Petition, p. 3:6-13; id., p. 6:11-15.) Thus, Qualcan argues, if the Enjoined 

Applicants—including GreenMart—were eliminated from consideration, Qualcan’s 

unsuccessful applications should be moved up in rank, “entitling” Qualcan to licenses in 

those five jurisdictions. (Id., pp. 7:10 – 8:17.) 

On March 13, 2020, Qualcan filed the instant Petition for Writ of Mandamus (the 

“Petition”). The Petition asks this Court for “an order compelling the DOT to conditionally 

award conditional licenses to the next highest ranked, qualified applicants in accordance with 

its May 14, 2019 ranking, under which Qualcan would be entitled to licenses in Clark County 

– Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – 

Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno.” (Petition, p. 1:22-26; see also id., p. 4:10-13; 
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id., p. 10:1-5; id., p. 12:3-5.) 

This Court must deny the Petition for multiple reasons. First, this Court lacks 

jurisdiction to entertain the Petition. Not only does the Petition seek an advisory opinion on 

an issue that is not ripe for review, it seeks such an opinion on a matter that is currently 

pending review by the Nevada Supreme Court. Thus, this Court need not even consider the 

Petition’s “merits” before denying Qualcan writ relief. Second, the Petition is based on the 

fictitious assumption that GreenMart and the other Enjoined Entities have somehow been 

disqualified and stripped of their conditional licenses. They have not; the mere fact that the 

Department has been preliminarily enjoined from perfecting GreenMart’s conditional 

licenses does not mean that the Department will forever be forbidden to do so, and Qualcan 

has not demonstrated any “entitlement” to GreenMart’s—or anyone else’s—conditional 

licenses. Finally, the doctrine of judicial estoppel does not foreclose the Department, or any 

other party to this matter, from changing positions as litigation continues. Qualcan’s reliance 

on outdated and out-of-jurisdiction case law reveals its “judicial estoppel” argument as a 

transparent attempt to force the Department to hand Qualcan licenses to which it is not 

entitled. 

Due process entitles GreenMart to a trial on the merits before its conditional 

licenses can be taken away and reallocated. U.S. Const. amend. XIV, § 1; Nev. Const. art. 1, 

§ 8(2). Indeed, the FFCL itself notes that “[t]he State is enjoined from conducting a final 

inspection of [Enjoined Applicants] pending a trial on the merits.” (FFCL, p. 24:4-6 

(emphasis added).) Likewise, the Department and other parties to this litigation are not 

judicially estopped from taking any position regarding reallocation of conditional licenses, 

if any, that may take place pursuant to a negotiated settlement. Thus, this Court should reject 

Qualcan’s improper attempt to short-circuit this litigation and deny the Petition in its entirety. 

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. Qualcan’s Petition Seeks an Advisory Opinion on a Matter that Is Not 
Ripe for Review. 

In the instant case, Qualcan asks this Court to make a ruling based on a wholly 

speculative event which may or may not ever occur—the conversion of this Court’s 
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preliminary injunction into a permanent injunction, which would permanently prevent the 

Enjoined Applicants from perfecting their twenty-five conditional licenses. Qualcan 

acknowledges in the Petition that “the injunction set forth by this Court’s FFCL was 

preliminary in nature.” (Petition, p. 4:13-14; see also id., p. 1:27.) Nevertheless, Qualcan 

requests that, “[s]hould the preliminary injunction become permanent, this court should 

compel the [Department] to award Qualcan licenses[.]” (Id., p. 10:1-3.)  

Because it is unknown whether the preliminary injunction will become permanent, 

the question of whether this Court may compel the Department to award Qualcan any 

licenses is not ripe for judicial review. “Although the question of ripeness closely resembles 

the question of standing1, ripeness focuses on the timing of the action rather than on the party 

bringing the action … The factors to be weighed in deciding whether a case is ripe for judicial 

review include: (1) the hardship to the parties of withholding judicial review, and (2) the 

suitability of the issues for review.” Herbst Gaming, Inc. v. Heller, 122 Nev. 877, 887, 141 

P.3d 1224, 1230–31 (2006) (quoting In re T.R., 119 Nev. 646, 651, 80 P.3d 1276, 1279–80 

(2003)). “A primary focus in such cases has been the degree to which the harm alleged by 

the party seeking review is sufficiently concrete, rather than remote or hypothetical, to yield 

a justiciable controversy. Alleged harm that is speculative or hypothetical is insufficient: an 

existing controversy must be present.” Herbst Gaming, 122 Nev. at 887, 141 P.3d at 1231. 

In the instant case, any harm that Qualcan may suffer is entirely speculative and 

hypothetical, and therefore insufficient to merit this Court’s intervention. Qualcan has not 

demonstrated, and cannot demonstrate, any legitimate hardship from withholding judicial 

review of the instant Petition. The only “hardship” that might be suffered by Qualcan if the 

Petition is denied is that it might allow the Department to negotiate a settlement or otherwise 

reallocate the twenty-five Enjoined Applicants’ licenses in a way that does not result in 

Qualcan receiving a license. However, Qualcan has never, at any point, been entitled to a 

conditional license—thus denial of the Petition would merely result in continuing the status 
 

1 GreenMart has also argued that Qualcan and other Plaintiffs do not have standing to pursue 
the instant lawsuit at all. (See GreenMart’s March 13, 2020 Motion for Partial Summary 
Judgment, pp. 3:13 – 7:13, on file with this Court.) 
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quo in this matter, not a hardship to Qualcan. 

Furthermore, the issue raised by Qualcan is not suitable for judicial review because 

there has not yet been a trial on the merits, as explicitly contemplated by this Court’s FFCL. 

(See FFCL, p. 24:4-6.) This Court would have to engage in speculation and forecast the 

outcome of the instant case—i.e., assume that Plaintiffs will prevail in a trial on the merits 

and turn the preliminary injunction into a permanent one—thus rendering the issue unripe. 

See, e.g., Guarini v. Main, 132 Nev. 974, 2016 WL 412824, *2 (2016); Stagg v. Legislature 

of State, 125 Nev. 1080, 281 P.3d 1221, 2009 WL 1456598 (2009) (holding petition unripe 

due to highly speculative nature of harm); Harrison v. Harrison, 416 P.3d 206, 2018 WL 

1989569 (2018) (holding that determination based on affidavit that had not yet been 

submitted is not ripe for review). Therefore, this Court must deny Qualcan’s unripe Petition 

on this jurisdictional ground. 
B. The Pending Appeals of the August 23, 2019 Findings of Facts and 

Conclusions of Law Divests This Court of Jurisdiction to Rule on 
Qualcan’s Petition. 

Under Nevada law, a timely notice of appeal divests the district court of jurisdiction 

to act and vests jurisdiction in the Nevada Supreme Court. See, e.g., Rust v. CCSD, 103 Nev. 

686, 688, 747 P.2d 1380, 1382 (1987); accord Mack-Manley v. Manley, 122 Nev. 849, 855, 

138 P.3d 525, 529 (2006). Once an appeal is perfected, the district court is divested of 

jurisdiction to revisit issues that are pending before the Supreme Court. Mack-Manley, 122 

Nev. at 855, 138 P.2d at 529-30. 

At most, the district court retains jurisdiction “to enter orders that are collateral to 

and independent from the appealed order; i.e., matters that in no way affect the appeal’s 

merits.” Mack-Manley, 122 Nev. at 855, 138 P.2d at 529-30 (citations omitted); see also 

Chemlawn Servs. Corp. v. GNC Pumps, Inc., 823 F.2d 515, 518 (Fed. Cir. 1987) (“[O]n 

interlocutory orders, a notice of appeal divests the District Court of jurisdiction over all 

matters involved in the appeal. In those circumstances, the District Court may proceed only 

with matters not involved with the appeal.”); accord Aevoe Corp v. A.E. Tech. Co., Ltd., 

2013 WL 12129860 at *1 (D. Nev. Aug. 26, 2013). Additionally, pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. 
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P. 62(b), while an appeal is pending from an interlocutory order or final judgment that grants 

an injunction, the district court has limited jurisdiction to “stay, suspend, modify, restore, or 

grant an injunction on terms for bond or other terms that secure the opposing party’s rights.” 

  Qualcan’s Petition does not fall within these narrow categories of matters over 

which this Court retains jurisdiction while GreenMart’s and NOR’s appeals are pending. 

Instead, Qualcan’s Petition relies extensively on the holdings of the FFCL which are 

currently pending review by the Nevada Supreme Court. (see, e.g. Petition, p. 3:14-22; id. 

pp. 6:18 – 8:17; id., p. 9:17-24.) Should the preliminary injunction and FFCL be overturned 

or modified on appeal, Qualcan’s Petition may potentially become moot, resulting in wasting 

the resources of this Court and the parties in litigating this matter. Avoiding this wasted time 

and effort is precisely the purpose of divesting the district court of jurisdiction over matters 

pending appellate review. Thus, because Court has been divested of jurisdiction over legal 

issues pertaining to the FFCL, the Court should deny Qualcan’s Petition on this jurisdictional 

ground. 

C. GreenMart Has Not Been Stripped of Conditional Licenses, and 
Therefore the Department Cannot Reallocate Them. 

Qualcan incorrectly asserts that the Enjoined Applicants “have now been 

disqualified from doing anything with their conditional licenses. Accordingly, the collective 

25 licenses awarded to those applicants that were improperly scored and ranked must be 

awarded to the next highest ranked applicants.” (Petition, p.3:20-22; see also id., p. 9:17-19 

(“Given the FFCL precluding the DOT from conducting a final inspection of the four 

enjoined entities, the DOT is now required to award those 25 licenses to the next highest 

qualified applicants.”).) That is simply not the case, as the FFCL has not stripped GreenMart 

or the Enjoined Applicants of their conditional licenses, but has merely enjoined the State 

from conducting a final inspection of said conditional licenses pending a trial on the merits. 

(See FFCL, p. 24:4-6.) There has obviously not been a trial on the merits in this matter, and 

therefore GreenMart has not been stripped of its four conditional licenses. Indeed, GreenMart 

and the other Enjoined Applicants may yet prevail at trial or otherwise dissolve the 
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preliminary injunction currently preventing the Department from perfecting their conditional 

licenses. Thus, Qualcan is not entitled to its requested relief. 

D. The Department Is Not Judicially Estopped From Allocating Licenses. 

Qualcan argues, without any evidentiary support, that because the Department “has 

taken the position that the Manpower graders were qualified to score the applications and the 

2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and Rankings is proper” the Department 

must therefore be judicially “estopped from taking the position that any applicant other than 

those which are the next-highest ranked are entitled to the conditional licenses improperly 

awarded to [the Enjoined Applicants].” (Petition, pp. 10:22 – 11:2.) However, Qualcan’s 

conception of judicial estoppel—that it “prevents a litigant from asserting a position contrary 

to that taken in an earlier proceeding” (Petition, p. 10:8-10 (citing Breliant v. Preferred 

Equities Corp., 112 Nev. 663, 668, 918 P.2d 314, 317 (1996))—is at odds with current law. 

When considering a claim of judicial estoppel, this Court must look for the 

following five elements: “(1) the same party has taken two positions; (2) the positions were 

taken in judicial or quasi-judicial administrative proceedings; (3) the party was successful in 

asserting the first position (i.e., the tribunal adopted the position or accepted it as true); (4) 

the two positions are totally inconsistent; and (5) the first position was not taken as a result 

of ignorance, fraud, or mistake.” Matter of Frei Irrevocable Tr. Dated Oct. 29, 1996, 133 

Nev. 50, 56, 390 P.3d 646, 652 (2017) (quoting Marcuse v. Del Webb Communities, Inc., 

123 Nev. 278, 287, 163 P.3d 462, 468-69 (2007)). “All five elements are necessary to sustain 

a finding of judicial estoppel.” Matter of Frei Irrevocable Tr., 133 Nev. at 56, 390 P.3d at 

652 (citing Delgado v. Am. Family Ins. Grp., 125 Nev. 564, 570, 217 P.3d 563, 567 (2009)) 

(emphasis added). Indeed, the Nevada Supreme Court explicitly abrogated the holding of 

Breliant—relied upon by Qualcan in its Petition—indicating that a mere change in position, 

rather than all five enumerated elements, was sufficient for judicial estoppel.2  

 
2 See Matter of Frei Irrevocable Tr., 133 Nev. at 56, 390 P.3d at 652, n.8 (“Delgado 
invalidated … the provision in Breliant v. Preferred Equities Corp., 112 Nev. 663, 668, 918 
P.2d 314, 317 (1996), which indicated that changing one’s position is all that is necessary.”) 
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Qualcan falls well short of demonstrating the five elements necessary for judicial 

estoppel. First, Qualcan has not demonstrated that the Department has taken two different 

positions, or that such positions were taken in judicial or quasi-judicial proceedings. 

Assuming, arguendo, that Qualcan has correctly asserted that the Department has taken the 

positions that “the grading and ranking system was not arbitrary and capricious” (Petition, p. 

9:14-15) and that “the Manpower graders were qualified to score the applications and the 

2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and Rankings is proper,” (Id., p. 10:22-24), 

Qualcan has not carried its burden of demonstrating that the Department has taken any 

position that is totally inconsistent with the above. 

Qualcan merely alleges—without citation to any one of the many filings, 

transcripts, or evidentiary documents produced in this matter—that the Department “has 

indicated an intent to utilize a lottery system to award the 25 licenses should the injunction 

currently in place become permanent. In other words, the [Department] would throw its prior 

rankings out the window only with respect to those 25 vacancies.” (Petition, p. 11:11-13.) 

Qualcan leaves it to the Court’s imagination to determine when the Department took such a 

position, and whether it was done in a judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding. 

Qualcan also fails to demonstrate that the Department was successful in asserting 

the positions that the scores and rankings were proper. Indeed, this Court held that “testimony 

regarding the oral training based upon example applications was insufficient for the Court to 

determine the nature and extent of the training of the Temporary Employees.” (FFCL, ¶ 35, 

p. 14:4-6.) Likewise, the Court held that the “evidence establishes that the [Department] 

failed to properly train the Temporary Employees.” (Id., ¶ 78, p. 21:14-15.) Indeed, the Court 

did not make any findings as to whether the scoring was proper. Thus, Qualcan has failed to 

demonstrate the third element for judicial estoppel to apply. 

Most importantly, judicial estoppel should be applied “only when a party’s 

inconsistent position arises from intentional wrongdoing or an attempt to obtain an unfair 

advantage.” Delgado, 125 Nev. at 570, 217 P.3d at 567. Qualcan has not even alleged 

intentional wrongdoing, i.e. that the Department’s first position was not taken as a result of 
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ignorance, fraud, or mistake. Rather, the Department is attempting to resolve this matter in a 

way that puts a halt to the voracious consumption of judicial and litigant resources this matter 

has demanded. Limiting the parties’ options in settlement negotiations by forcing them to 

gift Qualcan conditional licenses cuts against the interests of judicial economy, and this Court 

should not judicially estop the Department and the parties from continuing to negotiate a 

resolution to this matter in good faith. 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, GreenMart respectfully requests that this Court deny 

Qualcan’s Petition in its entirety.  

 
DATED this 23rd day of March, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell         

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S RESPONSE 

IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS to be 

submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on March 23, 

2020. 
 
 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Steven B. Scow (NV Bar #9906) 
Brody R. Wight (NV Bar #13615) 
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KOCH & SCOW LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Telephone:  702.318.5040 
Facsimile:  702.318.5039 
dkoch@kochscow.com 
sscow@kochscow.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor/Counterclaimant 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
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Defendant-Intervenor Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) hereby opposes 

Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC’s (“Qualcan”) petition for writ of mandamus. The opposition is 

supported by the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and exhibits attached 
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

007100



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-  

 

thereto, the pleadings and papers on file herein, and any other materials this Court may 

wish to consider. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

Qualcan’s petition misconstrues the effect of the preliminary injunction entered 

by this Court. Findings in a preliminary injunction are only “preliminary” (hence the 

name), and the scope and legal effect of a preliminary injunction are limited. Contrary to 

Qualcan’s characterization, this Court did not issue an order invalidating any licenses. It 

did not find that any applicant failed to comply with applicable statute. It did not rule 

that licenses were now somehow up for grabs. And it certainly did not indicate that 

Qualcan, or any other unsuccessful applicant, is entitled to any licenses as a matter of 

law. The parties deemed to be in “Tier 3” by the Department still hold the conditional 

licenses granted to them by the Department, and this Court cannot require the 

Department to transfer licenses to Qualcan or any other unsuccessful applicant based on 

the preliminary injunction. 

Qualcan admits as much when it concedes that the relief it seeks is only available 

if the preliminary injunction were to become permanent. (Petition, 12:1-3). By its own 

admission, therefore, Qualcan’s petition is not even ripe for judicial determination. And 

even if it were, Qualcan would be seeking to alter the terms of the preliminary 

injunction, and, because that injunction is on appeal, this Court does not have 

jurisdiction to grant the petition as doing so would affect the issues on appeal. As 

Qualcan provides no support for its petition other than preliminary findings of this 

Court, the Court should deny the petition.  

Secondarily, Qualcan inexplicably asks the Court bar any settlements among the 

parties to this litigation on the basis that Qualcan has a purported right to licenses that it 

believes cannot be negotiated away under the doctrine of judicial estoppel. That 

doctrine, however, was not designed to prevent settlement, and Qualcan cannot use the 
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doctrine as a weapon to preclude settlement. The Court should, therefore, reject 

Qualcan’s attempt to interfere with any settlement under the guise of judicial estoppel.  

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

A. The Preliminary Injunction Only Prevents the Department from Conducting 

Final Inspections on Certain Licensees 

As this Court has stated on multiple occasions, when it granted the preliminary 

injunction in May 2019, it granted the injunction only on the two cases before it at that 

time (Serenity Wellness and ETW).   Qualcan was not a party to either of those cases, 

and the preliminary injunction does not even apply to Qualcan. 

In granting the injunction, this Court found preliminarily that the Department’s 

adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) to only require the disclosure of owners of 5% or more of 

the applicant (the “5% rule”) was an impermissible deviation from NRS 453D.200(6), 

which required the Department to “conduct a background check of each prospective 

owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant.” 

(FFCL, ¶¶ 81, 82). The Court narrowly enjoined the Department from conducting final 

inspections on any of the conditional licensees if background checks were not completed 

on all of the owners in a licensee’s application “pending a trial on the merits.” (FFCL 

pg. 24) (emphasis added). 

In order to determine which applicants may not have had 100% of their 

ownership listed, this Court requested the Attorney General’s office, which represented 

the Department, to provide a list of which successful applicants completed the 

application in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6). The Attorney General sent the court an 

email with three “Tiers” of successful applicants and stated that it “could not eliminate a 

question as to the completeness” of the applications of four successful applicants, 

including NOR, with respect to listed owners, and placed those applicants into a “Tier 

3.” (Ex. 1). Without further investigation, this Court applied the Injunction only to the 

entities in Tier 3.  
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B. NOR Disputes Its Inclusion in “Tier 3” 

NOR listed 100% of its owners—its members—in its application including those 

with 5% interest or less.1 NOR had the same ownership structure approved by the 

Department before NOR submitted its applications, (Ex. 3), and the Department 

continued to approve NOR’s full list of owners in the Department’s own register of 

owners. (Ex. 4). The Attorney General’s office apparently had questions regarding 

NOR’s ownership because it was unsure whether NOR listed all shareholders of Xanthic 

Biopharma, Inc., a publicly traded company that was the parent company of one of 

NOR’s owners, GGB Nevada, LLC. But the Department has never deemed Xanthic or its 

shareholders as “owners” of NOR. Its own regulations state that the persons who “must 

comply with the provisions [in NRS 453D] governing owners” are “the members of the 

limited-liability company,” NAC 453D.250(2), and Xanthic or its shareholders are not 

members of NOR.  NOR thus complied with any obligation that it had to submit its 

owners as part of its application, and NOR should not have been included in Tier 3.   

The issue of whether the Department completed or would have completed 

background checks on NOR’s owners has not yet been fully litigated. This Court has not 

had the opportunity to fully review NOR’s ownership disclosure, relying instead on the 

email from the Attorney General, and it has not made any dispositive findings with 

respect to any applicant’s licenses. And when NOR filed its own petition for a writ of 

mandamus to move NOR into Tier 2 for the reasons outlined above, this Court would 

not rule on the petition because the issue was on appeal, (See, the notice of appeal 

attached as Exhibit 5), and the appeal was the appropriate vehicle to address the 5% rule 

and NOR’s purported Tier 3 status. (Ex. 6).   

/// 

/// 

/// 

 
1 Organizational chart from NOR’s applications listed every owner of NOR. (Ex. 2) 
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III. ARGUMENT 

A. Qualcan Admits the Relief It Seeks Is Not Yet Ripe and Is Contingent on 

Future Findings 

Qualcan acknowledges that the injunction its petition is based upon is 

“preliminary in nature.” (Petition, pg. 6, lns. 13, 14). It then states, “[s]hould the 

preliminary injunction become permanent, this court should compel the [Department] to 

award Qualcan licenses.” (Petition, pg. 12, lns. 1-3).  In that conclusory sentence, 

Qualcan concedes that it is not currently entitled to the relief it seeks and will only be 

entitled to any licenses if the preliminary injunction becomes permanent. In other words, 

Qualcan admits that the relief it seeks is hypothetical and speculative, contingent on 

future findings. The primary relief Qualcan seeks in its petition is, by admission, unripe 

for judicial review. See, Herbst Gaming Inc. v. Heller, 141 P.3d 1224, 1231 (Nev. 2006). 

Therefore, petition must be denied.  

B. The Pending Appeal of the Preliminary Injunction Order Divests This Court of 

Jurisdiction to Rule on Qualcan’s Petition 

Not only is Qualcan’s petition unripe, it also asks the Court to alter and expand 

the Court’s preliminary injunction order by denying certain applicants licenses and 

awarding those licenses to Qualcan. As the Court is aware, however, NOR and other 

parties timely filed a notice of appeal of the preliminary injunction order. (See, Ex. 5). 

Since NOR filed a timely notice of appeal, this Court has been divested of jurisdiction to 

revisit the issues Qualcan raises in its petition, and the Court must dismiss Qualcan’s 

petition as beyond the Court’s jurisdiction. See, Mack-Manley v. Manley, 138 P.3d 525, 

529–30 (Nev. 2006). 

This would not be the first time this Court would decline to hear a petition due to 

the pending appeal. When NOR brought a petition for writ of mandamus asking the 

Court to move it to Tier 2, the Court declined to rule on the petition, determining that 

the appeal of the preliminary injunction was the proper vehicle for NOR to challenge its 

place in Tier 3. (Ex. 6). If NOR is precluded from questioning its place as an enjoined 
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party in front of this Court, Qualcan is similarly precluded from attempting to expand 

the preliminary injunction while it is on appeal, and this Court should deny Qualcan’s 

petition as outside the Court’s jurisdiction.   

C. The Preliminary Injunction Was Not a Hearing on the Merits 

Preliminary injunctions serve a specific purpose. As the Nevada Supreme Court 

has stated, “a preliminary injunction only has the effect of maintaining the positions of 

the parties until the trial can be held; the order neither replaces the trial nor represents 

an adjudication of the merits.” Hosp. Intl. Group v. Gratitude Group, LLC, 387 P.3d 208 

(Nev. 2016) (quoting 11A Charles Alan Wright, Arthur R. Miller & Mary Kay Kane, 

Federal Practice and Procedure: Civil, § 2949, at 239 (2013)). A court’s only duty in 

considering such motions is to predict whether the moving party is likely to succeed on 

the merits, not to determine that the moving party does succeed on the merits. See, NRS 

33.010; Boulder Oaks Community Ass'n v. B & J Andrews Enterprises, LLC, 215 P.3d 27, 31 

(Nev. 2009).  

In ruling on the motion for preliminary injunction here, this Court could not have 

permanently revoked anyone’s license even if it wanted to. Such a holding would have 

amounted to an adjudication on the merits without providing an affected party with a 

proper avenue for challenging the adjudication and without the proper presentation of 

evidence. This is clear from the preliminary injunction itself, as this Court expressly 

stated that it was issued “pending a trial on the merits.” The only effect of the injunction 

was to put a temporary freeze on final inspections and maintaining the positions of the 

parties until the cases could go to trial.  

The preliminary nature of the injunction in place is further evidenced by the fact 

that this Court ordered the plaintiffs that have obtained the preliminary injunction to 

post a bond of $5 million specifically to protect the interests of parties such as NOR 

should a trial on the merits demonstrate that the preliminary injunction was 

improvidently granted. Ordering such a bond to protect the conditional licensees’ 

007105



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 

 

 
 -7-  

 

interests is entirely incongruent with Qualcan’s theory that the preliminary injunction 

permanently revoked anyone’s licenses. 

D. Even Based on the Court’s Preliminary Injunction Findings, Qualcan Would 

Not be Entitled to Any Licenses 

Even if Qualcan could somehow rely on findings in the preliminary injunction, 

this Court’s findings were narrow. The Court only held that the 5% rule violated the 

mandates of NRS 453D.200(6) in its Order. In order to successfully argue that it is 

entitled to any licenses, Qualcan would need to prove several legal and factual matters 

that it has not and cannot demonstrate with respect to the following issues: 

1. Whether the Department Applied the 5% Rule to Winning Applicants 

That Are Enjoined 

In granting the preliminary injunction, this Court never actually made any 

findings as to whether any parties benefitted from the 5% Rule, instead relying entirely 

on the email submissions of the Department to determine “Tiers.” The Court has never 

actually reviewed any applications or reviewed how the Department actually conducted 

background checks on any applicants. Until it does so, it cannot come to a final 

conclusion that any applicant even benefitted from the 5% Rule. NOR may now be 

subject to the preliminary injunction based solely on the Tier email, but it has 

continuously asserted the 5% rule did not affect its application or list of owners. It 

disclosed all of its owners to the Department, and the Department had all of the 

information necessary to background check all of NOR’s owners. This Court has never 

fully considered NOR’s arguments, and Qualcan makes no attempt whatsoever to 

address those arguments.  

2. Whether the Department Could Cure Any Failure to Conduct Proper 

Background Checks 

Even if the Court concluded that the 5% Rule is invalid, the Department could 

still remedy any purported failure to comply with NRS 453D.200(6) without denying 

NOR or any other winning applicant their licenses by conducting all necessary 
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background checks before final inspection. The Nevada Supreme Court’s opinion in   

Nuleaf CLV Dispensary, LLC v. State Dept. of Health and Human Services, Div. of Pub. and 

Behavioral Health, 414 P.3d 305, 308 (Nev. 2018) is enlightening on that point. 

In Nuleaf the Nevada Supreme Court gave wide latitude to the Department’s 

predecessor when it granted medical marijuana registration certificates to applicants 

that had not complied with the physical location requirements of NRS 453A.322(3)(a)(5). 

The Court held that because the registration certificates provided to the applicants were 

provisional, the statute allowed the winning applicants to meet the physical location 

requirements at any time before the certificates became permanent. Id. at 311. 

Here, NRS 453D.200(6) only states that background checks shall be performed on 

each owner of an applicant for a license. The statute does not state when that 

background check must be conducted, and there is no reason not to believe that the 

background checks could be accomplished at any point before a final inspection, 

especially in light of the Nuleaf holding. The Nevada Supreme Court has already held 

that the requirements of statute in extremely similar medical marijuana scenarios could 

be fulfilled at any time before those licenses became permanent, and that same holding 

should extend to the requirement to conduct background checks at issue here.   

If this Court finally determines that NOR or any other applicant benefited from 

the purportedly improper 5% rule, the Department would certainly have time to cure 

the problem and conduct background checks on those parties. Moreover, if those 

background checks were to reveal that any inappropriate owners, NOR and the other 

winning applicants have the ability to remove those owners without losing their licenses 

under NAC 453D.272(6). Qualcan provides no reason why the subject licenses should 

automatically be revoked.  

Not only has the Court not yet considered whether there is an opportunity to 

cure, it has also not considered the inequity inherent in failing to allow the Department 

to cure any failure to conduct all necessary background checks. As the Court is aware, 

NRS 453D.200(6) does not require applicants to take any action. The statute only 
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requires the Department to take action. When Qualcan states that any applicants failed 

to comply with NRS 453D.200(6), it is mischaracterizing the statute. Applicants cannot 

comply or fail to comply with NRS 453D.200(6) because that statute does not mandate 

any applicant action. Applicants would not be in violation of any statute if they did not 

list every owner in their application.  The Department could subsequently take action 

with respect to that licensee, but the statute does not impose such a requirement on the 

applicants themselves.    

Qualcan should not be permitted to use any failures of the Department as a 

weapon against its more qualified competitors, and its requested relief makes little sense 

as an equitable remedy when the Department can cure any potential mistakes.  

3. Whether the Licenses of the Applicants That Benefitted From the 5% 

Rule Should be Reallocated to the Lower Ranking Applicants 

Qualcan’s simplistic remedy of denying winning applicants their licenses and 

handing those licenses down to the “next in line” is neither proper nor in line with the 

mandate of NRS 453D.210(6) to grant licenses to the highest grading applicants. In 

support of its proposed remedy, Qualcan finally cites some authority other than the 

preliminary injunction order, citing Baron Const. Co., Inc. v. Jefferson Par. Schl. Bd., as 

“finding it was proper for the next lowest bidder to be accepted after prior approved 

bidder was disqualified.” (Petition, pg. 11). But the situation here is entirely unlike 

Baron. No applicant has been disqualified even accepting the findings in the preliminary 

injunction order. Only the Department could have failed to conduct certain background 

checks, and if it failed to do so, it does not mean that any applicant was disqualified. 

Baron and the other authority Qualcan cites is irrelevant, and Qualcan offers no relevant 

authority to support its proposed remedy. 

4. Whether Lower-Ranking Applicants Such as Qualcan Are Even Entitled 

to Obtain a License If a License Were Available 

Finally, even if licenses were reallocated to other applicants, Qualcan has failed to 

provide evidence that it should receive any of those licenses. This Court has never 

007108



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 

 

 
 -10-  

 

evaluated whether or not Qualcan listed all of its owners, officers, or board members in 

its application sufficient for the Department to conduct proper background checks. The 

Court has never determined whether or not any other deficiency should prevent 

Qualcan from receiving a license. Qualcan states throughout its petition that it did list all 

of its owners, officers, and board members and that Qualcan’s application was complete. 

But Qualcan did not attach any evidence to support its allegations. In fact, Qualcan’s 

deposition was scheduled to take place on March 14, 2020, but it was canceled at the last 

minute and has yet to take place. None of the Defendants have so far been able to 

question Qualcan about the completeness of its application or its qualifications, and 

depositions taken to date of numerous other plaintiffs have revealed major issues with 

their applications, revealing massive hypocrisy in the claims they are pushing in this 

litigation. The Court has no reason to presume that Qualcan would be entitled to any 

license, and the Court cannot grant Qualcan’s petition. 

E. The Doctrine of Judicial Estoppel Does Not Apply to Preclude Parties from 

Settling This Case  

In the second half of Qualcan’s petition, it asks the Court to prevent any of the 

parties from entering into any settlement with each other because of the doctrine of 

judicial estoppel. A cursory review of the actual elements of judicial estoppel shows that 

Qualcan is attempting to severely misapply the doctrine, which is likely why Qualcan 

neglected to actually reference the elements.  

In Nevada, Courts may judicially estop a party from taking a position when: 

 (1) the same party has taken two positions; (2) the positions were 

taken in judicial or quasi-judicial administrative proceedings; (3) the 

party was successful in asserting the first position (i.e., the tribunal 

adopted the position or accepted it as true); (4) the two positions are 

totally inconsistent; and (5) the first position was not taken as a 

result of ignorance, fraud, or mistake. 
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 Matter of Frei Irrevocable Tr. Dated Oct. 29, 1996, 390 P.3d 646, 652 (Nev. 2017) 

(quoting Marcuse v. Del Webb Communities, Inc., 163 P.3d 462, 468-69 (Nev. 2007)). 

All five of these elements are necessary to sustain a finding of judicial estoppel. 

Id. 

 Here, Qualcan argues that because the Department has taken the position 

that the applications were accurately graded, it should be estopped from 

accepting a settlement between other parties to this litigation wherein any of the 

winning applicants transfer any of their licenses to any unsuccessful applicants 

who were lower ranked than Qualcan. This theory of estoppel fails to satisfy any 

of the elements of judicial estoppel.  

 In response to the first and fourth elements of judicial estoppel, if the 

Department were to accept any settlement between the parties, it would not be 

taking two different positions. The Department has never taken the position that 

current licensees are not able to voluntarily transfer their licenses to other 

qualified persons either as part of a settlement or for any other purpose. In fact, 

NRS 453D.200(j) requires the Department to create procedures to facilitate such 

transfers, and the Department has adopted a method for conducting such 

transfers in NAC 453D.315. If the Department were to approve of any transfers of 

licenses to lower ranking applicants, it would not be taking the position that 

those applicants are any more or less qualified than Qualcan. It would only 

acknowledge the winning applicants’ rights to freely transfer their licenses to 

qualified parties.  

 In response to the second element, the Department has not taken two 

positions in different judicial proceedings. While it has asserted that the grading 

was accurate in this litigation, any position it takes in regards to the settlement of 

this litigation is not a different judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding. Its a rather 

absurd position to assert that a party cannot enter into a settlement with terms 

contrary to the positions the party took in the same litigation. It is kind of the 
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entire point of settlement to compromise and accept negotiations that run 

counter to positions taken in litigation. Qualcan’s proposed use of judicial 

estoppel would prevent any settlements from ever occurring.  

 In response to the third element, the Department has not yet been 

successful in asserting any positions in any judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding. 

It has never successfully asserted that the grading was accurate as this litigation 

is ongoing. No doctrine would prevent the Department from asserting two 

different theories in ongoing litigation just as no doctrine now prevents Qualcan 

from both asserting the theory that the grading of the applications was accurate 

and that the grading of the applications was inaccurate. Until Qualcan 

successfully asserts one of those theories, nothing stops it from arguing both.  

 Judicial estoppel is inapplicable to any settlement negotiations between 

the parties. As shown above, NOR still holds seven conditional licenses and 

nothing prevents NOR from transferring any of those licenses to another 

qualified party as part of any settlement. Qualcan’s current attempt to stall any 

settlement negotiations is not only improper, it cuts against one of the Court’s 

premier fundamental goals to encourage voluntary settlement of the cases before 

it. As such, the Court should deny Qualcan’s petition.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

For all of the reasons mentioned above, the Court should deny Qualcan’s petition 

for writ of mandamus.  
 
 
DATED: March 27, 2020    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch, Esq. 
Attorneys for Counterclaimant  
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
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DECLARATION OF BRODY WIGHT  

I, Brody R. Wight, make this declaration in support of the opposition to Plaintiff 

Qualcan, LLC’s (“Qualcan”) petition for writ of mandamus: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and an 

associate at the law firm of Koch & Scow, LLC, and we are the attorneys of record for 

Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) in the matter entitled Qualcan, LLC v. State of 

Nevada, Department of Taxation et. al., Case No. A-18-785818-W, filed in the Eighth Judicial 

District Court, Clark County, Nevada (the “Lawsuit”). 

2. I am competent to testify to the matters asserted herein, of which I have 

personal knowledge, except as to those matters stated upon information and belief.  As 

to those matters stated upon information and belief, I believe them to be true. 

3. Attached as Exhibit 1 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the email  

that the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the “Department”) sent to Judge 

Gonzalez’s chamber and to counsel for the parties to the Lawsuit. The tiers referred to in 

the attached email are those that Judge Gonzalez referred to in issuing the Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law regarding the motion for preliminary injunction issued 

against the Department that is the subject of the Appeal. 

4. Attached as Exhibit 2 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the 

organizational chart found in NOR’s applications for licenses to open marijuana 

establishments that it submitted to the Department in September 2018.  

5. Attached as Exhibit 3 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the letter 

NOR received from the Department approving the transfer of ownership of NOR on 

August 20, 2018. 

6. Attached as Exhibit 4 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the list of 

owners and affiliated entities of NOR as of May 1, 2019, as found on the Department’s 

website, which can be found at the URL 

https://tax.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/taxnvgov/Content/FAQs/CURRENTLICENSEESM
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AY12019.pdf. 

7. Attached as Exhibit 5 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the notice 

of appeal of the preliminary injunction order filed with the Nevada Supreme Court. 

8. Attached as Exhibit 6 to the petition is a true and correct copy of the order 

denying NOR’s petition for a writ of mandamus filed before this Court.  

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the 

State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this 27th day of March, 2020. 

 

 

               /s/ Brody R. Wight    

           BRODY R. WIGHT, ESQ. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of 
eighteen (18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify 
that on March 27, 2020, I caused the foregoing document entitled: NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
 
 

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

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

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

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

ETW Management Group LLC: 
Adam Fulton (afulton@jfnvlaw.com) 
Jared Jennings (jjennings@jfnvlaw.com) 
Vicki Bierstedt (vickib@jfnvlaw.com) 
Norma Richter (nrichter@jfnvlaw.com) 
Adam Bult (abult@bhfs.com) 
Travis Chance (tchance@bhfs.com) 
Maximillen Fetaz (mfetaz@bhfs.com) 
Logan Willson (Logan@jfnvlaw.com) 
Emily Dyer (edyer@bhfs.com) 
William Nobriga (wnobriga@bhfs.com) 
 
Nevada Dept of Taxation: 
Traci Plotnick (tplotnick@ag.nv.gov) 
Theresa Haar (thaar@ag.nv.gov) 
Steven Shevorski (sshevorski@ag.nv.gov) 
Robert Werbicky (rwerbicky@ag.nv.gov) 
Mary Pizzariello (mpizzariello@ag.nv.gov) 
David Pope (dpope@ag.nv.gov) 
Katherine Reed (KReed@ag.nv.gov) 
 
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC: 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
 
Integral Associates LLC: 
Todd Bice (tlb@pisanellibice.com) 
Debra Spinelli (dls@pisanellibice.com) 
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Dustun Holmes (dhh@pisanellibice.com) 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
James Pisanelli (lit@pisanellibice.com) 
Jordan Smith (jts@pisanellibice.com) 
Shannon Dinkel (sd@pisanellibice.com) 
 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC: 
Eric Hone (eric@h1lawgroup.com) 
Jamie Zimmerman (jamie@h1lawgroup.com) 
Bobbye Donaldson (bobbye@h1lawgroup.com) 
Moorea Katz (moorea@h1lawgroup.com) 
Karen Morrow (karen@h1lawgroup.com) 
Candice Mata (lawclerk@h1lawgroup.com) 
Lisa Stewart (lisa@h1lawgroup.com) 
 
GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Qualcan LLC: 
Peter Christiansen (pete@christiansenlaw.com) 
Whitney Barrett (wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com) 
R. Todd Terry (tterry@christiansenlaw.com) 
Jonathan Crain (jcrain@christiansenlaw.com) 
Chandi Melton (chandi@christiansenlaw.com) 
 
GBS Nevada Partners, LLC: 
Mark Dzarnoski (mdzarnoski@clarkhill.com) 
 
D H Flamingo Inc: 
Joshua Dickey (jdickey@baileykennedy.com) 
Sarah Harmon (sharmon@baileykennedy.com) 
Kelly Stout (kstout@baileykennedy.com) 
Dennis Kennedy (dkennedy@baileykennedy.com) 
Bailey Kennedy, LLP (bkfederaldownloads@baileykennedy.com) 
Stephanie Glantz (sglantz@baileykennedy.com) 
 
Green Life Productions LLC: 
Cary Domina (cdomina@peelbrimley.com) 
Rosey Jeffrey (rjeffrey@peelbrimley.com) 
Terri Hansen (thansen@peelbrimley.com) 
Amanda Armstrong (aarmstrong@peelbrimley.com) 
Jeremy Holmes (jholmes@peelbrimley.com) 
 
Miller Farms LLC: 
Michelle MIller (michellemiller@millerlawinc.us) 
 
Natural Medicine LLC: 
Stephanie Smith (ssmith@bendavidfirm.com) 
Leilani Gamboa (lgamboa@bendavidfirm.com) 
Jeffery Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
 

007115



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 

 

 
 -3-  

 

Strive Wellness of Nevada LLC: 
Stephanie Smith (ssmith@bendavidfirm.com) 
Leilani Gamboa (lgamboa@bendavidfirm.com) 
Jeffery Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
 
High Sierra Holistics LLC: 
James Puzey (jpuzey@nevadafirm.com) 
Michael Ayers (mayers@nevadafirm.com) 
 
Euphoria Wellness LLC: 
Justin Jones (jjones@joneslovelock.com) 
Nicole Lovelock (nlovelock@joneslovelock.com) 
Alison Anderson (aanderson@joneslovelock.com) 
Lorie Januskevicius (ljanuskevicius@joneslovelock.com) 
 
Dotan Y Melech: 
Olivia Swibies (oswibies@nevadafirm.com) 
Alejandro Pestonit (apestonit@nevadafirm.com) 
Richard Holley, Esq. (rholley@nevadafirm.com) 
John Savage (jsavage@nevadafirm.com) 
Katherine MacElwain (kmacelwain@nevadafirm.com) 
 
Deep Roots Medical, LLC: 
Teresa Stovak (teresa@nvlawyers.com) 
Eileen Conners (eileen@nvlawyers.com) 
 
Other Service Contacts not associated with a party on the case: 
 
Amy Reams (areams@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
John Naylor (jnaylor@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
Jennifer Braster (jbraster@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
Eloisa Nunez (enunez@pnalaw.net) 
Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Mariella Dumbrique (mdumbrique@blacklobello.law) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Andrew Sharples (asharples@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
Patricia Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) 
Ali Augustine (a.augustine@kempjones.com) 
Nathanael Rulis (n.rulis@kempjones.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Theodore Parker III (tparker@pnalaw.net) 
Alicia Ashcraft (ashcrafta@ashcraftbarr.co) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
Michelle Harrell (harrellm@ashcraftbarr.com) 
Diane Meeter (dmeeter@blacklobello.law) 
J. Graf (Rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
Alisa Hayslett (a.hayslett@kempjones.com) 
Amber Handy (amber@handelinlaw.com) 
Anastasia Noe (anastasia@pandalawfirm.com) 
Joyce Martin (jmartin@blacklobello.law) 
Joseph Gutierrez (jag@mgalaw.com) 
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Jared Kahn (jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com) 
Rusty Graf (rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Thomas Gilchrist (tgilchrist@bhfs.com) 
Lisa Lee (llee@thedplg.com) 
Eservice Filing (eservice@thedplg.com) 
Julia Diaz (jd@juwlaw.com) 
L Rose (lcr@juwlaw.com) 
Phyllis Cameron (pcameron@clarkhill.com) 
Anna Karabachev (a.karabachev@kempjone.com) 
Dominic Gentile (dgentile@clarkhill.com) 
Ross Miller (rmiller@clarkhill.com) 
Tanya Bain (tbain@clarkhill.com) 
Krystal Saab (KSaab@nvorganicremedies.com) 
Gia Marina (gmarina@clarkhill.com) 
James Puzey (jpuzey@nevadafirm.com) 
Lawrence Semenza (ljs@skrlawyers.com) 
Steven Handelin (steve@handelinlaw.com) 
Charles Vlasic (cvlasic@cv3legal.com) 
Catherine Reichenberg (creichenberg@gundersonlaw.com) 
Richard Williamson (rich@nvlawyers.com) 
Kathleen McConnell (khmcconnell@frontiernet.net) 
Kenneth Ching (ken@argentumnv.com) 
Cary Domina (cdomina@peelbrimley.com) 
Dan Reaser (dwheelen@fclaw.com) 
D. Neal Tomlinson (neal@hyperionlegal.com) 
Jeffrey Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
Jeffrey Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
Michael Becker (Michael@702defense.com) 
Rory Vohwinkel (rory@vohwinkellaw.com) 
Rick Hsu (rhsu@mcllawfirm.com) 
Clarence Gamble (Clarence@ramoslaw.com) 
Jeffrey Whittemore (chase@sandelawgroup.com) 
Ben Ross (ben@litigationservices.com) 
Depository LIT (Depository@litigationservices.com) 
Calendar LIT (calendar@litigationservices.com) 
Susan Matejko - Administrative Assistant (smatejko@nevadafirm.com) 
Marsha Stallsworth (mstallsworth@blacklobello.law) 
L. Christopher Rose (lcr@h2law.com) 
Julia Diaz (jd@h2law.com) 
Kirill Mikhaylov (kvm@h2law.com) 
 

Executed on March 27, 2020 at Henderson, Nevada. 
 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Steven B. Scow (NV Bar #9906) 
Brody R. Wight (NV Bar #13615) 
Daniel G. Scow (NV Bar #14614) 
KOCH & SCOW LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Telephone:  702.318.5040 
Facsimile:  702.318.5039 
dkoch@kochscow.com 
sscow@kochscow.com  
Attorneys for Intervenor 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
 
 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, TGIG, LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company, NULEAF 
INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, NEVADA 
HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, TRYKE COMPANIES SO 
NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, PARADISE 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company, NEVADA 
PURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, MEDIFARM, LLC a Nevada limited 
liability company, DOE PLAINTIFFS I through 
X; and ROE ENTITY PLAINTIFFS I through X, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION;  

Defendant 
and 
 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 
 

                                     Defendant-Intervenor 

Case No.  A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No. 11 

 
 
 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC’S NOTICE OF APPEAL 
 
 
 

Case Number: A-19-786962-B

Electronically Filed
9/19/2019 1:26 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Notice is hereby given that Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC appeals to the Supreme 

Court of Nevada from the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction issued on August 23, 2019 (as modified on August 29, 2019) by Judge Elizabeth 

Gonzalez in the following cases:  

(1) Serenity Wellness center, LLC et. al. v. State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, 

Case No. A-19-786962-B; 

(2) ETW Management Group, LLC et. al. v. State of Nevada, Department of 

Taxation, Case No. A-19-787004-B; 

(3) MM Development Company, Inc. et. al. v. State of Nevada, Department of 

Taxation, Case No. A-19-785818-W; 

(4) Nevada Wellness Center v. State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, Case No. 

A-19-787540-W. 

  

 
      KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor  
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of 
eighteen (18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify 
that on September 19, 2019, I caused the foregoing document entitled: NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S NOTICE OF APPEAL  to be served as follows: 
 

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

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

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

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

Serenity Wellness Center LLC: 
Michael Cristalli (mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com) 
ShaLinda Creer (screer@gcmaslaw.com) 
Dominic Gentile (dgentile@gcmaslaw.com) 
Vincent Savarese III (vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com) 
Tanya BAin (tbain@gcmaslaw.com) 
Ross Miller (rmiller@gcmaslaw.com) 
 
State of Nevada Department of Taxation: 
Traci Plotnick (tplotnick@ag.nv.gov) 
Theresa Haar (thaar@ag.nv.gov) 
Steven Shevorski (sshevorski@ag.nv.gov) 
Robert Werbicky (rwerbicky@ag.nv.gov) 
Mary Pizzariello (mpizzariello@ag.nv.gov) 
Ketan Bhirud (kbhirud@ag.nv.gov) 
David Pope (dpope@ag.nv.gov) 
Barbara Fell (bfell@ag.nv.gov) 
 
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC:  
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
 
Integral Associates, LLC: 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
James Pisanelli (lit@pisanellibice.com) 
Todd Bice (tlb@pisanellibice.com) 
Jordan Smith (jts@pisanellibice.com) 
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Shannon Dinkel (sd@pisanellibice.com) 
 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC: 
Eric Hone (eric@h1lawgroup.com) 
Jamie Zimmerman (jamie@h1lawgroup.com) 
Bobbye Donaldson (bobbye@h1lawgroup.com) 
Moorea Katz (moorea@h1lawgroup.com) 
 
Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc: 
Jared Kahn (jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com) 
 
GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC's: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Clear River, LLC: 
Jerri Hunsaker (jhunsaker@blacklobello.law) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Diane Meeter (dmeeter@blacklobello.law) 
J. Graf (Rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Joyce Martin (jmartin@blacklobello.law) 
 
Amanda N Connor: 
Rebecca Post (rebecca@connorpllc.com) 
 
Other Service Contacts not associated with a party on the case: 
Patricia Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) 
Ali Augustine (a.augustine@kempjones.com) 
Nathanael Rulis (n.rulis@kempjones.com) 
Adam Bult (abult@bhfs.com) 
Travis Chance (tchance@bhfs.com) 
Maximillen Fetaz (mfetaz@bhfs.com) 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
Alisa Hayslett (a.hayslett@kempjones.com) 
Philip Hymanson (Phil@HymansonLawNV.com) 
Henry Hymanson (Hank@HymansonLawNV.com) 
Cami Perkins, Esq. (cperkins@nevadafirm.com) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Rusty Graf (rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Paula Kay (pkay@bhfs.com) 
Thomas Gilchrist (tgilchrist@bhfs.com) 
Lisa Lee (llee@thedplg.com) 
Eservice Filing (eservice@thedplg.com) 
Monice Campbell (monice@envision.legal) 
Theresa Mains, Esq. (theresa@theresamainspa.com) 
 

Executed on September 19, 2019 at Henderson, Nevada. 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/14/2020 11:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION 

TGIG, LLC; NEVADA HOLISITIC 
MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
NEVADA PURE, LLC; MEDIFARM, LLC; 
MEDIFARM IV LLC; THC NEVADA, LLC; 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; RED EARTH LLC; 
NEVCANN LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS 
LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 

                                    Respondent. 

 

Supreme Court Case No.:  82014 

 

District Court Case No.:   A787004 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
PLAINTIFFS’ JOINT APPENDIX 

VOLUME  55 OF 343 

CLARK HILL, PLLC 
Dominic P. Gentile, Esq. (NSBN 1923) 

Ross Miller, Esq. (NSBN 8190) 
Mark S. Dzarnoski, Esq. (NSBN 3398) 

John A. Hunt, Esq. (NSBN 1888) 
A. William Maupin (NSBN 1150) 

3800 Howard Hughes Pkwy, Suite 500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 

Attorneys for TGIG Appellants 
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MANDAMUS 
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3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 
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5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
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NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 
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48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 
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55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
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MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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ANAC 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI  
   

 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC, GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 

LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY 
LLC, LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. 

DBA MOTHER HERB, NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA LLC, 
ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED 

COMPLAINT 
 

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“Defendant”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the Third Amended Complaint (“TAC”) filed by 

Plaintiffs ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC (“ETW”), GLOBAL HARMONY LLC 

(“Global Harmony”), GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS LLC (“GLFH”), GREEN 

THERAPEUTICS LLC (“GT”), HERBAL CHOICE INC. (“Herbal Choice”), JUST 

QUALITY, LLC (“Just Quality”), LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC (“Libra”), 

ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC. dba MOTHER HERB (“Mother Herb”), NEVCANN 

LLC (“NEVCANN”), RED EARTH LLC (“Red Earth”), THC NEVADA LLC (“THCNV”), 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/12/2020 9:30 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

006823
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ZION GARDENS LLC (“Zion”), and MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC. (“MMOF”) 

(collectively, the “Plaintiffs”). 

  Defendant denies each and every allegation in the TAC except those allegations 

which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 through 13 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

2. Answering paragraph 14 of the TAC, Defendant admits these allegations. 

3. Answering paragraphs 15 through 23 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

4. Answering paragraph 24 of the TAC, Defendant admits these allegations. 

5. Answering paragraphs 25 through 34 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Answering paragraph 35 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. 

7. Answering paragraph 36 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. Answering paragraph 37 of the TAC, Defendant repeats and realleges its 

answers to paragraphs 1 through 36 above, and incorporates the same herein by reference as 

though fully set forth herein. 

The Statutory Scheme Governing Retail Marijuana Licenses 

9. Answering paragraph 38 of the TAC, Defendant admits these allegations.   

/ / / 
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10. Answering paragraphs 39 through 46 of the TAC, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

The DOT’s Adoption of Flawed Regulations That Do Not Comply With Chapter 453D  

11. Answering paragraph 47 of TAC, Defendant admits these allegations.  

12. Answering paragraph 48 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

13. Answering paragraph 49 of the TAC, Defendant answers that the notice 

speaks for itself. 

14. Answering paragraph 50 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

15. Answering paragraph 51 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

16. Answering paragraph 52 of the TAC, Defendant admits that the Department 

adopted proposed regulations which are now codified in Chapter 453D of the Nevada 

Administrative Code.  

17. Answering paragraphs 53 through 58 of the TAC, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 
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Plaintiffs Receive Arbitrary Denials of the Their Applications for Retail 

Marijuana Licenses 

18. Answering paragraph 59 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

19. Answering paragraph 60 of the TAC, Defendant admits these allegations. 

20. Answering paragraph 61 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

21. Answering paragraph 62 of the TAC, Defendant admits these allegations. 

22. Answering paragraph 63 of the TAC, Defendant admits that the Department 

of Taxation revised the application package. Defendant denies all other allegations contained 

in paragraph 63. 

23. Answering paragraphs 64 through 65 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

24. Answering paragraph 66 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations referenced therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent the 

allegations contained in paragraph 66 are inconsistent with the contents of the document 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them.  

25. Answering paragraphs 67 through 71, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 
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on that basis denies these allegations. 

26. Answering paragraph 72 of the TAC, Defendant admits the Department of 

Taxation awarded recreational licenses to successful on or around December 5, 2018, and 

denies all other factual allegations contained therein. To the extent that this paragraph 

contains Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions, no response is required; to the extent that a response 

to Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions is required, Defendant denies Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions.  

27. Answering paragraphs 73 and 74 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

28. Answering paragraph 75 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. To the extent that this paragraph contains Plaintiffs’ 

legal conclusions, no response is required; to the extent that a response to Plaintiffs’ legal 

conclusions is required, Defendant denies Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. 

29. Answering paragraphs 76 and 77 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

30. Answering paragraphs 78 and 79 of the TAC, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. To the extent that paragraphs 78 and 79 

contain Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions, no response is required; to the extent that a response to 

Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions is required, Defendant denies Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Violation of Substantive Due Process – The DOT 

31. Answering paragraph 80 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 79 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

/ / / 

006827



 

6 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

32. Answering paragraph 81 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

33. Answering paragraph 82 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

34. Answering paragraph 83 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

35. Answering paragraph 84 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

36. Answering paragraph 85 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. To the extent that paragraph 85 contains 

Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions, no response is required; to the extent that a response to 
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Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions is required, Defendant denies Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. 

37. Answering paragraph 86 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

38. Answering paragraph 87 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

39. Answering paragraph 88 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

40. Answering paragraph 89 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

41. Answering paragraph 90 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

42. Answering paragraph 91 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

43. Answering paragraph 92 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

44. Answering paragraph 93 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

45. Answering paragraph 94 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  
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46. Answering paragraph 95 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

47. Answering paragraph 96 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

48. Answering paragraph 97 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Violation of Procedural Due Process – The DOT 

49. Answering paragraph 98 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 97 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

50. Answering paragraph 99 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

51. Answering paragraph 100 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

52. Answering paragraph 101 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 
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required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

53. Answering paragraphs 102 and 103 of the TAC, no response is required as 

the allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

54. Answering paragraph 104 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

55. Answering paragraph 105 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

56. Answering paragraph 106 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

57. Answering paragraph 107 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

58. Paragraph 108 of the TAC is blank. Thus, no response is required. 

59. Answering paragraph 109 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

60. Answering paragraph 110 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 
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on that basis denies these allegations. 

61. Answering paragraph 111 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

62. Answering paragraph 112 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

63. Answering paragraph 113 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

64. Answering paragraph 114 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

65. Answering paragraph 115 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.   

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Violation of Equal Protection – The DOT 

66.  Answering paragraph 116 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 115 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

67. Answering paragraph 117 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

/ / / 
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68. Answering paragraph 118 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

69. Answering paragraph 119 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

70. Answering paragraph 120 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

71. Answering paragraph 121 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis deny them.  

72. Answering paragraph 122 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

73. Answering paragraph 123 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

74. Answering paragraph 124 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

75. Answering paragraph 125 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

/ / / 
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76. Answering paragraph 126 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

77. Answering paragraph 127 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

78. Answering paragraph 128 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

79. Answering paragraph 129 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

80. Answering paragraph 130 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Declaratory Judgment – All Defendants 

81. Answering paragraph 131 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 130 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

82. Answering paragraph 132 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

83. Answering paragraph 133 of the TAC, Defendant admits it submitted 

applications for issuance of a retail marijuana license between September 7 and September 
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20, 2018. Defendant lacks sufficient knowledge or information as to whether Plaintiffs or 

other applicants submitted applications for issuance of a retail marijuana license between 

September 7 and September 20, 2018, and on that basis denies any allegations pertaining to 

Plaintiffs or any other applicants.  

84. Answering paragraph 134 of the TAC, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations, contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations.  

85. Answering paragraphs 135 through 138 of the TAC, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

86. Answering paragraph 139 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

87. Answering paragraph 140 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

88. Answering paragraph 141 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ conclusions about the Department of Taxation’s 

legal contentions. To the extent a response is required, Defendant responds that the record of 

this case speaks for itself, and denies these allegations to the extent that they conflict with 

the record of this case.  

89. Answering paragraph 142 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ conclusions about the legal contentions of 

applicants who were awarded conditional licenses for retail marijuana dispensaries. To the 

extent a response is required, Defendant responds that the record of this case speaks for itself, 
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and denies these allegations to the extent they conflict with the record of this case. 

90. Answering paragraph 143 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Petition for Judicial Review – All Defendants 

91. Answering paragraph 144 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 143 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

92. Answering paragraph 145 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

93. Answering paragraph 146 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

94. Answering paragraph 147 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

95. Answering paragraph 148 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

96. Answering paragraph 149 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Petition for Writ of Mandamus – The DOT 

97. Answering paragraph 150 of the TAC, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 149 above, and incorporates the same herein 
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by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

98. Answering paragraph 151 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

99. Answering paragraph 152 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

100. Answering paragraph 153 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

101. Answering paragraph 154 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

102. Answering paragraph 155 of the TAC, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Amended Complaint, Defendant denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Plaintiffs’ prayer for relief, 

Defendant denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to the relief sought therein or to any relief in this 

matter. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  Defendant, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Plaintiffs’ TAC, and all causes of action alleged therein, 

and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to the preceding 

paragraphs of the Third Amended Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 
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FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The TAC, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim upon 

which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any manner 

whatsoever by any conduct of Defendant. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred because Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiffs’ claims without affecting 

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

third parties. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiffs to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

/ / / 
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NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiffs, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs are not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury or loss 

sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which GreenMart had no 

control. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands.  

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by waiver, estoppel, release, and/or discharge. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE  

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, Defendant hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 
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investigation warrants.  

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Defendant expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring counterclaims 

against Plaintiffs.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Plaintiffs take nothing by way of their Third Amended Complaint. 

2. The Third Amended Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against 

Defendant therein be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to Defendant. 

4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

 
DATED this 12th day of February, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF 

FARMS HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, HERBAL CHOICE INC., 

JUST QUALITY LLC, LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH REAL 

ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC 

NEVADA LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD 

AMENDED COMPLAINT to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the 

electronic service list on February 12, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 12th day of February, 2020, pursuant to the 

January 27, 2020 Order and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO ETW 

MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST 

QUALITY LLC, LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE 

INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA LLC, 

ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED 

COMPLAINT by depositing the same in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-paid, 

to the following: 
 
 
  Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions, LLC 
  Nye County Medicinal Solutions, LLC 
  Clark NMSD LLC 
  P.O. Box 6255 
  Pahrump, NV 89041 
 
 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 
L. Christopher Rose, Esq., Nevada Bar No. 7500 
Kirill V. Mikhaylov, Esq., Nevada Bar No. 13538 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: 702.257.1483 
Fax: 702.567.1568 
lcr@h2law.com 
kvm@h2law.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
 
 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 

 

 CASE NO.: A-19-787004-B 
DEPT NO.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH:  
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W  
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C  
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C  
A-19-801416-B 
 
ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO 
PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION  
 

 Defendant Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC (“Wellness”), by and through its 

attorneys, the law firm of Howard & Howard, PLLC, hereby answers and responds to 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners D.H. Flamingo, Inc. d/b/a The Apothecary Shoppe; Clark Natural Medicinal 

Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda; Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda; Clark 

NMSD LLC d/b/a NuVeda; and Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary LLC d/b/a Inyo Fine Cannabis 

Dispensary’s First Amended Complaint and Petition for Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, 

Mandamus, and Prohibition (“First Amended Complaint”) as follows: 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/12/2020 10:49 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 and 2, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same.  

II. THE PARTIES 

2. Answering paragraph 3, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

3. Answering paragraphs 4 through 6, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

B. Defendants/Respondents 

4. Answering paragraphs 7 and 8, Wellness admits the allegations set forth therein. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail 
Marijuana Establishment Licenses. 

 
5. Answering paragraphs 9 through 24, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

6. Answering paragraph 25, Wellness admits the allegations set forth therein. 

7. Answering paragraph 26, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 

8. Answering paragraph 27, Wellness admits it was granted a conditional 

recreational dispensary license, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a 

belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary 
Licenses. 

 
9. Answering paragraphs 28 through 136, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

 A. The Department. 

10. Answering paragraph 137, Wellness admits that Nevada voters approved 

legalization of recreational use of marijuana, and is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

11. Answering paragraphs 138 through 143, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

B. The Ballot Initiative. 

12. Answering paragraphs 144 through 149, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

13. Answering paragraphs 150 through 163, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

D. The Department’s Request for License Applications. 

14. Answering paragraph 164, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

15. Answering paragraph 165, Wellness admits the Department issued a notice of 

intent to accept applications for marijuana licenses, and is without sufficient knowledge or 
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information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

16. Answering paragraphs 166 through 174, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Applications. 

17. Answering paragraph 175 through 180, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

F. The Department’s Decision. 

18. Answering paragraph 181, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

19. Answering paragraph 182, Wellness admits it received one recreational retail 

marijuana store conditional certificate, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

20. Answering paragraphs 183 through 187, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

G. The Department Refuses Plaintiffs’ Requests to Review All Scores. 

21. Answering paragraphs 188 through 198, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

22. Answering paragraphs 199 through 201, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 
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1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption 

23. Answering paragraphs 202 through 204, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks 

24. Answering paragraphs 205 through 214, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

3. Scrubbing of Licensee Records 

25. Answering paragraphs 215 through 220, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order 

26. Answering paragraphs 221 through 223, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

I. Public Records Request. 

27. Answering paragraphs 224 through 230, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission. 

28. Answering paragraphs 231 through 237, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

K. The Commission Meetings 

29. Answering paragraphs 238 through 246, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 
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L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing. 

30. Answering paragraphs 247 through 254, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review. 

31. Answering paragraphs 252 through 254, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

32. Answering paragraphs 255 through 257, Wellness denies the allegations to the 

extent it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

33. Answering paragraph 258, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

34. Answering paragraphs 259, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

35. Answering paragraph 260, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

36. Answering paragraphs 261 through 266, Wellness denies the allegations to the 

extent it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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37. Answering paragraph 267, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

38. Answering paragraph 268, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

39. Answering paragraph 269, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

40. Answering paragraph 270, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

41. Answering paragraph 271, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

42. Answering paragraph 272, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

43. Answering paragraphs 273 through 275, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

44. Answering paragraphs 276 and 277, Wellness admits Plaintiffs/Petitioners seek a 

petition and an order from this Court but denies that Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to any of 

the relief sought in these paragraphs or in their First Amended Complaint. 

/ / / 
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Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

45. Answering paragraph 278, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

46. Answering paragraph 279, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

47. Answering paragraph 280, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

48. Answering paragraphs 281 and 282, Wellness admits Plaintiffs/Petitioners seek a 

petition and an order from this Court but denies that Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to any of 

the relief sought in these paragraphs or in their First Amended Complaint. 

Third Claims for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

49. Answering paragraphs 283, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein.  

50. Answering paragraph 284, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

51. Answering paragraph 285, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

52. Answering paragraph 286, Wellness admits Plaintiffs/Petitioners seek a petition 

from this Court but denies that Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to any of the relief sought in this 

paragraph or in their First Amended Complaint. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

53. Answering paragraph 287, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

54. Answering paragraph 288, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it 

pertained to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same.  

55. Answering paragraph 289, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

56. Answering paragraph 290, Wellness admits Plaintiffs/Petitioners seek a petition 

from this Court but denies that Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to any of the relief sought in this 

paragraph or in their First Amended Complaint. 

57. Wellness denies Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to any of the relief sought in 

their prayer for relief. 

58. Any allegations not responded to above are hereby denied. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The First Amended Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

2. At all relevant times, Wellness used reasonable care and diligence and acted according to 

its best judgment and obligations, if any, dealing fairly and in good faith, having no intent to inflict harm 

or damage. 

3. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of estoppel. 

4. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of laches. 

5. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of waiver. 

6. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of release. 

7. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of ratification. 

8. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 

9. Plaintiffs/Respondents are guilty of unclean hands. 
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10. Plaintiffs/Respondents have failed to do equity towards Wellness. 

11. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations. 

12. Any conduct on the part of Wellness was not the cause of Plaintiffs/Respondents’ alleged 

damages, the existence of which are denied. 

13. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ damages, the existence of which are denied, were caused, in 

whole or in part, or contributed to by reason of the acts, omissions, negligence, and/or intentional 

misconduct of third parties over which Wellness has no control. 

14. Plaintiffs/Respondents failed to mitigate their damages, the existence of which are denied.  

Any alleged damages, the existence of which are denied, were not the result of any conduct by Wellness. 

15. Plaintiffs/Respondents’ claims are barred due to failure to satisfy conditions precedent 

and/or conditions subsequent. 

16. Plaintiffs/Respondents lack standing to assert claims and receive the relief sought in the 

First Amended Complaint. 

17. The Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over the claims alleged in the First Amended 

Complaint. 

18. The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when performing the 

functions at issue in this case. 

19. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts that were 

done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

20. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred because they have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies, if any. 

21. Plaintiffs/Petitioners have failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this 

litigation under NRCP 19 as the Court cannot grant any of their claims without affecting the rights and 

privileges of those parties who received the licenses at issue as well as other third parties. 

22. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were not arbitrary or 

capricious, nor an abuse of discretion, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational 

basis for all of the actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

23. Plaintiffs/Petitioners have no constitutional rights to obtain privileged licenses. 
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24. Plaintiffs/Petitioners are not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged 

license. 

25. Mandamus is not available to compel the members of the executive branch to perform 

non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

26. The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiffs/Petitioners to plead 

those claims with sufficient particularity.  

27. Injunctive relief is unavailable to Plaintiffs/Petitioners because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing the conditional licenses. 

28. Plaintiffs/Petitioners failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring and prosecute this action. 

29. Wellness adopts and incorporates herein all affirmative defenses pleaded by the other 

Defendants and other Intervenors in this matter. 

30. Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry.  Wellness reserves the right to amend 

this Answer to allege additional affirmative defenses as necessary or appropriate or as further discovery 

warrants. 

Wellness has been required to retain the services of attorneys to defend against this First Amended 

Complaint, and, as a direct, natural, and foreseeable consequence thereof, have been damaged thereby, 

and are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs.   

DATED this 12th day of February 2020. 
 

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 

 
/s/ L. Christopher Rose    
L. Christopher Rose, Esq. 
Kirill V. Mikhaylov, Esq. 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, NV 89169 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am employed in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, am over the 

age of 18 years and not a party to this action. My business address is Howard & Howard Attorneys 

PLLC, 3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000, Las Vegas, Nevada 89145. 

  On February 12, 2020, I served the ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION in this action or proceeding 

electronically with the Clerk of the Court via the Odyssey E-File system and e-served the same 

on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

       

    /s/ Julia M. Diaz     
    An employee of HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 
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ANS 
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
JASON R. MAIER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8557 
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 
Facsimile: (702) 629-7925 
E-mail: jrm@mgalaw.com 
 jag@mgalaw.com 
 
DENNIS M. PRINCE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5092 
KEVIN T. STRONG, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 12107 
PRINCE LAW GROUP 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 534-7600 
Facsimile: (702) 534-7601 
E-mail: eservice@thedplg.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant in Intervention,  
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 
 

 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 

 

 
Case No. : A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-785818 
A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 
 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS  

 
 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/13/2020 4:01 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Defendants in Intervention CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 

(collectively “Defendants”), by and through their attorneys of record, the law firm MAIER GUTIERREZ 

& ASSOCIATES and PRINCE LAW GROUP, hereby answers the First Amended Complaint and Petition 

for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and Prohibition (“Complaint”) filed by 

plaintiffs MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. and LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC (collectively 

“Plaintiffs”), as follows:  

Defendants deny each and every allegation in the Complaint except those allegations which 

are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered.  

I. 

PARTIES & JURISDICTION 

1. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 1 and therefore deny the same. 

2. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 2 and therefore deny the same. 

3. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 3. 

4. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 4. 

5. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 5 and therefore deny the same. 

6. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 6 and therefore deny the same. 

7. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 7. 

8. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 8 and therefore deny the same. 

9. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 9 and therefore deny the same. 

10. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 10 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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11. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 11 and therefore deny the same. 

12. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 12 and therefore deny the same. 

13. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 13 and therefore deny the same. 

14. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 14 and therefore deny the same. 

15. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 15 and therefore deny the same. 

16. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 16 and therefore deny the same. 

17. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 17 and therefore deny the same. 

18. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 18 and therefore deny the same. 

19. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 19 and therefore deny the same. 

20. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 20 and therefore deny the same. 

21. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 21 and therefore deny the same. 

II. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

22. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 22. 

23. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 23. 

24. The allegations of Paragraph 24 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 24. 

006856



 

4 

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 
 

25. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 25. 

26. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 26 and therefore deny the same. 

27. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 27 and therefore deny the same. 

28. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 28 and therefore deny the same. 

29. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 29 and therefore deny the same. 

30. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 30 and therefore deny the same. 

31. The allegations of Paragraph 31 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 31 and its subparts. 

32. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 32 and therefore deny the same. 

33. The allegations of Paragraph 33 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 33. 

34. The allegations of Paragraph 34 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 34. 

35. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 35. 

36. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 36 and therefore deny the same. 

37. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 37 and therefore deny the same. 

38. The allegations of Paragraph 38 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 38. 

/ / / 
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39. The allegations of Paragraph 39 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 39. 

40. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 40 and therefore deny the same. 

41. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 41 and therefore deny the same. 

42. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 42 and therefore deny the same. 

43. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 43 and therefore deny the same. 

44. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 44 and therefore deny the same. 

45. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 45 and therefore deny the same. 

46. The allegations of Paragraph 46 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 46. 

47. The allegations of Paragraph 47 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 47. 

48. The allegations of Paragraph 48 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 48 and its subparts. 

49. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 49 and therefore deny the same. 

50. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 51 and therefore deny the same. 

51. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 51 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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52. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 52 and therefore deny the same. 

53. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 52 and therefore deny the same. 

III. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF  

(Declaratory Relief) 

54. The allegations of Paragraph 54 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 54. 

55. The allegations of Paragraph 55 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 55. 

56. The allegations of Paragraph 56 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 56. 

57. The allegations of Paragraph 57 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 57. 

58. The allegations of Paragraph 58 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 58. 

59. The allegations of Paragraph 59 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 59. 

60. The allegations of Paragraph 60 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 60. 

61. The allegations of Paragraph 61 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 61 and its subparts. 

62. The allegations of Paragraph 62 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 62. 

/ / / 
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63. The allegations of Paragraph 63 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 63. 

64. The allegations of Paragraph 64 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 64. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Injunction Relief) 

65. The allegations of Paragraph 65 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 65. 

66. The allegations of Paragraph 66 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 66. 

67. The allegations of Paragraph 67 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 67. 

68. The allegations of Paragraph 68 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 68. 

69. The allegations of Paragraph 69 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 69. 

70. The allegations of Paragraph 70 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 70. 

71. The allegations of Paragraph 71 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 71. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

72. The allegations of Paragraph 72 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 72. 

73. The allegations of Paragraph 73 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 73. 

74. The allegations of Paragraph 74 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 74. 
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75. The allegations of Paragraph 75 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 75. 

76. The allegations of Paragraph 76 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 76. 

77. The allegations of Paragraph 77 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 77. 

78. The allegations of Paragraph 78 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 78. 

79. The allegations of Paragraph 79 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 79. 

80. The allegations of Paragraph 80 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 80. 

81. The allegations of Paragraph 81 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 81. 

82. The allegations of Paragraph 82 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 82. 

83. The allegations of Paragraph 83 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 83. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Substantive Due Process) 

84. The allegations of Paragraph 84 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 84. 

85. The allegations of Paragraph 85 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 85. 

86. The allegations of Paragraph 86 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 86. 

87. The allegations of Paragraph 87 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 87. 
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88. The allegations of Paragraph 88 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 88. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Equal Protection Violation) 

89. The allegations of Paragraph 89 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 89. 

90. The allegations of Paragraph 90 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 90. 

91. The allegations of Paragraph 91 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 91. 

92. The allegations of Paragraph 92 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 92. 

93. The allegations of Paragraph 93 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 93. 

94. The allegations of Paragraph 94 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 94. 

95. The allegations of Paragraph 95 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 95. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

96. The allegations of Paragraph 96 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 96. 

97. The allegations of Paragraph 97 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 97. 

98. The allegations of Paragraph 98 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 98. 

99. The allegations of Paragraph 99 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 99. 
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100. The allegations of Paragraph 100 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 100 and its subparts. 

101. The allegations of Paragraph 101 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 101. 

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

102. The allegations of Paragraph 102 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 102. 

103. The allegations of Paragraph 103 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 103. 

104. The allegations of Paragraph 104 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 104 and its subparts. 

105. The allegations of Paragraph 105 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 105 and its subparts. 

106. The allegations of Paragraph 106 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 106. 

107. The allegations of Paragraph 107 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 107. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

As separate and affirmative defenses to each cause of action, claim and allegation contained 

in Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendant alleges as follows: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Estoppel. 
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Waiver. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

Each Plaintiff, with full knowledge of all the complained facts surrounding the application 

process, nonetheless participated in and thereby ratified and confirmed in all respects the Defendants’ 

various acts and omissions. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

As a result of each Plaintiff’s acts, actions, omissions, failures to act and knowledge, Plaintiffs 

are estopped from bringing this action, from proving the allegations of the Complaint and from 

recovering any judgment against Defendant. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants acted within the scope of their authority and have no duty or liability to any of the 

Plaintiffs. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

A petition for judicial review is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case and 

the statutory scheme at issue. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants’ conduct was privileged, proper, lawful, necessary and/or justified. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s Complaint and the claims for relief contained therein are barred by the doctrine of 

volenti non fit injuria. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant has, at all times, acted in good faith and has complied with each and every one of 

its obligations under all statutes and regulations; as a consequence, Plaintiffs are barred from bringing 

this Complaint, from proving the allegations contained therein and from recovering a judgment against 

Defendant or otherwise interfering with Defendant’s rights. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on Plaintiff’s failure to satisfy conditions precedent. 
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TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ damages, if any, are the result of their own illegal, fraudulent, improper, insufficient 

and/or inequitable conduct. 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The various Plaintiffs lack standing to assert the claims set forth in the Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint and each and every claim for relief alleged therein is barred by the 

doctrines of Res Judicata, Claim Preclusion, Issue Preclusion, and Stare Decisis. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have not exhausted their legal and administrative remedies. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs do not have a property right in, or any fundamental right or entitlement to, a privilege 

license that they were never awarded. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The U.S. Constitution does not protect the Plaintiffs’ claimed right to engage in a business that 

is illegal under federal law. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have failed to establish jurisdiction and venue in this court. 

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant incorporates by this reference the affirmative defenses enumerated in NRCP 

Rule 8(c) to avoid waiver thereof. 

TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Mandamus is not available to compel a non-ministerial, discretionary task. 

TWENTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant has not harmed any of the Plaintiffs and is not responsible in any 

way for the alleged acts. Therefore, each and every Plaintiff is precluded from recovering any relief 

against this Defendant or from interfering with this Defendant’s licenses. 

/ / / 
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TWENTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant hereby adopts and incorporates the other Defendants’ affirmative 

defenses. 

TWENTY-THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this Answer 

and, therefore, Defendant reserves the right to amend this Answer to allege additional affirmative 

defenses if subsequent information so warrants. 

WHEREFORE, having fully answered Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendants/Respondents pray 

for Judgment in his favor as follows:  

1. Plaintiffs take nothing by way of their Complaint against Defendants/Responses be 

dismissed with prejudice, with Plaintiff taking nothing thereby; 

2. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their costs incurred herein; 

3. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred 

herein; and 

4. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded such other and further relief as the Court 

deems just and proper. 

 Dated this 13th day of February 2020.  

  Respectfully submitted, 

MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 

___/s/ Joseph A. Gutierrez__________ 
JASON R. MAIER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8557 
JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Attorneys for Defendant in Intervention,  
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis 
Marketplace 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, a copy of the CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A 

THRIVE CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 

INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS was electronically filed on 

the 13th day of February 2020 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. 

 

 

 

/s/ Brandon Lopipero 

An Employee of MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
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HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 
L. Christopher Rose, Esq., Nevada Bar No. 7500 
Kirill V. Mikhaylov, Esq., Nevada Bar No. 13538 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: 702.257.1483 
Fax: 702.567.1568 
lcr@h2law.com 
kvm@h2law.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
 
 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 

 

 CASE NO.: A-19-787004-B 
DEPT NO.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH:  
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W  
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C  
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C  
A-19-801416-B 
 
ANSWER TO SERENITY 
PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT  
 
 

Defendant Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC (“Wellness”), by and through its 

attorneys, the law firm of Howard & Howard, PLLC, hereby answers and responds to Serenity 

Wellness Center, LLC, TGIG, LLC, NuLeaf Incline Dispensary, LLC, Nevada Holistic 

Medicine, LLC, Tryke Companies SO NV, LLC, Tryke Companies Reno, LLC, GBS Nevada 

Partners, LLC, Fidelis Holdings, LLC, Gravitas Nevada, Ltd, Nevada Pure, LLC, Medifarm, 

LLC, and MediFarm IV, LLC’s (“Plaintiffs”) Second Amended Complaint (“Second Amended 

Complaint”) as follows: 

/ / / 

/ / /  

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/14/2020 5:28 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I.  

PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 through 12, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same.  

2. Answering paragraph 13, Wellness admits the allegations set forth therein. 

Parties Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail  
Marijuana Establishment Licenses (“Defendant Applicants”) 

3. Answering paragraphs 14 through 29, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

4. Answering paragraph 30, Wellness admits the allegations set forth therein. 

5. Answering paragraphs 31 and 32, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

II. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

6. Answering paragraphs 33 through 38, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

7. Answering paragraph 39, Wellness admits the Department issued a notice seeking 

applications from qualified applicants, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same.  

8. Answering paragraphs 40 through 45, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

9. Answering paragraph 46, Wellness admits it received one conditional recreational 

retail marijuana establishment license, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to form 
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a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the 

same. 

10. Answering paragraphs 47 through 52, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same. 

III. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Property) 
(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec.1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

 
11. Answering paragraph 53, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein.  

12. Answering paragraphs 54 through 58, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge 

or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore 

denies the same.  

13. Answering paragraph 59, Wellness denies the allegations set forth therein. 

14. Answering paragraph 60, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it applies 

to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or information to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

15. Answering paragraph 61, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same.  

16. Answering paragraphs 62 through 72, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent 

it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 
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17. Answering paragraph 73 through 76, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same.  

18. Answering paragraphs 77 through 79, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent 

it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Property) 
(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec.1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

 

19. Answering paragraph 80, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

20. Answering paragraph 81, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 

21. Answering paragraphs 82 through 87, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent 

it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Equal Protection) 
(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec.1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

 
22. Answering paragraph 88, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

23. Answering paragraphs 89 through 92, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent 

it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

  

006871



 

2140566 
Page 5 of 9 

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

H
ow

ar
d 

&
 H

ow
ar

d 
38

00
 H

ow
ar

d 
H

ug
he

s P
kw

y.
, S

ui
te

 1
00

0 
La

s V
eg

as
, N

V
 8

91
69

 
(7

02
) 2

57
-1

48
3 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

 

24. Answering paragraph 93, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

25. Answering paragraphs 94 and 95, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it 

applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

26. Answering paragraph 96, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or information 

to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies the same. 

27. Answering paragraphs 97 and 98, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent it 

applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

 
28. Answering paragraph 99, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein. 

29. Answering paragraph 100, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

30. Answering paragraphs 101 through 104, Wellness denies the allegations set forth 

therein. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF(sic) 
(erroneously stated as Fifth Claim) 

(Declaratory Relief) 
 

31. Answering paragraph 105, Wellness repeats and realleges its answers to each and 

every other paragraph as though fully set forth herein.  
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32. Answering paragraph 106, Wellness is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein, and therefore denies 

the same. 

33. Answering paragraph 107, Wellness admits it received one conditional 

recreational retail marijuana establishment license, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

34. Answering paragraphs 108 and 110, Wellness denies the allegations to the extent 

it applies to Wellness and its application process, and is without sufficient knowledge or 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein, and 

therefore denies the same. 

35. Wellness denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief sought in the prayer 

of relief. 

36. Any allegations not responded to above are hereby denied. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Second Amended Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

2. At all relevant times, Wellness used reasonable care and diligence and acted according to 

its best judgment and obligations, if any, dealing fairly and in good faith, having no intent to inflict harm 

or damage. 

3. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of estoppel. 

4. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of laches. 

5. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of waiver. 

6. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of release. 

7. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on the doctrine of ratification. 

8. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the statute of frauds. 

9. Plaintiffs are guilty of unclean hands. 

10. Plaintiffs have failed to do equity towards Wellness. 

11. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations. 
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12. Any conduct on the part of Wellness was not the cause of Plaintiffs’ alleged damages, the 

existence of which are denied. 

13. Plaintiffs’ damages, the existence of which are denied, were caused, in whole or in part, 

or contributed to by reason of the acts, omissions, negligence, and/or intentional misconduct of third parties 

over which Wellness has no control. 

14. Plaintiffs failed to mitigate their damages, the existence of which are denied.  Any alleged 

damages, the existence of which are denied, were not the result of any conduct by Wellness. 

15. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred due to failure to satisfy conditions precedent and/or 

conditions subsequent. 

16. Plaintiffs lack standing to assert claims and receive the relief sought in the Second 

Amended Complaint. 

17. The Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over the claims alleged in the Second 

Amended Complaint. 

18. The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when performing the 

functions at issue in this case. 

19. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts that were 

done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

20. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred because they have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies, if any. 

21. Plaintiffs have failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation under 

NRCP 19 as the Court cannot grant any of their claims without affecting the rights and privileges of those 

parties who received the licenses at issue as well as other third parties. 

22. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were not arbitrary or 

capricious, nor an abuse of discretion, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational 

basis for all of the actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

23. Plaintiffs have no constitutional rights to obtain privileged licenses. 

24. Plaintiffs are not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

006874



 

2140566 
Page 8 of 9 

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

H
ow

ar
d 

&
 H

ow
ar

d 
38

00
 H

ow
ar

d 
H

ug
he

s P
kw

y.
, S

ui
te

 1
00

0 
La

s V
eg

as
, N

V
 8

91
69

 
(7

02
) 2

57
-1

48
3 

25. Mandamus is not available to compel the members of the executive branch to perform 

non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

26. The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiffs/Petitioners to plead 

those claims with sufficient particularity.  

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

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

28. Plaintiffs failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof imposed on 

them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring and prosecute this action. 

29. Wellness adopts and incorporates herein all affirmative defenses pleaded by the other 

Defendants and other Intervenors in this matter. 

30. Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry.  Wellness reserves the right to amend 

this Answer to allege additional affirmative defenses as necessary or appropriate or as further discovery 

warrants. 

Wellness has been required to retain the services of attorneys to defend against this Second 

Amended Complaint, and, as a direct, natural, and foreseeable consequence thereof, have been damaged 

thereby, and are entitled to reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs.   

DATED this 14th day of February 2020. 
 

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 

 
     /s/ Kirill V. Mikhaylov, Esq.    

L. Christopher Rose, Esq. 
Kirill V. Mikhaylov, Esq. 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000 
Las Vegas, NV 89169 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Wellness Connection of Nevada, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am employed in the County of Clark, State of Nevada, am over the 

age of 18 years and not a party to this action. My business address is Howard & Howard Attorneys 

PLLC, 3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 1000, Las Vegas, Nevada 89145. 

  On February 12, 2020, I served the ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT in this action or proceeding electronically with the Clerk 

of the Court via the Odyssey E-File system and e-served the same on all parties listed on the 

Court’s Master Service List. 

       

    /s/ Julia M. Diaz     
    An employee of HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS PLLC 
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NAYLOR & BRASTER 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 

(702) 420-7000 

 

 

ANS 
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
NAYLOR & BRASTER  
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV  89145 
(T) (702) 420-7000 
(F) (702) 420-7001 
jbraster@nblawnv.com 
asharples@nblawnv.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Circle S Farms LLC 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 
 

 
Case No. A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 

INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

Defendant Circle S Farms LLC (“Circle S” or “Defendant”) answers Rural Remedies, 

LLC’s (“Plaintiff”) Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review or Writ of Mandamus 

(the “Complaint”) as follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 through 3, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

2. Answering paragraph 4, Circle S admits it applied for a recreational marijuana 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/18/2020 6:20 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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license pursuant to NRS Chapter 453D.  As to the remainder of the allegations in paragraph 4, 

Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of 

the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

3. Answering paragraph 5, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

4. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial 

is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 6 and 7. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulation 

5. Answering paragraphs 8 through 24, including all subparts, the statements therein 

are legal conclusions and/or statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the 

extent an admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 8 through 

24. 

B. The Licensing Applications 

6. Answering paragraphs 25 through 29, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

7. Answering paragraphs 30 through 38, including all subparts, the statements therein 

are legal conclusions and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the 

extent an admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 30 through 

38. 

8. Answering paragraph 39, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them 

C. Plaintiff’s Application 

9. Answering paragraph 411 through 44, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

 
1 Paragraph 40 is omitted. 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

10. Answering paragraphs 45 and 46, Circle S admits the Court entered Findings of 

Fact and Conclusion of Law on August 23, 2019 in Clark County District Court Case No. A-19-

786962-B.  The Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law speaks for itself and Circle S denies any 

inconsistent characterization of same. 

11. Answering paragraphs 47 through 66, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

12. Answering paragraph 67, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

13. Answering paragraph 68 through 73, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

14. Answering paragraph 74, Circle S admits the Court entered Findings of Fact and 

Conclusion of Law on August 23, 2019 in Clark County District Court Case No. A-19-786962-B.  

The Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law speaks for itself and Circle S denies any inconsistent 

characterization of same. 

15. Answering paragraphs 75 through 79, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Permanent Injunction) 

16. Answering paragraph 80, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

17. Answering paragraphs 81 through 86, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of 42 USC 1893 by Defendants Jorge Pupo and Department of Taxation) 

18. Answering paragraph 87, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

19. Answering paragraphs 88 and 89, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 88 and 89. 

20. Answering paragraphs 90 through 99, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

21. Answering paragraph 100, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

22. Answering paragraphs 101 through 105, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

23. Answering paragraph 106, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

24. Answering paragraph 107, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial 

is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 107. 

25. Answering paragraphs 108 through 110, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 
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SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF PLEAD IN THE ALTERNATIVE 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

26. Answering paragraph 111, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

27. Answering paragraph 112 through 116, Circle S is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore 

denies them. 

RESPONSE TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 In response to the prayer for relief set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, Circle S denies that 

Plaintiff/Petitioner is entitled to any of the relief requested therein. 

RESPONSE TO JURY DEMAND 

 In response to the jury demand, Circle S admits that Plaintiff has demanded a trial by jury 

on all issues triable. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. Plaintiff failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

2. The Complaint is barred by the doctrines of estoppel, waiver, release, and/or 

discharge. 

3. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the fault of persons other than Circle S. 

4. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, because Circle S did not owe any 

legal to them, or if Circle S did owe any such legal duty, Circle S did not breach that duty. 

5. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands and/or laches. 

6. Plaintiff failed to take steps to mitigate its damages, if any. 

7. Plaintiff is estopped by their conduct from recovering any relief under the 

Complaint, or any purported cause of action alleged therein. 

8. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, were caused by Plaintiff’s own acts and omissions. 

9. At all times material hereto, Circle S acted reasonably and in good faith. 

10. Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part for any recovery because the 
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conduct of Circle S was justified and/or privileged under the circumstances, thus barring any 

recovery by Plaintiffs. 

11. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury or loss 

sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which Circle S had or have no 

control. 

12. The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

13. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

14. Plaintiff’s claims are barred because Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

15. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the actions 

taken in the licensing process at issue. 

16. Plaintiff has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation 

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiff’s claims without affecting the 

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

17. The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiff to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

18. Plaintiff has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

19. Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiff, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

20. Plaintiff has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

21. Plaintiff is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 
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23. All affirmative defenses set forth in NRCP 8 and 12 are incorporated herein for the 

specific purpose of not waiving the same. 

24. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to assert additional affirmative 

defenses. 

25. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to bring counterclaims against 

Plaintiffs. 

WHEREFORE, Circle S prays for judgment on Plaintiff’S Complaint as follows: 

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by reason of the Complaint and the same be dismissed 

with prejudice; 

 2. That Circle S be awarded reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 18th day of February 2020. 
 
 NAYLOR & BRASTER  

By:  /s/ Andrew J. Sharples   
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 
 

Attorneys for Defendant Circle S Farms LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee 

of NAYLOR & BRASTER and that on this 18th day of February 2020, I caused the document 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 

INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS to 

be served through the eFileNV electronic filing system to all parties on the service list. 
 

 
      /s/ Amy Reams     
      An Employee of NAYLOR & BRASTER 
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ANS
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
abult@bhfs.com
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
mfetaz@bhfs.com
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 
tchance@bhfs.com
BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 
100 North City Parkway, Suite 1600 
Las Vegas, NV 89106-4614 
Telephone: 702.382.2101 
Facsimile:  702.382.8135 

ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
afulton@jfnvlaw.com
JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
2580 Sorrel Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 
Telephone:  702.979.3565 
Facsimile:   702.362.2060 

Attorneys for ETW Plaintiffs

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, Case No.:  A-19-787004-B
Consolidated with:   A-785818 

A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 

Dept No.:  XI 

ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION

The Defendants, ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC (“ETW”), GLOBAL HARMONY 

LLC (“Global Harmony”), HERBAL CHOICE INC. (“Herbal Choice”), JUST QUALITY, LLC 

(“Just Quality”), LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC (“Libra”), ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE 

INC. dba MOTHER HERB (“Mother Herb”), THC NEVADA LLC (“THCNV”), ZION 

GARDENS LLC (“Zion”), and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (“MMOF”) (collectively, the “ETW 

Parties”), by and through their undersigned counsel of record, Adam K. Bult, Esq., Maximilien D. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/18/2020 4:45 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Fetaz, Esq., and Travis F. Chance, Esq., of the law firm of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, 

LLP, and Adam R. Fulton, Esq., of the law firm of Jennings & Fulton, Ltd., hereby files their 

Answer to Rural Remedies, LLC’s Complaint in Intervention (the “Complaint”), responding as 

follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

2. The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 2 of the Complaint. 

3. The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 3 of the Complaint. 

4. As to the allegations in paragraph 4 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them as to: ETW, Global Harmony, Herbal 

Choice, Just Quality, Libra, Mother Herb, THCNV, Zion, and MMOF; and the ETW Parties are 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

5. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the 

Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

II.  JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. As to the allegations in paragraph 6 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

7. As to the allegations in paragraph 7 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 
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III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

8. As to the allegations in paragraph 8 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

9. As to the allegations in paragraph 9 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

10. As to the allegations in paragraph 10 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

11. As to the allegations in paragraph 11 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  

12. As to the allegations in paragraph 12 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

13. As to the allegations in paragraph 13 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

14. As to the allegations in paragraph 14 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

15. As to the allegations in paragraph 15 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 
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referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

16. As to the allegations in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

17. As to the allegations in paragraph 17 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 17 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

18. As to the allegations in paragraph 18 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 18 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

19. As to the allegations in paragraph 19 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
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Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 19 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

20. As to the allegations in paragraph 20 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 20 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

21. As to the allegations in paragraph 21 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

22. As to the allegations in paragraph 22 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

23. As to the allegations in paragraph 23 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 
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ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 23 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

24. As to the allegations in paragraph 24 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 24 of the 

Complaint, the ETW Parties admit them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 24 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

B. The Licensing Applications

25. As to the allegations in paragraph 25 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 25 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

26. As to the allegations in paragraph 26 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 26 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

27. As to the allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 27 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

28. As to the allegations in paragraph 28 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 28 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

29. As to the allegations in paragraph 29 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 
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them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 29 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

30. As to the allegations in paragraph 30 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

31. As to the allegations in paragraph 31 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

32. As to the allegations in paragraph 32 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

33. As to the allegations in paragraph 33 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

34. As to the allegations in paragraph 34 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  

35. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 35 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

36. As to the allegations in paragraph 36 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 
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referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

37. As to the allegations in paragraph 37 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

38. As to the allegations in paragraph 38 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 38 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

39. As to the allegations in paragraph 39 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit 

them to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third 

Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 39 

to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

40. (Blank) 

C. Plaintiff’s Application 

41. As to the allegations in paragraph 41 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 41 of the 

Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

42. As to the allegations in paragraph 42 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 42 of the 

Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 
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43. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 43 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

44. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 44 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

45. As to the allegations in paragraph 45 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 45 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

46. As to the allegations in paragraph 46 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit them.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 46 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW Parties deny 

them. 

47. As to the allegations in paragraph 47 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 
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allegations in paragraph 47 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 47 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

48. As to the allegations in paragraph 48 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit the 

DOT’s denials of license applications was not properly based upon the process mandated by NRS 

453D.210.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 48 of the Complaint, this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 48 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 48 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

49. As to the allegations in paragraph 49 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 49 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 49 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

50. As to the allegations in paragraph 50 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 50 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 
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deny any allegations in paragraph 50 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

51. As to the allegations in paragraph 51 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 51 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 51 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

52. As to the allegations in paragraph 52 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 52 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 52 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

53. The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 53 of the Complaint to the 

extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended 

Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph to the extent 

they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

54. As to the allegations in paragraph 54 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 54 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 
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deny any allegations in paragraph 54 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

55. The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 55 of the Complaint to the 

extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended 

Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 55 to the 

extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

56. As to the allegations in paragraph 56 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 56 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 56 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

57. As to the allegations in paragraph 57 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 57 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 57 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

58. As to the allegations in paragraph 58 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 58 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 
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deny any allegations in paragraph 58 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

59. As to the allegations in paragraph 59 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 59 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 59 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

60. As to the allegations in paragraph 60 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 60 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 60 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

61. As to the allegations in paragraph 61 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 61 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 61 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

62. As to the allegations in paragraph 62 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 
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referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 62 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 62 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

63. As to the allegations in paragraph 63 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 63 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 63 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

64. The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 64 of the Complaint to the 

extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended 

Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 64 to the 

extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

65. As to the allegations in paragraph 65 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 65 of 

the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ 

Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in 

paragraph 65 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

66. As to the allegations in paragraph 66 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  The ETW Parties admit the allegations in paragraph 66 of 

the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ 
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Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and deny any allegations in 

paragraph 66 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended Complaint. 

IV.  CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim For Relief: Declaratory Relief 

67. In response to paragraph 67, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

68. As to the allegations in paragraph 68 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

69. As to the allegations in paragraph 69 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 69 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

70. As to the allegations in paragraph 70 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 70 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

71. As to the allegations in paragraph 71 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 71 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

72. As to the allegations in paragraph 72 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 
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are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 72 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

73. As to the allegations in paragraph 73 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 73 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 73 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

74. As to the allegations in paragraph 74 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, the ETW 

Parties respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, 

and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, the 

ETW Parties admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 74 are inconsistent 

with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, the ETW 

Parties deny them. 

75. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 75 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

76. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 76 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

77. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 77 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 
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78. As to the allegations in paragraph 78 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 78 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

79. As to the allegations in paragraph 79 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 79 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

Second Claim for Relief: Permanent Injunction 

80. In response to paragraph 80, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

81. As to the allegations in paragraph 81 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 81 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them 

82. As to the allegations in paragraph 82 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 82 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

83. As to the allegations in paragraph 83 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 83 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 
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contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 83 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

84. As to the allegations in paragraph 84 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties admit that 

the DOT has violated the mandatory provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and RO292-17.  As to 

the remaining allegations on paragraph 84 of the Complaint, the ETW Parties are without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

and, therefore, deny them. 

85. As to the allegations in paragraph 85 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 85 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

86. As to the allegations in paragraph 86 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 86 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

Third Claim for Relief: Violation of 42 USC 1983 by The ETW Parties Jorge Pupo and 
Department of Taxation 

87. In response to paragraph 87, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

88. As to the allegations in paragraph 88 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

89. As to the allegations in paragraph 89 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 
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therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

90. As to the allegations in paragraph 90 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 90 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

91. As to the allegations in paragraph 91 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 91 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

92. As to the allegations in paragraph 92 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 92 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

93. As to the allegations in paragraph 93 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 93 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

94. As to the allegations in paragraph 94 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 94 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

95. As to the allegations in paragraph 95 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 
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legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 95 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the allegations 

contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 2020, and 

deny any allegations in paragraph 95 to the extent they are inconsistent with their Third Amended 

Complaint. 

96. As to the allegations in paragraph 96 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 96 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

97. As to the allegations in paragraph 97 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 97 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

98. As to the allegations in paragraph 98 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 98 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

99. As to the allegations in paragraph 99 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 99 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 
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Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

100. In response to paragraph 100, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

101. As to the allegations in paragraph 101 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 101 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the 

allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 

2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 101 to the extent they are inconsistent with their 

Third Amended Complaint. 

102. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 102 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

103. As to the allegations in paragraph 103 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 103 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the 

allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 

2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 103 to the extent they are inconsistent with their 

Third Amended Complaint. 

104. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 104 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

105. As to the allegations in paragraph 105 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 
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are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 105 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

Fifth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

106. In response to paragraph 106, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

107. As to the allegations in paragraph 107 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them. 

108. As to the allegations in paragraph 108 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 108 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the 

allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 

2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 108 to the extent they are inconsistent with their 

Third Amended Complaint. 

109. As to the allegations in paragraph 109 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, the ETW Parties admit them.  The ETW Parties further admit the 

allegations in paragraph 109 of the Complaint to the extent they are consistent with the 

allegations contained in the ETW Parties’ Third Amended Complaint filed herein on January 29, 

2020, and deny any allegations in paragraph 109 to the extent they are inconsistent with their 

Third Amended Complaint.  

110. As to the allegations in paragraph 110 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 
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are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 110 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

Sixth Claim for Relief: Unjust Enrichment

111. In response to paragraph 111, the ETW Parties repeat and re-allege all prior 

responses as though fully set forth herein. 

112. As to the allegations in paragraph 112 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 112 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

113. As to the allegations in paragraph 113 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 113 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

114. The ETW Parties are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to 

base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 114 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

115. As to the allegations in paragraph 115 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 115 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 

116. As to the allegations in paragraph 116 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, the ETW Parties 

are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 116 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny them. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Complaint fails to state a claim against The ETW Parties upon which relief 

may be granted. 

2. Plaintiff failed to mitigate, minimize, or otherwise avoid its losses, damages, or 

expenses. 

3. If Plaintiff was injured and damaged as alleged, which is specifically denied, then 

the injuries and damages were caused, in whole or in part, by the acts or omissions of others, 

whether individual, corporate or otherwise, whether named or unnamed in the Complaint, for 

whose conduct The ETW Parties are not responsible. 

4. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by waiver. 

5. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

6. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 

7. Plaintiff’s claims fail because of intervening and superseding causes for the injury 

alleged in the Complaint. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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8. The ETW Parties have insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form 

a belief as to whether there may be addition, as yet unstated, affirmative defenses and, therefore, 

reserves the right to allege other affirmative defenses as they become appropriate or known 

through the course of discovery. 

WHEREFORE, the ETW Parties pray for judgment as follows:  

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by way of its Complaint and that the same be dismissed with 

prejudice;  

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

3. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

DATED this 18th day of February, 2020. 

BROWNSTEIN HYATT FARBER SCHRECK, LLP 

/s/ Adam K. Bult
ADAM K. BULT, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 9332 
MAXIMILIEN D. FETAZ, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 12737 
TRAVIS F. CHANCE, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 13800 

JENNINGS & FULTON, LTD. 
ADAM R. FULTON, ESQ., Nevada Bar No. 11572 
Attorneys for ETW Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 

and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, I caused a 

true and correct copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 

COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on 

the electronic service list on February 18, 2020. 

/s/ Wendy Cosby
an employee of Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP 
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ANS 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
   

 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT RURAL 

REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“GreenMart ”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the Complaint in Intervention and Petition for 

Judicial Review or Writ of Mandamus filed by Defendant Rural Remedies, LLC (“Rural 

Remedies”).  

  GreenMart denies each and every allegation in the Complaint except those 

allegations which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

I.  PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

knowledge and information to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/18/2020 4:40 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that Jorge 

Pupo was the Deputy Executive Director of the Department of Taxation, Marijuana 

Enforcement Division. 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that it is a 

Nevada limited liability company that applied for recreational marijuana licenses. GreenMart 

is without sufficient information as to the truth or falsity of the remainder of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 4, and on that basis denies these allegations.  

5. Answering paragraph 5 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations.  

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Complaint, these paragraphs contain 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

7. Answering paragraph 8 through 16 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

/ / / 
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8. Answering paragraph 17 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations.  

9. Answering paragraph 18 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations referenced therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent the 

allegations contained therein are inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced 

therein, GreenMart denies them.  

10. Answering paragraph 19 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

11. Answering paragraph 20 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

12. Answering paragraphs 21 through 23 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required 

and the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or 

regulations referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

13. Answering paragraph 24 of the Complaint, no response is necessary as the 

allegations contained therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent the 

allegation contained therein are inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced 

therein, GreenMart denies them. 

B. The Licensing Applications 

14. Answering paragraph 25 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. 

15. Answering paragraph 26 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits the DOT 

posted the license application on its website on July 6, 2018. 

16. Answering paragraph 27 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits the DOT 

published a revised application on July 30, 2018. GreenMart denies the remainder of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 27. 
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17. Answering paragraph 28 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations.  

18. Answering paragraph 29 of the Complaint, GreenMart is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies the allegations.  

19. Answering paragraphs 30 through 32, these paragraphs contain legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

20. Answering paragraphs 33 and 34, no response is required as the allegations 

contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the contents 

of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations accurately 

state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits these allegations. To the 

extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

21. Answering paragraphs 35 and 36 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein reference  document which speaks for itself. To the extent 

the allegations in paragraphs 35 and 36 are inconsistent with the document referenced 

therein, GreenMart denies them.  

22. Answering paragraphs 37 and 38 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, GreenMart admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, GreenMart denies them. 

/ / / 
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23. Answering paragraph 39 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits these 

allegations.  

C. Plaintiff’s Application 

24. Answering paragraphs 41 through 44 of the Complaint, GreenMart is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

25. Answering paragraph 45 of the Complaint, GreenMart admits that the 

Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez conducted an evidentiary on motions for preliminary 

injunctions filed by multiple plaintiffs. With regard to the remainder of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 45, no response is necessary as the allegations reference a document 

which speaks for itself. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 45 are inconsistent with 

the document referenced therein, GreenMart denies them.  

26. Answering paragraph 46 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein reference a document which speaks for itself. To the extent the 

allegations contained in paragraph 46 are inconsistent with the document referenced therein, 

GreenMart denies them. 

27. Answering paragraphs 47 through 66 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To an 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations.  

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

28. Answering paragraph 67 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 66 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

29. Answering paragraphs 68 through 79 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Permanent Injunction) 

30. Answering paragraph 80 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 79 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

31. Answering paragraphs 81 through 86 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of 42 USC 1983 by Defendants Jorge Pupo and Department of Taxation) 

32. Answering paragraph 87 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 86 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

33. Answering paragraphs 88 through 99 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

34. Answering paragraph 100 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 99 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

35. Answering paragraphs 101 through 105 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations.   

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

 (Petition for Judicial Review) 

36. Answering paragraph 106 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 105 above, and incorporates the same herein 
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by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

37. Answering paragraphs 107 through 110 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations.  

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF PLED IN THE ALTERNATIVE 

(Unjust Enrichment) 

38. Answering paragraph 111 of the Complaint, GreenMart hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 110 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

39. Answering paragraphs 112 through 116 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Rural Remedies’ legal conclusions. To the 

extent a response is required, GreenMart denies these allegations. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Complaint, GreenMart denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Rural Remedies’ prayer for 

relief, GreenMart denies that Rural Remedies is entitled to the relief sought therein or to any 

relief in this matter. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  GreenMart, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Rural Remedies’ Complaint, and all causes of action 

alleged therein, and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to 

the preceding paragraphs of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The Complaint, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim 

upon which relief can be granted. 

/ / / 
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SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies has not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any 

manner whatsoever by any conduct of GreenMart. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies’ claims are barred because Rural Remedies has failed to exhaust 

administrative remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this 

litigation under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Rural Remedies’ claims 

without affecting the rights and privileges of those parties who received the licenses at issue 

as well as other third parties. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Rural Remedies to plead 

those claims with sufficient particularity. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of 

proof imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

/ / / 
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TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Rural Remedies, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged 

license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury 

or loss sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which GreenMart 

had no control. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands.  

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Rural Remedies’s claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Rural Remedies’s claims are barred by waiver, estoppel, release, and/or discharge. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE  

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, GreenMart hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 

investigation warrants.  

/ / / 
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NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  GreenMart expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring 

counterclaims against Rural Remedies.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, GreenMart prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Rural Remedies takes nothing by way of its Complaint. 

2. The Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against GreenMart therein 

be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to GreenMart. 

4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

 
DATED this 18th day of February, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS to be submitted 

electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on February 18, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 18th day of February, 2020, pursuant to the 

February 14, 2020 Order and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO 

DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS by depositing the same 

in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-paid, to the following: 
 
 
Green Therapeutics 
5975 Procyon St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 
 
NEVCANN, LLC 
520 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

Green Leaf Farms 
1771 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 201A 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Red Earth LLC 
5040 Cecile Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89146 

 
/s/ Pharan Burchfield    

 An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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WILL KEMP, ESQ. #1205 
NATHANAEL R. RULIS, ESQ. #11259 
n.rulis@kempjones.com 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: (702) 385-6000 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
MM Development Company, Inc. & 
LivFree Wellness, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation 
 

Case No. A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No. XI 
 

 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 
 
 Defendants MM Development Company, Inc. (“MM”) and LivFree Wellness, LLC d/b/a 

The Dispensary (“LivFree”) (collectively, “Defendants”) answer the Plaintiff in Intervention 

Rural Remedies, LLC (“RR” or “Plaintiff”) Complaint in Intervention (the “Complaint”) as 

follows: 

PARTIES 

1. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/18/2020 4:22 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 2 of the Complaint for all material 

and relevant times mentioned in the Complaint. 

3. Defendants admit that Jorge Pupo was the Deputy Executive Director for the 

Department of Taxation, Marijuana Enforcement Division.  As to the remaining allegations 

contained in paragraph 3 of the Complaint, Defendants of are without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth and, therefore, deny them. 

4. Defendants admit the allegations regarding LivFree and MM contained in 

paragraph 4 of the Complaint.  As to the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the 

Complaint, Defendants of are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth and, therefore, deny them. 

5. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Complaint.  

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

7. As to the allegations in paragraph 8 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 

8. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 9 of the Complaint. 

9. As to the allegations in paragraph 9 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that in or 

around November 2016, the citizens of the State of Nevada approved a statutory ballot initiative 

– Ballot Question 2 – that, inter alia, legalized the recreational use of marijuana and allowed for 
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the licensing of recreational marijuana dispensaries.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 

10. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 11 of the Complaint. 

11. As to the allegations in paragraph 12 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.020 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

12. As to the allegations in paragraph 13 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

13. As to the allegations in paragraph 14 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

14. As to the allegations in paragraph 15 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.205 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

15. As to the allegations in paragraph 16 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.210 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 
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16. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 17 and 18 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

17. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 19 of the Complaint. 

18. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 20 of the Complaint. 

19. As to the allegations in paragraphs 21-23 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 

453D.200 speaks for itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements 

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

extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the 

allegations. 

20. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraphs 24 and 25 of the Complaint. 

21. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 26 and 27 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

22. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 28 of the Complaint. 

23. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 29 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

24. As to the allegations in paragraph 30 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.210 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

25. As to the allegations in paragraphs 31 and 32 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.272 

speaks for itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 
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the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

26. As to the allegations in paragraph 33 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.255 speaks for 

itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

27. As to the allegations in paragraph 34 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.258, NAC 

453D.260, NAC 453D.265, NAC 453D.268, and NAC 453D.272 speak for themselves.  To the 

extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws 

or regulations referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state 

the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

28. Defendants admit that the applications published by the Department of Taxation 

described identified and non-identified scoring criteria as alleged in paragraph 35 of the 

Complaint.   

29. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 36 of the Complaint. 

30. As to the allegations in paragraph 37 of the Complaint, NAC 453D.272 speaks for 

itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

31. As to the allegations in paragraph 38 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that no 

later than December 5, 2018, the Department was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to 

those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the 

allocated licenses.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 38 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. 
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Stat. § 453D.210 speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

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

32. As to the allegations in paragraph 39 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

Department of Taxation hired temporary employees to grade the applications.  As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 39 of the Complaint, Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in this 

paragraph and, therefore, deny them. 

33. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 41-44 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

34. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 45 of the Complaint regarding the 

preliminary injunction hearing held by the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez, beginning on May 24, 

2019 and concluded on August 16, 2019.  To the extent a further response is required, Defendants 

respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, and to the 

extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendants 

admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 46 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, Defendants deny 

them. 

35. As to the allegations in paragraph 46 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, Defendants 

respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, and to the 
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extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendants 

admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 46 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, Defendants deny 

them. 

36. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 47 and 48 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

37. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 49 of the Complaint. 

38. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 50-55 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

39. As to the allegations in paragraph 56 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

40. As to the allegations in paragraph 57 of the Complaint, Article 19, Section 3 of the 

Nevada Constitution speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

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

41. As to the allegations in paragraph 58 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.255 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

42. As to the allegations in paragraph 59 of the Complaint, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453D.200 

speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. 
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43. As to the allegations in paragraphs 60 and 61 of the Complaint, Article 19, Section 

3 of the Nevada Constitution speaks for itself.  To the extent these paragraphs contain legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary. 

44. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 62 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

45. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 63 of the Complaint. 

46. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 64 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

47. Defendants deny the allegations in paragraphs 65-66 of the Complaint. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Declaratory Relief) 

 
48. In response to paragraph 67, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

49. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 68 of the Complaint. 

50. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 69-72 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

51. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 73 of the Complaint. 

52. As to the allegations in paragraph 74 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent a further response is required, Defendants 

respond that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 
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Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents speak for themselves, and to the 

extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendants 

admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in paragraph 74 are inconsistent with the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, Defendants deny 

them. 

53. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 75-79 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Permanent Injunction) 

 
54. In response to paragraph 80, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

55. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 81-86 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of 42 USC 1983 by Defendants Jorge Pupo and Department of Taxation) 

 
56. In response to paragraph 87, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

57. As to the allegations in paragraph 88 of the Complaint, the Fourteenth Amendment 

to the United States Constitution speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response 

is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendants admit the allegations. 
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58. As to the allegations in paragraph 89 of the Complaint, Article 1, Section 8 of the 

Nevada Constitution speaks for itself.  To the extent this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

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

To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit 

the allegations. 

59. As to the allegations in paragraph 90 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 90 of the 

Complaint, Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, deny them. 

60. As to the allegations in paragraph 91 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations.  To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 91 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants deny them. 

61. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 93-99 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

 
62. In response to paragraph 100, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

63. As to the allegations in paragraph 101 of the Complaint, Defendants admit that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendants was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 
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and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendants.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 101 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or 

regulations referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state 

the laws or regulations referenced, Defendants admit the allegations. 

64. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 102 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

deny them. 

65. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 103 of the Complaint that there is 

no provision in NRS 453D, NAC 453D, or R092-17 allowing for an administrative appeal of the 

Department of Taxation’s decision, and apart from injunctive relief, no plain, speedy, and 

adequate remedy for the Department’s improper actions. 

66. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 104 and 105 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

 
67. In response to paragraph 106, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

68. Defendants admit the allegations in paragraph 107 of the Complaint. 

69. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 108-110 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 
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SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Unjust Enrichment) 

 
70. In response to paragraph 111, Defendants repeat and reincorporate all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

71. Defendants are without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 112-116 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, deny them. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Complaint fails to state a claim against Defendants upon which relief may be 

granted. 

2. Complainants’ claim is barred due to the absence of any legitimate controversy 

between Complainant and Defendants.  

3. Complainant failed to mitigate, minimize, or otherwise avoid its losses, damages, 

or expenses. 

4. If Complainant was injured and damaged as alleged, which is specifically denied, 

then the injuries and damages were caused, in whole or in part, by the acts or omissions of others, 

whether individual, corporate or otherwise, whether named or unnamed in the Complaint, for 

whose conduct Defendants are not responsible. 

5. Complainant’s claims are barred by waiver. 

6. Complainant’s claims are barred by laches.  

7. Complainant’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 

8. Complainant’s claims fail because of intervening and superseding causes for the 

injury alleged in the Complaint. 

9. Defendants have insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form a 

belief as to whether there may be addition, as yet unstated, affirmative defenses and, therefore, 
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reserves the right to allege other affirmative defenses as they become appropriate or known 

through the course of discovery.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendants pray for judgment as follows:  

1. That Complainants takes nothing by way of its Complaint and that the same be dismissed 

with prejudice;  

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

3. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this   18th   day of February, 2020. 

KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD LLP   
  

 
 /s/ Nathanael Rulis      
Will Kemp, Esq. (NV Bar No. 1205)     
Nathanael R. Rulis (NV Bar No. 11259)    
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor    
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169      
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MM Development Company, Inc. 
& LivFree Wellness, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that on the   18th    day of February, 2020, I served a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs’/Defendants’ Answer to Complaint in Intervention via the 

Court's electronic filing system only, pursuant to the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules, Administrative Order 14-2, to all parties currently on the electronic service list. 

 

 /s/ Ali Augustine     
An employee of Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP  
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NAYLOR & BRASTER 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 

(702) 420-7000 

 

 

ANS 
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
NAYLOR & BRASTER  
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV  89145 
(T) (702) 420-7000 
(F) (702) 420-7001 
jbraster@nblawnv.com 
asharples@nblawnv.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
Circle S Farms LLC 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 
 

 
Case No. A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 

COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

Defendant Circle S Farms LLC (“Circle S” or “Defendant”) answers Strive Wellness of 

Nevada LLC’s (“Plaintiff”) Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs 

of Certiorari, Mandamus, and Prohibition (the “Complaint”) as follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraphs 1 through 3, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/20/2020 1:18 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 4, Circle S admits it applied for a recreational marijuana 

license pursuant to NRS Chapter 453D.  As to the remainder of the allegations in paragraph 4, 

Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of 

the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

3. Answering paragraph 5, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

4. Answering paragraphs 6 and 7, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial 

is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 6 and 7. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

5. Answering paragraph 8 including all subparts, the statements therein are legal 

conclusions and/or statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an 

admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 8. 

6. Answering paragraphs 9 through 11, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

7. Answering paragraphs 12 through 20, including all subparts, the statements therein 

are legal conclusions and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the 

extent an admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 12 through 

20. 

REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

8. Answering paragraph 21, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial is 

required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 21. 

9. Answering paragraphs 22 through 26, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

10. Answering paragraphs 27 through 36, including all subparts, the statements therein 

are legal conclusions and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the 
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extent an admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 27 through 

36. 

11. Answering paragraph 37, Circle S is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

12. Answering paragraphs 38 through 43, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

13. Answering paragraph 44, Circle S admits the Court entered Findings of Fact and 

Conclusion of Law on August 23, 2019 in Clark County District Court Case No. A-19-786962-B.  

The Findings of Fact and Conclusion of Law speaks for itself and Circle S denies any inconsistent 

characterization of same. 

14. Answering paragraphs 45 through 48, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that does not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 45 through 48. 

15. Answering paragraphs 49 and 50, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

16. Answering paragraph 51, the statements therein are legal conclusions and/or 

statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or denial is 

required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 51. 

17. Answering paragraphs 52 through 61, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

18. Answering paragraph 62, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

19. Answering paragraphs 63 through 68, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 
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20. Answering paragraph 69, including all subparts, the statements therein are legal 

conclusions and/or statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an 

admission or denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraph 69. 

21. Answering paragraphs 70 through 74, Circle S is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged and therefore denies them. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

22. Answering paragraph 75, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

23. Answering paragraphs 76 and 77, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

24. Answering paragraphs 78 and 79, the statements therein are legal conclusions 

and/or statements of law that do not require admission or denial.  To the extent an admission or 

denial is required, Circle S denies the allegations in paragraphs 78 and 79. 

25. Answering paragraphs 80 and 81, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

26. Answering paragraph 82, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

27. Answering paragraphs 83 through 86, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

28. Answering paragraph 87, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

29. Answering paragraphs 88 through 90, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Prohibition) 

30. Answering paragraph 91, Circle S incorporates by reference its responses to all 

previous paragraphs. 

31. Answering paragraphs 92 through 94, including all subparts, Circle S is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the matters alleged 

and therefore denies them. 

RESPONSE TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 In response to the prayer for relief set forth in paragraphs 1 through 7, Circle S denies that 

Plaintiff/Petitioner is entitled to any of the relief requested therein. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. Plaintiff failed to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

2. The Complaint is barred by the doctrines of estoppel, waiver, release, and/or 

discharge. 

3. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the fault of persons other than Circle S. 

4. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, because Circle S did not owe any 

legal to them, or if Circle S did owe any such legal duty, Circle S did not breach that duty. 

5. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands and/or laches. 

6. Plaintiff failed to take steps to mitigate its damages, if any. 

7. Plaintiff is estopped by their conduct from recovering any relief under the 
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Complaint, or any purported cause of action alleged therein. 

8. Plaintiff’s damages, if any, were caused by Plaintiff’s own acts and omissions. 

9. At all times material hereto, Circle S acted reasonably and in good faith. 

10. Plaintiff’s claims are barred in whole or in part for any recovery because the 

conduct of Circle S was justified and/or privileged under the circumstances, thus barring any 

recovery by Plaintiffs. 

11. Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury or loss 

sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which Circle S had or have no 

control. 

12. The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

13. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

14. Plaintiff’s claims are barred because Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

15. The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the actions 

taken in the licensing process at issue. 

16. Plaintiff has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation 

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiff’s claims without affecting the 

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

17. The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiff to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

18. Plaintiff has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

19. Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiff, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 
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20. Plaintiff has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

21. Plaintiff is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

23. All affirmative defenses set forth in NRCP 8 and 12 are incorporated herein for the 

specific purpose of not waiving the same. 

24. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to assert additional affirmative 

defenses. 

25. Circle S reserves the right to amend its answer to bring counterclaims against 

Plaintiffs. 

WHEREFORE, Circle S prays for judgment on Plaintiff’s Complaint as follows: 

1. That Plaintiff takes nothing by reason of the Complaint and the same be dismissed 

with prejudice; 

 2. That Circle S be awarded reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 

3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 20th day of February 2020. 
 
 NAYLOR & BRASTER  

By:  /s/ Andrew J. Sharples   
Jennifer L. Braster 
Nevada Bar No. 9982 
Andrew J. Sharples 
Nevada Bar No. 12866 
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 
 

Attorneys for Defendant Circle S Farms LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee 

of NAYLOR & BRASTER and that on this 20th day of February 2020, I caused the document 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 

COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION to be served through the 

eFileNV electronic filing system to all parties on the service list. 
 

 
      /s/ Amy Reams     
      An Employee of NAYLOR & BRASTER 
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AARON FORD 
Attorney General 

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel  

Kiel B. Ireland (Bar No. 15368C) 
   Deputy Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 486-3420 (phone) 
(702) 486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
kireland@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation   

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT 
OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION UNDER NRAP 21(a)(6) 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus or 

Prohibition Under NRAP 21(a)(6) was filed in the Nevada Supreme Court on the 21st day 

of February, 2020. 

DATED this 21st day of February, 2020. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 

 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/21/2020 2:47 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 21st day of February, 2020, and e-

served the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 
      /s/ Traci Plotnick        
      Traci Plotnick, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
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CODE: ANS 
Richard D. Williamson, Esq.  
State Bar No. 9932 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. 
State Bar No. 11874 
Anthony G. Arger, Esq. 
State Bar No. 13660 
ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile No.:  (775) 348-8300 
Rich@nvlawyers.com  
Jon@nvlawyers.com  
Anthony@nvlawyers.com  
Attorneys for Deep Roots Medical LLC 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 
 
Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC (“Defendant”), by and through its undersigned 

counsel of record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson, hereby answers 

Defendant/Respondent Strive Wellness of Nevada LLC’s Complaint in Intervention, Petition for 

Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and Prohibition (“Complaint”) as 

follows: 

 

IN RE: DOT  
Case No.:    A-19-787004-B 
Department:  XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-19-787035-C; A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W; A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787540-W; A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL 
LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/25/2020 8:41 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I. PARTIES 

1. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 1-7 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

2. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 8-20 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

3. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 21-37 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

4. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 38-60 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

5. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 61 of the Complaint. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

6. To the extent that paragraph 62 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

7. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 63 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

8. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 64-68 of the Complaint. 

9. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 69 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

10. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 70-74 of the Complaint. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

11. To the extent that paragraph 75 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 
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12. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 76 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

13. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 77 and 78 of the Complaint. 

14. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 79 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

15. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 80 and 81 of the Complaint. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

16. To the extent that paragraph 82 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

17. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 83-86 of the Complaint. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

18. To the extent that paragraph 87 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

19. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 88 of the Complaint. 

20. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 89 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

21. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 90 of the Complaint. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Prohibition) 

22. To the extent that paragraph 91 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

23. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 92 of the Complaint. 

24. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 93 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

25. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 94 of the Complaint. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 As separate and affirmative defenses to each cause of action, claim and allegation 

contained in Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendant alleges as follows: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.  

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Estoppel. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Waiver. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Each Plaintiff, with full knowledge of all the complained facts surrounding the 

application process, nonetheless participated in and thereby ratified and confirmed in all respects 

the Defendants’ various acts and omissions. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 As a result of each Plaintiff’s acts, actions, omissions, failures to act and knowledge, 

Plaintiffs are estopped from bringing this action, from proving the allegations of the Complaint 

and from recovering any judgment against Defendant. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants acted within the scope of their authority and have no duty or liability to any 

of the Plaintiffs. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 A petition for judicial review is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case 

and the statutory scheme at issue. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants’ conduct was privileged, proper, lawful, necessary and/or justified. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff’s Complaint and the claims for relief contained therein are barred by the doctrine 

of volenti non fit injuria. 
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TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant has, at all times, acted in good faith and has complied with each and every one 

of its obligations under all statutes and regulations; as a consequence, Plaintiffs are barred from 

bringing this Complaint, from proving the allegations contained therein and from recovering a 

judgment against Defendant or otherwise interfering with Defendant’s rights. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s claims are barred based on Plaintiff’s failure to satisfy conditions precedent. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the result of its own illegal, fraudulent, improper, 

insufficient and/or inequitable conduct. 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The various Plaintiffs lack standing to assert the claims set forth in the Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s Complaint and each and every claim for relief alleged therein is barred by the 

doctrines of Res Judicata, Claim Preclusion, Issue Preclusion, and Stare Decisis. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have not exhausted their legal and administrative remedies. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs do not have a property right in, or any fundamental right or entitlement to, a 

privilege license that they were never awarded. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The U.S. Constitution does not protect the Plaintiffs’ claimed right to engage in a 

business that is illegal under federal law. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have failed to establish jurisdiction and venue in this court. 

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant incorporates by this reference the affirmative defenses enumerated in NRCP 

Rule 8(c) to avoid waiver thereof. 
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TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Mandamus is not available to compel a non-ministerial, discretionary task. 

TWENTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant has not harmed any of the Plaintiffs and is not responsible in 

any way for the alleged acts.  Therefore, each and every Plaintiff is precluded from recovering 

any relief against this Defendant or from interfering with this Defendant’s licenses. 

TWENTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant hereby adopts and incorporates the other Defendants’ 

affirmative defenses. 

TWENTY-THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this 

Answer and, therefore, Defendant reserves the right to amend this Answer to allege additional 

affirmative defenses if subsequent information so warrants. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment against each Plaintiff as follows: 

 1. That the Plaintiffs take nothing by reason of their complaints and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice; 

 2. That Defendant receives judgment for its costs and attorneys’ fees incurred 

herein; and 

 3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper in this case. 

 DATED this 24th day of February, 2020. 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

 
 

By: /s/ Richard D. Williamson     
 Richard D. Williamson, Esq. 
 Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. 
 Anthony G. Arger, Esq. 
 Attorneys for Deep Roots Medical LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of 

eighteen, and not a party within this action.  I further certify that on the 25th day of February, 

2020, I electronically filed the foregoing DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 

ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 

INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION with the Clerk of the Court by using 

the ECF system, which served all parties currently on the electronic service list on February 25, 

2020.  

 

/s/ Stefanie Smith 
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson
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ANAC 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT  

   

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“Defendant”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the Second Amended Complaint (the “Complaint”) 

filed by Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC (“Plaintiff”), as follows: 

  Defendant denies each and every allegation in the Complaint except those 

allegations which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

I. 

PARTIES 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/25/2020 3:16 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations.  

3. Answering paragraphs 3 through 11, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

4. Answering paragraph 12 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations insofar as GreenMart of Nevada NLV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability 

company.  

5. Answering paragraphs 13 through 21 is without sufficient knowledge or 

information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis 

denies these allegations. 

II. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Answering paragraphs 22 and 23 of the Complaint, no response is 

necessary, as these paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content 

of the laws or regulations referenced. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

III. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislations and Regulations 

7. Answering paragraphs 24 and 25 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements regarding 

the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 
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8. Answering paragraphs 26 through 30 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them.  

9. Answering paragraph 31 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

10. Answering paragraph 32 of the Complaint, np response is required as the 

allegations referenced therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a 

response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the contents of the document referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

11. Answering paragraph 33 and 34 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations.  

12. Answering paragraphs 35 through 37 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

13. Answering paragraph 38 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response is 

required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced therein, 

Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the 

contents of the document referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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B. The Licensing Applications  

14. Answering paragraph 39 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

15. Answering paragraph 40 of the Complaint, Defendant admits the DOT 

posted the license application on its website on July 6, 2018. 

16. Answering paragraph 41 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the DOT 

published a revised application on July 30, 2018. Defendant denies the remainder of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 41. 

17. Answering paragraph 42 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

18. Answering paragraph 43 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies the allegations. 

19. Answering paragraphs 44 through 46 of the Complaint, no response is 

necessary as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

20. Answering paragraphs 47 and 48 of the Complaint, no response is required 

as the allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response 

is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced 

therein, Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent 

with the contents of the document referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

21. Answering paragraph 49 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

006962



 

5 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

22. Answering paragraph 50 of the Complaint, Defendant admits the DOT 

announced it would issue recreational retail store licenses no later than December 5, 2018. 

Defendant denies these allegations to the extent that it imposes a legal obligation on the 

Department that is inconsistent or outside of the requirements set forth in Nev. Rev. Stat. § 

453D.210. 

23. Answering paragraph 51 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

information or knowledge as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies them. 

24. Answering paragraph 52 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

25. Answering paragraph 53 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that it was 

awarded conditional licenses. Defendant is without sufficient information or knowledge as 

to the truth or falsity of the remainder of the allegations contained in paragraph 53, and on 

that basis denies the allegations. 

26. Answering paragraph 54 of the Complaint, Defendant denies the allegations 

contained therein.  

C. Plaintiff’s Applications 

27. Answering paragraphs 55 through 60 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies them. 

28. Answering paragraph 61 of the Complaint, Defendant denies the allegations 

contained therein.  

29. Answering paragraphs 62 through 83 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required, Defendant 

denies these allegations. 

006963



 

6 

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 

 

 
A

T
T

O
R

N
E

Y
S 

A
T 

LA
W

 
70

1 
EA

ST
 B

R
ID

G
ER

 A
V

E.
, S

U
IT

E 
52

0 
LA

S 
V

EG
A

S,
 N

V
 8

91
01

 
(7

02
)7

28
-5

30
0 

(T
) /

 (7
02

)4
25

-8
22

0 
(F

) 
W

W
W

.N
V

LI
TI

G
A

TI
O

N
.C

O
M

 
 

III. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 
FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

30. Answering paragraph 84 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 83 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

31. Answering paragraphs 85 through 90 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

32. Answering paragraph 91 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent the 

allegations contained in paragraph 91 are inconsistent with the document referenced therein, 

Defendant denies them. 

33. Answering paragraphs 92 through 96 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 
 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Request for Injunctive Relief) 

34. Answering paragraph 97 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 96 above, and incorporates the same herein by 

reference as though fully set forth herein. 

35. Answering paragraphs 98 through 107 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 
 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

36. Answering paragraph 108 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 
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realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 107 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

37. Answering paragraphs 109 through 111 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies them.  

38. Answering paragraphs 112 through 117 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Contractual Relations) 

39. Answering paragraph 118 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 117 above, and incorporates the same by 

reference herein as though fully set forth herein. 

40. Answering paragraphs 119 through 120 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies them.  

41. Answering paragraphs 121 through 126 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

42. Answering paragraph 127 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 126 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

43. Answering paragraphs 128 through 132 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

/ / / 
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SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

44. Answering paragraph 133 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 132 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

45. Answering paragraphs 134 through 138 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

46. Answering paragraph 139 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 138 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

47. Answering paragraphs 140 through 149 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

48. Answering paragraph 150 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 149 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

49. Answering paragraphs 151 through 154 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Equal Protection Violation) 

50. Answering paragraph 155 of the Complaint, Defendant repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 154 above, and incorporates the same herein 
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by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

51. Answering paragraphs 156 through 162 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiff’s legal conclusions. To the extent a 

response is required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Complaint, Defendant denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Plaintiff’s prayer for relief, 

Defendant denies that Plaintiff is entitled to the relief sought therein or to any relief in this 

matter. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  Defendant, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Plaintiff’s Complaint, and all causes of action alleged 

therein, and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to the 

preceding paragraphs of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The Complaint, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim 

upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff has not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any manner 

whatsoever by any conduct of Defendant. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 
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FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff has failed to join necessary and indispensable parties to this litigation 

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiff’s claims without affecting 

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

third parties. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiff to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff has failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiff, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff has no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff is not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 
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FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Declaratory relief will not give the Plaintiff the relief it is seeking. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, Defendant hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 

investigation warrants.  

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Defendant expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring counterclaims 

against Plaintiff.  

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The U.S. Constitution does not protect the Plaintiff’s claimed right to engage in a 

business that is illegal under federal law. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrines of waiver, laches, and estoppel.  

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  This answering Defendant has not harmed Plaintiff and is not responsible in any 

way for the alleged acts. Therefore, Plaintiff is precluded from recovering any relief against 

this Defendant or from interfering with this Defendant’s licenses.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Plaintiff takes nothing by way of their Complaint. 

2. The Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against Defendant therein 

be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to Defendant. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

DATED this 25th day of February, 2020. 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell         

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT to be submitted 

electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on February 25, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 25th day of February, 2020, pursuant to the 

February 14, 2020 Order1 and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER TO 

QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT by depositing the same in the 

United States mail, first-class postage pre-paid, to the following: 
 
Green Therapeutics 
5975 Procyon St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 
 
NEVCANN, LLC 
520 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

Green Leaf Farms 
1771 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 201A 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Red Earth LLC 
5040 Cecile Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89115 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 

 
1 Corrected a typo in the zip code of the address provided in the February 14, 2020 Order for 
Red Earth LLC from 89146 to 89115.  
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MSTR 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

Dept. No.: XI 
 
HEARING REQUESTED 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S MOTION TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

   

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“Defendant”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby moves this honorable Court to strike Natural Medicine 

LLC’s Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review and/or Mandamus, and 

Prohibition.  

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/28/2020 11:08 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

On January 15, 2020, this Court entered an Order providing all existing 

Defendants/Respondents who wanted to realign as Plaintiffs fourteen days from the date of 

entry of the Order to file a complaint in intervention to realign as Plaintiffs/Petitioners in this 

matter. (January 15, 2020 Order, p. 2, ¶ 4.) Natural Medicine, LLC (“Natural Medicine”) did 

not file its Complaint in Intervention until February 7, 2020, well after the time for filing set 

by the Court’s Order had passed. Because Natural Medicine failed to file its Complaint in 

Intervention within the time contemplated by this Court’s Order, this Court should strike the 

Complaint in Intervention as untimely.   

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

In this Court’s January 15, 2020 Order, the Court specifically directed that “all 

existing and potential Defendants/Respondents shall have fourteen (14) days from the date 

of service of entry of this order to file a complaint in intervention to realign as 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners in this matter.” (January 15, 2020 Order, p. 2, ¶ 4; see also Minutes of 

January 6, 2020 hearing.) Thus, pursuant to the Court’s Order, any complaint in intervention 

was due no later than January 30, 2020.1 Natural Medicine, however, did not file its 

Complaint in Intervention, Petition for Judicial Review and/or Mandamus, and Prohibition 

until February 7, 2020—eight days after the deadline set forth in the Court’s Order.  

Natural Medicine did not seek leave from this Court to file its Complaint in 

Intervention following the deadline established by this Court and did not provide any 

explanation for its failure to comply with this Court’s Order. Moreover, filing a complaint in 

intervention beyond the Court’s deadline unnecessarily muddies an already-complex case 

which has a quickly approaching deadline for completing discovery. Defendants/Intervenors 

are entitled to have timely notice of the identity of the Plaintiffs in this matter so that 

Defendants/Intervenors can conduct discovery effectively and efficiently. If Natural 
 

1 Because January 20, 2020 was a federal holiday, it is not included in the computation of 
time. See Nev. R. Civ. P. 6(a)(1)(B).  
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Medicine is permitted to untimely realign as a Plaintiff, this cannot be accomplished 

because—given that discovery closes on March 13, 2020 and the parties have already 

conducted and/or scheduled dozens of depositions—there simply is not enough time left to 

conduct discovery regarding Natural Medicine’s claims. Accordingly, Natural Medicine’s 

Complaint in Intervention must be stricken as untimely.   

III. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, Natural Medicine LLC’s Complaint in Intervention, Petition for 

Judicial Review and/or Mandamus, and Prohibition must be stricken. 

DATED this 28th day of February, 2020. 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell         

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 

TO STRIKE NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 

MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION to be submitted electronically to all parties currently 

on the electronic service list on February 28, 2020. 

  I hereby further certify that on this 28th day of February, 2020, pursuant to the 

February 14, 2020 Order2 and pursuant to Nev. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(B), I mailed a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION TO 

STRIKE NAUTRAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION 

FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 

PROHIBITION by depositing the same in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-

paid, to the following: 
 
Green Therapeutics 
5975 Procyon St. 
Las Vegas, NV 89118 
 
NEVCANN, LLC 
520 S. Fourth Street 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
 

Green Leaf Farms 
1771 E. Flamingo Rd., Suite 201A 
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Red Earth LLC 
5040 Cecile Ave. 
Las Vegas, NV 89115 

/s/ Pharan Burchfield    
 An Employee of McLetchie Law 

 
2 Corrected a typo in the zip code of the address provided in the February 14, 2020 Order for 
Red Earth LLC from 89146 to 89115.  
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION 

TGIG, LLC; NEVADA HOLISITIC 
MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
NEVADA PURE, LLC; MEDIFARM, LLC; 
MEDIFARM IV LLC; THC NEVADA, LLC; 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.; RED EARTH LLC; 
NEVCANN LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS 
LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 

                                    Respondent. 
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QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 
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COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 
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COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 
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AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 
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8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
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thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 
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thru 
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8/5/2020 044316-044687 
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thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 
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thru 
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8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
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thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
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thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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ANAC 
AARON D. FORD 

Attorney General 
Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 

Chief Litigation Counsel  
David J. Pope (Bar No. 8617) 

Chief Deputy Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 486-3420 (phone) 
(702) 486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
dpope@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation   

 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 

MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
Defendants State of Nevada, Department of Taxation and State of Nevada Tax 

Commission (Defendants) answer Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint and Petition for 

Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and Prohibition as follows:  

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Answering Paragraph 1, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

2. Answering Paragraph 2, the Department admits the allegation as to venue 

and denies the remaining allegations contained therein. 

. . . 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/5/2020 11:17 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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II. THE PARTIES 

3. Answering Paragraph 3, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein.  

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Answering Paragraph 4, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

5. Answering Paragraph 5, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

6. Answering Paragraph 6, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

B. Defendants/Respondents 

7. Answering Paragraph 7, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

8. Answering Paragraph 8, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail 
Marijuana Establishment Licenses. 

9. Answering Paragraph 9, the Department admits that Cheyenne Medical, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

10. Answering Paragraph 10, the Department admits that Circle S Farms, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

11. Answering Paragraph 11, the Department admits that Clear River, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

12. Answering Paragraph 12, the Department admits that Commerce Park 

Medical, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

13. Answering Paragraph 13, the Department admits that Deep Roots Medical, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

14. Answering Paragraph 14, the Department admits that Essence Henderson, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

15. Answering Paragraph 15, the Department admits that Essence Tropicana, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

16. Answering Paragraph 16, the Department admits that Eureka NewGen 

Farms, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

17. Answering Paragraph 17, the Department admits that Green Therapeutics, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

18. Answering Paragraph 18, the Department admits that Greenmart of Nevada 

NLV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge 
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or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

19. Answering Paragraph 19, the Department admits that Helping Hands 

Wellness Center, Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

20. Answering Paragraph 20, the Department admits that Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

21. Answering Paragraph 21, the Department admits that Nevada Organic 

Remedies, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

22. Answering Paragraph 22, the Department admits that Polaris Wellness 

Center, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

23. Answering Paragraph 23, the Department admits that Pure Tonic 

Concentrates, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

24. Answering Paragraph 24, the Department admits that TRNVP098 LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

25. Answering Paragraph 25, the Department admits that Wellness Connection 

of Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 
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knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

26. Answering Paragraph 26, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

27. Answering Paragraph 27, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational 
Dispensary Licenses. 

28. Answering Paragraph 28, the Department admits that 3AP Inc. is a Nevada 

corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

29. Answering Paragraph 29, the Department admits that 5 Seat Investments 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

30. Answering Paragraph 30, the Department admits that Acres Dispensary LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

31. Answering Paragraph 31, the Department admits that Acres Medical LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

32. Answering Paragraph 32, the Department admits that Agua Street LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

33. Answering Paragraph 33, the Department admits that Alternative Medicine 

Association LLC is a Nevada limited liability remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

34. Answering Paragraph 34, the Department admits that Bioneva Innovations 

of Carson City LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

35. Answering Paragraph 35, the Department admits that Blossum Group LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

36. Answering Paragraph 36, the Department admits that Blue Coyote Ranch 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

37. Answering Paragraph 37, the Department admits that Carson City Agency 

Solutions LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

38. Answering Paragraph 38, the Department admits that CN Licenseco I, Inc. is 

a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

39. Answering Paragraph 39, the Department admits that Compassion Team of 

Las Vegas LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 
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knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

40. Answering Paragraph 40, the Department admits that CWNevada, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

41. Answering Paragraph 41, the Department admits that D Lux LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

42. Answering Paragraph 42, the Department admits that Diversified Modalities 

Marketing Ltd. is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

43. Answering Paragraph 43, the Department admits that DP Holdings, Inc. is a 

Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

44. Answering Paragraph 44, the Department admits that EcoNevada, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

45. Answering Paragraph 45, the Department admits that ETW Management 

Group LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

46. Answering Paragraph 46, the Department admits that Euphoria Wellness 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

47. Answering Paragraph 47, the Department admits that Fidelis Holdings, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

48. Answering Paragraph 48, the Department admits that Forever Green, LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

49. Answering Paragraph 49, the Department admits that Franklin Bioscience 

NV LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

50. Answering Paragraph 50, the Department admits that FSWFL, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

51. Answering Paragraph 51, the Department admits that GB Sciences Nevada 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

52. Answering Paragraph 52, the Department admits that GBS Nevada Partners 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

53. Answering Paragraph 53, the Department admits that GFive Cultivation LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

54. Answering Paragraph 54, the Department admits that Global Harmony LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

55. Answering Paragraph 55, the Department admits that Good Chemistry 

Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

56. Answering Paragraph 56, the Department admits that Gravitas Henderson 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

57. Answering Paragraph 57, the Department admits that Gravitas Nevada Ltd. 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

58. Answering Paragraph 58, the Department admits that Green Leaf Farm 

Holdings, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

59. Answering Paragraph 59, the Department admits that Green Life Productions 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

60. Answering Paragraph 60, the Department admits that Greenleaf Wellness, 

Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

61. Answering Paragraph 61, the Department admits that Greenpoint Nevada 

Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

62. Answering Paragraph 62, the Department admits that Greenscape 

Productions LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

63. Answering Paragraph 63, the Department admits that Greenway Health 

Community LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

64. Answering Paragraph 64, the Department admits that Greenway Medical 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

65. Answering Paragraph 65, the Department admits that GTI Nevada LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

66. Answering Paragraph 66, the Department admits that H&K Growers Corp. is 

a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

67. Answering Paragraph 67, the Department admits that Harvest of Nevada 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

006667



 

Page 11 of 40 

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 

 

 

 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

68. Answering Paragraph 68, the Department admits that Healthcare Options for 

Patients Enterprises, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is 

without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

69. Answering Paragraph 69, the Department admits that Helios NV LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

70. Answering Paragraph 70, the Department admits that Herbal Choice Inc. is 

a Nevada corporation but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

71. Answering Paragraph 71, the Department admits that High Sierra 

Cultivation LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

72. Answering Paragraph 72, the Department admits that High Sierra Holistics 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

73. Answering Paragraph 73, the Department admits that International Service 

and Rebuilding, Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

74. Answering Paragraph 74, the Department admits that Just Quality, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

75. Answering Paragraph 75, the Department admits that Kindibles LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

76. Answering Paragraph 76, the Department admits that Las Vegas Wellness 

and Compassion LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

77. Answering Paragraph 77, the Department admits that Libra Wellness Center 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

78. Answering Paragraph 78, the Department admits that Livefree Wellness LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

79. Answering Paragraph 79, the Department admits that LNP, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

80. Answering Paragraph 80, the Department admits that Luff Enterprises NV 

Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

81. Answering Paragraph 81, the Department admits that LVMC C&P, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

82. Answering Paragraph 82, the Department admits that Malana LV LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

83. Answering Paragraph 83, the Department admits that Matrix NV, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

84. Answering Paragraph 84, the Department admits that Medifarm IV, LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

85. Answering Paragraph 85, the Department admits that Miller Farms LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

86. Answering Paragraph 86, the Department admits that MM Development 

Company Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but are without knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

87. Answering Paragraph 87, the Department admits that MM R&D LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

88. Answering Paragraph 88, the Department admits that MMNV2 Holdings I, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

89. Answering Paragraph 89, the Department admits that MMOF Las Vegas 

Retail, Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

90. Answering Paragraph 90, the Department admits that Natural Medicine LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

91. Answering Paragraph 91, the Department admits that NCMM, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

92. Answering Paragraph 92, the Department admits that Nevada Botanical 

Science, Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

93. Answering Paragraph 93, the Department admits that Nevada Group 

Wellness LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

94. Answering Paragraph 94, the Department admits that Nevada Holistic 

Medicine LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

95. Answering Paragraph 95, the Department admits that Nevada Medical Group 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

96. Answering Paragraph 96, the Department admits that Nevada Wellness 

Center LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

97. Answering Paragraph 97, the Department admits that Nevada Pure LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

98. Answering Paragraph 98, the Department admits that Nevcann, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

99. Answering Paragraph 99, the Department admits that NLV Wellness Center 

LLC, is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

100. Answering Paragraph 100, the Department admits that NLVG LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

101. Answering Paragraph 101, the Department admits that Nuleaf Incline 

Dispensary LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

102. Answering Paragraph 102, the Department admits that NV 3480 Partners 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

103. Answering Paragraph 103, the Department admits that NV Green Inc. is a 

Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

104. Answering Paragraph 104, the Department admits that Nye Farm Tech Ltd. 

is a Nevada limited liability company but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

105. Answering Paragraph 105, the Department admits that Paradise Wellness 

Center LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

106. Answering Paragraph 106, the Department admits that Phenofarm NV LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

107. Answering Paragraph 107, the Department admits that Physis One LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

108. Answering Paragraph 108, the Department admits that Qualcan, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

109. Answering Paragraph 109, the Department admits that Red Earth, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

110. Answering Paragraph 110, the Department admits that Releaf Cultivation, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

111. Answering Paragraph 111, the Department admits that RG Highland 

Enterprises Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

112. Answering Paragraph 112, the Department admits that Rombough Real 

Estate Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

113. Answering Paragraph 113, the Department admits that Rural Remedies LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

114. Answering Paragraph 114, the Department admits that Serenity Wellness 

Center LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

115. Answering Paragraph 115, the Department admits that Silver Sage Wellness 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

116. Answering Paragraph 116, the Department admits that Solace Enterprises, 

LLP is a Nevada limited liability limited partnership, but the Department is without 
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knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

117. Answering Paragraph 117, the Department admits that Southern Nevada 

Growers, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

118. Answering Paragraph 118, the Department admits that Strive Wellness of 

Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

119. Answering Paragraph 119, the Department admits that Sweet Goldy LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

120. Answering Paragraph 120, the Department admits that TGIG, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

121. Answering Paragraph 121, the Department admits that THC Nevada LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

122. Answering Paragraph 122, the Department admits that The Harvest 

Foundation LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

123. Answering Paragraph 123, the Department admits that Thompson Farm One 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

124. Answering Paragraph 124, the Department admits that Tryke Companies 

Reno, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

125. Answering Paragraph 125, the Department admits that Tryke Companies SO 

NV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

126. Answering Paragraph 126, the Department admits that Twelve Twelve LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

127. Answering Paragraph 127, the Department admits that Vegas Valley 

Growers LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

128. Answering Paragraph 128, Defendants admit that Waveseer of Nevada, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

129. Answering Paragraph 129, the Department admits that Wellness & 

Caregivers of Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is 

without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

130. Answering Paragraph 130, the Department admits that Wendovera LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

131. Answering Paragraph 131, the Department admits that West Coast 

Development Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is 

without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

132. Answering Paragraph 132, the Department admits that WSCC, Inc. is a 

Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

133. Answering Paragraph 133, Defendants admit that YMY Ventures, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth therein and, 

therefore denies the same. 

134. Answering Paragraph 134, the Department admits that Zion Gardens LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

135. Answering Paragraph 135, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

136. Answering Paragraph 136, the Department admits the 

Defendants/Respondents identified in Paragraphs 28-135 were denied their applications to 

operate a recreational retail marijuana establishment, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 

006677



 

Page 21 of 40 

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 

 

 

 

III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

 A. The Department. 

137. Answering Paragraph 137, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

138. Answering Paragraph 138, and subparts 138(a) through 138(c), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

139. Answering Paragraph 139, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

140. Answering Paragraph 140, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

141. Answering Paragraph 141, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

142. Answering Paragraph 142, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

143. Answering Paragraph 143, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

 B. The Ballot Initiative.  

144. Answering Paragraph 144, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

145. Answering Paragraph 145, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 
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146. Answering Paragraph 146, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

147. Answering Paragraph 147, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

148. Answering Paragraph 148, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

149. Answering Paragraph 149, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

150. Answering Paragraph 150, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

151. Answering Paragraph 151, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

152. Answering Paragraph 152, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

153. Answering Paragraph 153, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

154. Answering Paragraph 154, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

155. Answering Paragraph 155, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

156. Answering Paragraph 156, the Department admits the Approved Regulations 

became effective February 27, 2018, but the Department is without knowledge or 

. . . 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

157. Answering Paragraph 157, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

158. Answering Paragraph 158, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

159. Answering Paragraph 159, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

160. Answering Paragraph 160, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

161. Answering Paragraph 161, and subparts 161(a) through 161(e), the 

Department denies the allegations contained therein. 

162. Answering Paragraph 162, and subparts 162(a) through 162(h), the 

Department admits the allegations contained therein. 

163. Answering Paragraph 163, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

 D. The Department’s Request for License Applications. 

164. Answering Paragraph 164, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

165. Answering Paragraph 165, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

166. Answering Paragraph 166, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

167. Answering Paragraph 167, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

168. Answering Paragraph 168, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 
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169. Answering Paragraph 169, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

170. Answering Paragraph 170, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

171. Answering Paragraph 171, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

172. Answering Paragraph 172, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

173. Answering Paragraph 173, and subparts 173(a) through 173(c), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

174. Answering Paragraph 174, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Applications. 

175. Answering Paragraph 175, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

176. Answering Paragraph 176, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

177. Answering Paragraph 177, and subparts 177(a) through 177(c), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

178. Answering Paragraph 178, and subparts 178(a) through 178(d), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 
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179. Answering Paragraph 179, and subparts 179(a) through 179(i), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

180. Answering Paragraph 180, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

F. The Department’s Decision. 

181. Answering Paragraph 181, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

182. Answering Paragraph 182, and subparts 182(a) through 182(d), the 

Department admits the allegations contained therein. 

183. Answering Paragraph 183, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

184. Answering Paragraph 184, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

185. Answering Paragraph 185, and subparts 185(a) through 185(c), the 

Department admits the allegations contained therein. 

186. Answering Paragraph 186, and subparts 186(a) & (a)(i) through 186(a)(x), 

186(b) & (b)(i) through (b)(x), 186(c) & (c)(i) through (c)(viii), the Department admits the 

allegations contained therein. 

187. Answering Paragraph 187, & 187(a) through 187(d), the Department admits 

the allegations contained therein. 

G. The Department Refuses Plaintiffs’ Requests to Review All Scores. 

188. Answering Paragraph 188, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

.  .  . 

.  .  . 
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189. Answering Paragraph 189, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

190. Answering Paragraph 190, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

191. Answering Paragraph 191, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

192. Answering Paragraph 192, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

193. Answering Paragraph 193, and subparts 193(a) through 193(c), the 

Department admits the allegations contained therein. 

194. Answering Paragraph 194, and subparts 194(a) and 194(b), the Department 

is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

195. Answering Paragraph 195, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

196. Answering Paragraph 196, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

197. Answering Paragraph 197, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 
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198. Answering Paragraph 198, and subparts 198(a) through 198(c), the 

Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

199. Answering Paragraph 199, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

200. Answering Paragraph 200, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

201. Answering Paragraph 201, subparts 201(1) through 201(6), the Department 

is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption 

202. Answering Paragraph 202, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

203. Answering Paragraph 203 the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

204. Answering Paragraph 204, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks 

205. Answering Paragraph 205, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 
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206. Answering Paragraph 206, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

207. Answering Paragraph 207, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

208. Answering Paragraph 208, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

209. Answering Paragraph 209, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

210. Answering Paragraph 210, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

211. Answering Paragraph 211, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

212. Answering Paragraph 212, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

213. Answering Paragraph 213, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

214. Answering Paragraph 214, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

3. Scrubbing of Licensee Records 

215. Answering Paragraph 215, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 
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216. Answering Paragraph 216, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

217. Answering Paragraph 217, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

218. Answering Paragraph 218, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

219. Answering Paragraph 219, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

220. Answering Paragraph 220, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order 

221. Answering Paragraph 221, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

222. Answering Paragraph 222, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

223. Answering Paragraph 223, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

I. Public Records Request. 

224. Answering Paragraph 224, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 
225. Answering Paragraph 225, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 
and, therefore denies the same. 

226. Answering Paragraph 226, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 
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227. Answering Paragraph 227, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

228. Answering Paragraph 228, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

229. Answering Paragraph 229, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

230. Answering Paragraph 230, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

J. Plaintiffs’ Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission. 

231. Answering Paragraph 231, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

232. Answering Paragraph 232, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

233. Answering Paragraph 233, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

234. Answering Paragraph 234, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

235. Answering Paragraph 235, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 

. . . 
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236. Answering Paragraph 236, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

237. Answering Paragraph 237, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

K. The Commission Meetings 

238. Answering Paragraph 238, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

239. Answering Paragraph 239, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

240. Answering Paragraph 240, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

241. Answering Paragraph 241, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

242. Answering Paragraph 242, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

243. Answering Paragraph 243, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

244. Answering Paragraph 244, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

245. Answering Paragraph 245, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 
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246. Answering Paragraph 246, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing 

247. Answering Paragraph 247, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

248. Answering Paragraph 248, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

249. Answering Paragraph 249, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

250. Answering Paragraph 250, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

251. Answering Paragraph 251, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review. 

252. Answering Paragraph 252, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

253. Answering Paragraph 253, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

254. Answering Paragraph 254, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

255. Answering Paragraph 255, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

256. Answering Paragraph 256, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

257. Answering Paragraph 257, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

258. Answering Paragraph 258, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 
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259. Answering Paragraph 259, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

260. Answering Paragraph 260, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

261. Answering Paragraph 261, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

262. Answering Paragraph 262, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

263. Answering Paragraph 263, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

264. Answering Paragraph 264, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

265. Answering Paragraph 265, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

266. Answering Paragraph 266, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

267. Answering Paragraph 267, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

268. Answering Paragraph 268, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

269. Answering Paragraph 269, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief:  Petition for Judicial Review 

270. Answering Paragraph 270, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

. . . 
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271. Answering Paragraph 271, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

272. Answering Paragraph 272, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

273. Answering Paragraph 273, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

274. Answering Paragraph 274, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

275. Answering Paragraph 275, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

276. Answering Paragraph 276, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

277. Answering Paragraph 277, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

Second Claim for Relief:  Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

278. Answering Paragraph 278, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

279. Answering Paragraph 279, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

280. Answering Paragraph 280, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

281. Answering Paragraph 281, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

282. Answering Paragraph 282, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

. . . 

. . . 
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Third Claim for Relief:  Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

283. Answering Paragraph 283, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

284. Answering Paragraph 284, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

285. Answering Paragraph 285, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

286. Answering Paragraph 286, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

Fourth Claim for Relief:  Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

287. Answering Paragraph 287, Defendants are without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

deny the same. 

288. Answering Paragraph 288, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

289. Answering Paragraph 289, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

290. Answering Paragraph 290, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

WHEREFORE, the Department prays for relief from this Court as follows: 

1. That Plaintiffs take nothing by way of this First Amended Complaint; 

2. That Plaintiffs’ claims against Defendants be dismissed with prejudice;  

3. That Defendants be awarded reasonable attorney fees and costs of suit; and,  

4. For such other and further relief as this Honorable Court may deem just and 

proper.  
. . . 

. . . 
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GENERAL DENIALS 

The Department denies any and all allegations in the Corrected First Amended 

Complaint not specifically admitted in this Answer. 

The Department denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief prayed for in 

the Corrected First Amended Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The Department denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following 

affirmative defenses: 

1. Plaintiffs have failed to state a claim for which relief can be granted.  

2. Plaintiffs do not have a property right in a privilege license that they do not 

have. 

3. Plaintiffs do not have a fundamental right to a privilege license. 

4. Chapter 453D does not provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license 

is not issued. 

5. The Nevada Administrative Procedures Act, NAC Chapter 233B, does not 

provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license is not issued. 

6. The Department’s actions were neither arbitrary, capricious, nor an abuse of 

discretion.  

7. The Department’s interpretation of the statutes and regulations it is 

authorized to execute is given great deference.  

8. The Department used an impartial and numerically scored competitive 

bidding process.  

9. Plaintiffs did not have a statutory entitlement to a license.  

10. The U.S. Constitution does not protect the right to engage in a business that 

is illegal under federal law.  

11. Plaintiffs do not have standing. 

12. Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust their administrative remedies. 

13. The Complaint fails to present a justiciable controversy.  
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14. This Court lacks jurisdiction to hear Plaintiffs’ claims. 

15. The Department is immune from liability pursuant to NRS 41.031, et. seq. 

generally and NRS 41.032, in particular. 

16. Plaintiff failed to name the Department properly as required by NRS 

41.031(2). 

17. Plaintiffs’ claims, including the declaratory and/or equitable claims are barred 

by the doctrines of waiver, ratification, estoppel, unclean hands and other equitable 

defenses.  

18. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations and/or the 

doctrine of laches.  

19. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on impossibility.   

20. Plaintiffs’ claims have been waived because of the wrongful acts, omissions 

and conduct of Plaintiffs.  

21. Plaintiffs would be unjustly enriched if awarded damages.  

22. The Department has no contractual relationship with Plaintiffs to give rise to 

any declaratory relief.  

23. The damages sustained by the Plaintiff, if any, were caused by the acts of 

unknown third persons who were not agents, servants, or employees of the Department, 

and who were not acting on behalf of the Department in any manner or form, and, as such, 

the Department is not liable in any manner to Plaintiff.  

24. The Department is not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of 

other third parties. 

25. Plaintiffs fail to name a party necessary for full and adequate relief essential 

in this action.   

26. Plaintiffs failed to comply with a condition precedent. 

27. Plaintiffs have not suffered any damages attributable to the actions of the 

Department.  

28. Plaintiffs have failed to timely protect and/or enforce their alleged rights.  
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29. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred as Plaintiffs have failed, refused, or neglected to 

take reasonable steps to mitigate damages, therefore barring or diminishing the ability to 

recover. 

30. The Department has an objective good faith belief that it acted reasonably and 

in good faith and the Department’s actions were legally justified.   

31. The Department substantially complied with NRS and NAC Chapter 453D. 

32. The Department, at all relevant times, acted with due care and 

circumspection in the performance of its duties; exercised the degree of skill and learning 

ordinarily possessed and exercised by members of its profession in good standing, 

practicing in similar localities and that at all times, used reasonable care and diligence in 

the exercise of its skills and the application of its learning, and at all times acted according 

to its best judgment and met the applicable standard of care. 

33. Plaintiffs’ claims for relief are barred as Plaintiff’s alleged damages are 

speculative and cannot be calculated with any certainty or reliability.  

34. Each purported claim for relief is barred by the doctrines of res judicata and/or 

collateral estoppel.  

35. Each purported claim for relief is barred as Plaintiffs are estopped from 

pursuing any claim against the Department in accordance with equitable principles of 

jurisprudence. 

36. The Department alleges that the damages, if any, alleged by the Plaintiffs 

were the result of independent intervening acts, over which the Department had no control, 

which resulted in the superseding cause of Plaintiffs alleged damages. 

37. The Department avails itself of all affirmative defenses set forth in and or 

arising out of NRS Chapter 453D and NRS Chapter 360 and all applicable regulations and 

subparts.  

38. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of qualified immunity. 

39. All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as 

insufficient facts and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable 
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inquiry and, pursuant to NEV. R. CIV. P. 11, the Department hereby reserves the right to 

amend these affirmative defenses as additional information becomes available. 

Additionally, one or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have been pled for the 

purposes of non-waiver. 

DATED this 5th day of February, 2020. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 

 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 5th day of February, 2020, and e-

served the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 
      /s/ K.C. Reed        
      K.C. Reed, an employee of the  

Office of the Attorney General 
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BENDAVID LAW 
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(702)385-6114 
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COMES NOW Defendant/Respondent NATURAL MEDICINE LLC, a Nevada Limited 

Liability Company, by and through its counsel of record, JEFFERY A. BENDAVID, ESQ., and 

STEPHANIE J. SMITH, ESQ. of BENDAVID LAW, and hereby complains and alleges against 

Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; DOES I through X; and 

ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, in their official and personal capacities, as follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff, NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC (“Plaintiff” and/or “Natural Medicine”), was  

and is a Nevada Limited Liability Company that is duly authorized to conduct business, including 

business related to medical marijuana, within the State of Nevada. Plaintiff Natural Medicine 

LLC, has members who are comprised of some minority individuals and are members of a 

protected class. 

2. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (“DOT”) was and  

is an agency of the State of Nevada. DOT was, at all relevant times, and is responsible for the 

licensing, and regulation of medical and retail marijuana businesses in Nevada, which is 

effectuated through its Marijuana Enforcement Division. 

3. Defendant/Respondent Nevada Tax Commission (the “Commission”) is the head of 

the DOT.  

4. This is a Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review. As required by NRS  

233B.130(2)(a) and Washoe Cnty. v. Otto, 128 Nev. 424, 432, 282 P.3d 719, 725 (2012), all 

parties to the proceeding being challenged in this petition are named as defendants/respondents. 

As such, upon information and belief, each of the following Defendants within this Paragraph 

applied for recreational marijuana licenses, and each is being named in accordance with Nevada 
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Administrative Procedure Act: D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE, 

a Nevada corporation; CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, 

a Nevada limited liability company; NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a. 

NUVEDA, a Nevada limited liability company; 5SEAT INVESTMENTS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; ACRES DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ACRES 

MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; AGUA STREET LLC,  a Nevada limited 

liability company; ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE ASSOCIATION LC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; BLOSSUM GROUP LLC,  a Nevada limited liability company; BLUE COYOTE 

RANCH LLC,  a Nevada limited liability company; CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS 

L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company;  INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., 

d/b/a INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a Nevada limited liability company; and. 

SURTERRA HOLDINGS. INC., a Delaware corporation;  CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; CIRCLE S FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; CN LICENSECO I, Inc., a Nevada 

corporation; COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS LLC , a Nevada limited liability company; 

CWNEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; D LUX LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; DIVERSIFIED 

MODALITIES MARKETING LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; .DP HOLDINGS, 

INC., a Nevada corporation; ECONEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ESSENCE TROPICANA, 
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LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; EUPHORIA WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 

LLC., a Nevada limited liability company; FOREVER GREEN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; FRANKLIN BIOSCIENCE NV LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FSWFL, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GB SCIENCES NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

GFIVE CULTIVATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GRAVITAS HENDERSON L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company;  GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC., a Nevada corporation; GREENMART OF 

NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREENPOINT NEVADA INC., a 

Nevada corporation; GREENSCAPE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

GREENWAY HEALTH COMMUNITY L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

GREENWAY MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GTI NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; H & K GROWERS CORP., a Nevada corporation; HARVEST 

OF NEVADA LLC; a Nevada limited liability company; HEALTHCARE OPTIONS FOR 

PATIENTS ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HELIOS NV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada 
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corporation; HERBAL CHOICE INC., a Nevada corporation; HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; INTERNATIONAL SERVICE AND REBUILDING, INC., a domestic 

corporation; JUST QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; KINDIBLES LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; LAS VEGAS WELLNESS AND COMPASSION LLC; a 

Nevada limited liability company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; LNP, LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, INC., a Nevada corporation; LVMC C&P LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; MALANA LV L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

MATRIX NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MEDIFARM IV, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; MILLER FARMS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MM 

DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada corporation; MM R & D, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MMOF 

VEGAS RETAIL, INC. a Nevada corporation; NCMM, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; NEVADA BOTANICAL SCIENCE, INC., a Nevada corporation; NEVADA GROUP 

WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADAPURE, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVCANN  LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

NLV WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;  NLVG, LLC, a Nevada limited 
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liability company; NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

NV 3480 PARTNERS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NV GREEN INC., a Nevada 

corporation; NYE FARM TECH LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; PARADISE 

WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; PHENOFARM NV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; PHYSIS ONE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; PURE TONIC 

CONCENTRATES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;  QUALCAN L.L.C., a Nevada 

limited liability company; RED EARTH, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; RELEAF 

CULTIVATION, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, RG HIGHLAND ENTERPRISES 

INC., a Nevada corporation; ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC., a Nevada corporation;  

RURAL REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SERENITY WELLNESS 

CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SILVER SAGE WELLNESS  LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; SOLACE ENTERPRISES, LLLP, a Nevada limited-liability 

limited partnership; SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

SWEET GOLDY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;  TGIG, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; THC NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; THE HARVEST 

FOUNDATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; THOMPSON FARM ONE L.L.C., a 

Nevada limited liability company; TRNVP098 LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE 

COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; TWELVE TWELVE LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; VEGAS VALLEY GROWERS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
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WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS & 

CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS 

CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WENDOVERA LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; WEST COAST DEVELOPMENT NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; WSCC, INC., a Nevada corporation; YMY VENTURES LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; ZION GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;   

5. The true names of DOES I and X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, their  

citizenship  and  capacities,  where  individual,  corporate,  associate,  partnership  or otherwise, 

are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore alleges that each of the unknown DOE and ROE 

Defendants are legally responsible for the events referred in this action. 

6. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, 

Section 6, NEA 4.370(2), NRS 30, and because the events complained of herein occurred and 

caused harm throughout the State of Nevada, and within Clark County, Nevada.  Further, the 

amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00. 

7. Venue is proper pursuant to NRS 13.020. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. In or around 2016, Nevada voters approved an initiative petition which has been  

codified as Chapter 453D of the Nevada Revised Statutes (“Initiative”). The DOT which 

administers and oversees both Nevada's medical and adult-use marijuana (“recreational”) 

programs, is upon information and belief, charged with numerous duties, including but not 

necessarily limited strictly to the following: 

a. Overseeing the licensing of marijuana establishments and agents (establishing 
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licensing qualifications; granting, transferring, suspending, revoking, and 

reinstating licenses); 

b. Establishing all standards and procedures for the cultivation, production, testing, 

distribution, and sale of marijuana in Nevada; and 

c. Ensuring full and ongoing compliance of marijuana establishments with state laws and 

regulations. 

9. The DOT has a specific Marijuana Enforcement Division (“Division”) that reported it  

had 44 budgeted positions, based on review of publicly available information. 

10. Despite its responsibility to oversee approximately 659 final medical and adult-use  

certificates/licenses, and their holders; 245 provisional certificates/conditional licenses; and upon 

information and belief, approximately11,932 holders of marijuana agent cards, the Division does 

not have a specific licensing department or any employees specifically responsible for licensing, 

and only has approximately thirty-one (31) employees to actually monitor compliance and 

perform enforcement duties. 

11. Between July 1, 2017 – June 30, 2018, the Division initiated only 234 investigations.  

As such, based on these figures, the resources of the DOT are not adequate to competently and 

effectively regulate the number of marijuana licensees (medical or adult-use). 

12. NRS Chapter 453D and NAC 453D provide the statutory guidelines for legalized  

recreational marijuana in the State of Nevada.   

13. NRS 453D.020 (findings and declarations) provides in relevant part: 

In the interest of public health and public safety, and in order to better focus state and local 
law enforcement resources on crimes involving violence and personal property, the People 
of the State of Nevada find and declare that the use of marijuana should be legal for persons 
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21 years of age or older, and its cultivation and sale should be regulated similar to other 
legal businesses. 

 

2.   The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the cultivation and sale of 
marijuana should be taken from the domain of criminals and be regulated under a 
controlled system, where businesses will be taxed and the revenue will be dedicated to 
public education and the enforcement of the regulations of this chapter. 
 

3.   The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be regulated in a 
manner similar to alcohol so that: 
 
(a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by the State of 

Nevada; 
 
(b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to confirm that the 
business owners and the business location are suitable to produce or sell marijuana; 
(c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling marijuana will be 
strictly controlled through state licensing and regulation; 
 
NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of marijuana 

establishments; information about consumers) provides: 

1.   Not  later  than  January  1,  2018,  the  Department  shall  adopt  all regulations 
necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter. The regulations must 
not prohibit the operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through 
regulations that make their operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall 
include: 
 
(a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a license to 
operate a marijuana establishment; 
 
(b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably related to the 
operation of a marijuana establishment; 
 
(c) Requirements for the security of marijuana establishments; 
 
(d) Requirements to prevent the sale or diversion of marijuana and marijuana products 
to persons under 21 years of age; 
 
(e) Requirements for the packaging of marijuana and marijuana products, including 
requirements for child-resistant packaging; 
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(f) Requirements for the testing and labeling of marijuana and marijuana products sold 
by marijuana establishments including a numerical indication of potency based on the 
ratio of THC to the weight of a product intended for oral consumption; 
 
(g) Requirements for record keeping by marijuana establishments; 
 
(h) Reasonable restrictions on signage, marketing, display, and advertising; 
  
(i) Procedures for the collection of taxes, fees, and penalties imposed by this 
chapter; 
 
(j) Procedures and requirements to enable the transfer of a license for a marijuana 
establishment to another qualified person and to enable a licensee to move the location 
of its establishment to another suitable location; 
 
(k) Procedures and requirements to enable a dual licensee to operate medical marijuana 
establishments and marijuana establishments at the same location; 
 
(l) Procedures to establish the fair market value at wholesale of marijuana; and 
 
(m) Civil penalties for the failure to comply with any regulation adopted pursuant to this 
section or for any violation of the provisions of NRS 453D.300. 
 
The Department shall approve or deny applications for licenses pursuant to NRS 
453D.210.  
 

14. NRS 453D.200(6)  mandates also that the  DOT  "conduct  a  background  check  of   

each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license 

applicant.”  

15. The provisions of the 2016 ballot initiative and NRS 453D which are presently in  

effect, with the exception of NRS 453D.205 are identical.  

16. NRS 453D.205 provides as follows: 

1. When  conducting  a  background  check  pursuant  to  subsection  6  of  NRS 
453D.200, the Department may require each prospective owner, officer and board 
member  of a marijuana establishment license applicant to submit a complete set of 
fingerprints and  written permission authorizing the Department to forward the 
fingerprints to the Central Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for 
submission to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its report. 
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2.   When determining the criminal history of a person pursuant to paragraph (c) of 
subsection 1 of  NRS 453D.300, a marijuana establishment may require the person to 
submit to the Department a complete set of fingerprints and written permission 
authorizing the Department to forward the fingerprints to the Central Repository for 
Nevada Records of Criminal History for submission to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation for its report. 

 

17. NRS  453D.210 (4)-(6) (Acceptance  of  applications  for  licensing;  priority  in   

licensing; conditions for approval  of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail 

marijuana stores; competing applications), provides in pertinent part: 

4.  Upon   receipt   of   a   complete   marijuana   establishment   license application, the  
Department shall, within 90 days: 
 

(a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is approved. 
 

(b) Send a notice of rejection setting forth the reasons why the Department did not  
     approve the license application. 
 

5.   The Department shall approve a license application if: 
 

(a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an application in compliance 
with regulations adopted by the Department and the application fee required pursuant 
to  NRS 453D.230; 

(b)  The physical address where the proposed marijuana establishment will operate is 
owned by the applicant or the applicant has the written permission of the property 
owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that property; 

(c) The property is not located within: 
 

(1) One thousand feet of a public or private school that provides formal education 
traditionally associated with preschool or kindergarten through grade 12 and that 
existed on the date on which the application for the proposed marijuana 
establishment was submitted to the Department; 
 
(2) Three hundred feet of a community facility that existed on the date on which 
the application for the proposed marijuana establishment was submitted to the 
Department; or 
 
(3)  If the proposed marijuana establishment will be located in a county whose 
population is 100,000 or more, 1,500 feet of an establishment that holds a 
nonrestricted gaming license described in subsection 1 or 2 of NRS 463.0177 and 
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that existed on the date on which the application for the proposed marijuana 
establishment was submitted to the Department; 
 

(d) The proposed marijuana establishment is a proposed retail marijuana store and there  
are not more than: 

 
(1) Eighty licenses already issued in a county with a population greater than      

700,000; 
(2) Twenty licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  

700,000 but more than 100,000; 
 

(3) Four licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  
100,000 but more than 55,000; 
 

(4) Two licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  
55,000; 

 
(5) Upon request of a county government, the Department may issue retail  

marijuana store licenses in that county in addition to the number otherwise 
allowed pursuant to this paragraph; 
 

(e) The locality in which the proposed marijuana establishment will be located does not  
affirm to the Department that the proposed marijuana establishment will be in 
violation of zoning or land use rules adopted by the locality; and 
 

(f) The persons who are proposed to be owners, officers, or board members of the  
proposed marijuana establishment: 
 

(1) Have not been convicted of an excluded felony offense; and 
 
(2) Have not served as an owner, officer, or board member for a medical marijuana 
establishment or a marijuana establishment that has had its registration certificate or license 
revoked. 
 
6. When competing applications are submitted for a proposed retail marijuana store within a 
single county, the Department shall use an impartial and numerically scored competitive 
bidding process to determine which application or applications among those competing will 
be approved. (emphasis added).  
 

18. On  November  8,  2016,  by  Executive  Order  2017-02,  Governor  Brian  Sandoval  
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established a Task Force comprised of 19 people in order to offer suggestions and proposals for 

legislative, regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing the approved ballot 

initiative, which included the recommendation that "the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana  

establishment and the impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be 

maintained as in the medical marijuana program except for a change in how local jurisdictions 

participate in selection of locations." 

19. During the 2017 legislative session, Assembly Bill 422 transferred all responsibility for  

regulating marijuana establishments to the DOT, and on or about February 27, 2018, the DOT 

adopted its own regulations governing the issuance, suspension, or revocation of retail 

recreational marijuana licenses, which were codified in NAC 453D (the "Regulations"). 

20. The Regulations for licensing were to be "directly and demonstrably related to the  

operation of a marijuana establishment." NRS 453D.200(1)(b)(emphasis added), and such 

directive was taken from the ballot initiative langage. 

 REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

21. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) of  

Adopted  Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 ("R092-17"), the 

DOT was thereby responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana stores "to 

jurisdictions  within  each  county  and  to  the  unincorporated  area  of  the  county proportionally 

based on the population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated area of the county.” 

22. The DOT issued notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought  
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applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  Plaintiff holds a certificate as a medical 

marijuana cultivation facility. 

23. The DOT posted the original license application on its website and released the  

application for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on or about July 6, 2018, which 

required, amongst other information, disclosure of an actual physical address for each 

establishment. 

24. The DOT published a revised license application on or about July 30, 2018 making  

substantive revisions, including but not necessarily limited to the requirement that applicants 

prove ownership or written permission of owner for the proposed marijuana establishment 

property, eliminating the physical address of the prospective establishment requirement, which 

was not publicly available and was only disseminated to some but not all of the applicants via a 

DOT listserv.   

25. Upon information and belief, these changes occurred within the DOT and were not made  

available for public comment or review prior to publishing. These revisions were also not 

correlated to any amendments in the Approved Regulations or NRS Chapter 453D. 

26. The application period for the submission of retail recreational marijuana licenses ran  

from September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018 and the DOT received a total of 462 

applications during this time.  

27. When competing applications for licenses were submitted, as was the scenario based on  
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the number of applications received during the application period, the DOT was legally required 

to use "an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process" to determine successful 

license applicants. NRS 453D.210(6). 

28. Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one "complete"  

application in compliance with the Regulations and NRS 453D, the DOT was required to "rank 

the applications... in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of [NAC 

453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to..." several enumerated 

factors, which was the case based on the application period.  

29. The factors  set  forth  in  NAC  453D.272(1)  used  to  rank  competing  applications  

and also to prevent “monopolistic practices” (collectively, the "Factors") are: 

a. Whether  the  owners,  officers  or  board  members  have  experience operating 
another  kind of business that has given them experience which is applicable to 
the operation of a marijuana establishment; 

 
b. The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed  

                 marijuana establishment; 
 

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members of the  
       proposed marijuana establishment; 

 
    d. The financial  plan and  resources  of the applicant,  both  liquid and illiquid; 

 
e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, quality and    

 safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 
 

f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, 
including, without limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State 
or its political subdivisions, by the applicant or the owners, officers or board 
members of the proposed marijuana establishment; 
 

g. Whether  the  owners,  officers  or  board  members  of  the  proposed marijuana 
establishment have direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana 
establishment or marijuana establishment in this State and have demonstrated a 
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record of operating such an establishment in compliance with the laws and 
regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success; 

 
h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in 

operating the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a 
license; and 

 
i. Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

 
30. NAC 453D.255 enacted by Defendant DOT in contravention of NRS Chapter 453D and  

implemented by various employees, agents, and/or contractors of the DOT, provides as follows: 

Except as otherwise required in subsection 2, the requirements of this chapter 
concerning owners of marijuana establishments only apply to a person with an 
aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment. 

 
31. If, in the judgment of the Department, the public interest will be served by requiring any  

owner with an ownership interest of less than 5 percent in a marijuana establishment to comply 

with any provisions of this chapter concerning owners of marijuana establishments, the 

Department will notify that owner and he or she must comply with those provisions. 

32. Defendant DOT also enacted NAC 453D.258, NAC 453D.260, NAC 453D.265, NAC  

453D.268 and NAC 453D.272. These administrated codes enforced by the employees and  

agents, and department personnel established the procedures for recreational application process, 

to be charged for applying, fees to be charged for applying if the applicant holds a medical 

marijuana establishment registration certificate, and the ranking of applications if the DOT. 

received more than one application for a retail marijuana license. 

33. The original application published by the DOT described how applications were to be  

scored, dividing scoring criteria into identified criteria and non-identified criteria. The Approved 

Regulations included a point values system that had a possible 250 total points. 

34. The application provided that "[applications that have not demonstrated a sufficient  
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response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional [unspecified, unpublished] 

criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not move forward win the 

application process." (emphasis added). 

35. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DOT to determine that an application is "complete and  

in compliance" with the provisions of NAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing criteria 

set forth therein and the provisions of voter approved initiative and NRS 453D. 

36. The DOT was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to applicants whose score and  

rank were high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the allocated licenses in 

accordance with the impartial allocation process mandated by NRS 453D.210 by December 5, 

2018. 

37. The DOT identified, hired, and internally trained eight temporary employees to review  

and grade the applications allegedly in accordance with the applicable code and statutes, including 

NRS 453D, to purportedly establish a fair and impartial analysis and system for grading all 

complete applications. 

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

38. Plaintiff submitted applications to the DOT for conditional licenses for Recreational  

Marijuana Establishments in order to own and operate recreational marijuana retail stores in 

compliance with the specified, published requirements of DOT regulations together with the 

required application fee in accordance with NRS 453D.210 for Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, and  

Unincorporated Clark County. 

39. Plaintiff's applications identified its prospective owners, members, and/or board  

members for background check pursuant to the requirements of NRS 453D.200(6). 
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40. Plaintiff identified in its application, addresses for each proposed recreational  

marijuana establishment it intended to operate, also pursuant NRS 453D.210(5). 

41. Plaintiff was subsequently informed by a general letter from the DOT that its applications  

to operate any recreational marijuana retail store was denied "because it did not achieve a score 

high enough to receive an available license..." within the applicable jurisdiction for which it 

proposed a location.  

42. Plaintiff’s denial letter contained no additional information regarding its scoring, scores  

received in various categories, or any additional information in order to assess its position. 

43. On or about May 24, 2019, upon information and belief the Honorable Elizabeth  

Gonzalez commenced an extensive evidentiary hearing concerning a motion for preliminary 

injunction brought by an unrelated group of applicants who were also denied a conditional 

licenses for retail marijuana facilities in Nevada, against the DOT. Successful applicants also 

participated in the evidentiary hearing, as intervenor defendants. The hearing concluded on 

August 16, 2019.   

44. On August 23, 2019, Judge Gonzalez  entered findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law  

regarding the substantial evidentiary hearing. See Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law  

Granting Preliminary Injunction, filed August 23, 2019, Clark County District Court Case No. A-

19-786962-B.   

45. Judge Gonzalez found that based on the evidence presented, that the DOT undertook no  

effort to determine if the applications were in fact “complete and in compliance.”  Id., ¶37. 

46. Additionally, Judge Gonzalez also found that the DOT did not make any “effort to verify  

owners, officers or board members…” Id. at ¶38. 
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47. Judge Gonzalez also found that the DOT created its own Regulation that modified the  

mandatory language of NRS 453D.200(6) requiring “a background check of each prospective 

owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant” and made no 

attempt in the application process to verify that the applicant’s complied with the mandatory 

language of the BQ2 or even the impermissibly modified language.”  Id., ¶¶40-41. 

48. Judge Gonzalez also found that the evidence established that the DOT failed to properly  

train the temporary employees hired to review and grade the applications/applicants, and that it 

similarly failed to establish any quality assurance or quality control of the grading performed. Id. 

at ¶¶ 78-79. 

49. Further upon information and belief, due to evidence presented, the DOT improperly  

issued conditional licenses to applicants who did not properly disclose a physical address for the 

actual location of all proposed retail recreational marijuana establishments. 

50. Further upon information and belief the DOT failed to implement regulations, procedures  

and protocols that would have ensured a fair and impartial grading, consideration, and award of 

recreational marijuana licenses within the State of Nevada.  

51. Additionally, at the evidentiary hearing, testimony and/or evidence was presented that  

also suggests persons within the DOT potentially committed violations of NRS 281A, which sets 

for a code of ethical standards for government employees. As such, upon information and belief, 

the violations of NRS 281A committed by employees within the DOT, including but not 

necessarily limited to Jorge Pupo, led to the improper scoring and/or the impermissible 

implementation of procedures and/or policies that directly led to the denial of Plaintiff’s 

application. 
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52. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s flawed scoring system, inconsistent processes,  

and additional improper conduct, the DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s applications was not based upon 

actual implementation of an impartial and objective scoring and bidding process as mandated by 

NRS 453D.210, but was instead based upon the arbitrary and capricious exercise of administrative 

power, that failed to actually implement training, review, policies, and procedures that were 

otherwise legally mandated by statutory authority.  

53. Upon information and belief, by revising the application on July 30, 2018, eliminating  

the requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational 

marijuana establishment, and selectively choosing to communicate this information, the DOT 

limited the ability of the temporary employees to adequately assess graded criteria such as (i) 

prohibited proximity to schools and certain other public facilities, (ii) impact on the community, 

(iii) security, (iv) building plans and (v) other material considerations prescribed by the 

regulations, which led to flawed scoring and/or incomplete applications. 

53. Upon information and belief, if an applicant's disclosure in its application of its owners, 

officers, and board members did not match the DOT's records, the DOT permitted the grading, 

and in some cases, awarded a conditional license. 

54. Upon information and belief, the DOT's determination that only owners of a 5% or  

greater interest in the business were required to submit information on the application was an 

impermissible regulatory modification of BQ2 and violated Article 19, Section 3 of the Nevada 

Constitution, and improperly impacted the scoring/grading of applicants, and/or the award of 

conditional licenses to successful applicants. 

55. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) as it applied to  
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the marijuana establishment license application process regarding was an unconstitutional 

modification of BQ2, which was presented to the voters of Nevada. 

56. Upon information and belief, the numerous failures of the DOT to implement the  

mandatory provisions of NRS 453D.200(6), impermissible modification and of statutory 

language, collective improprieties regarding the applications including its modification in July 

2018, the lack of training and other personal relationship fatally impacted the overall scoring and 

bid process to award recreational marijuana licenses, and resulted in the denial of Plaintiff’s 

application. 

57. The DOT did not comply with NRS 453D by requiring applicants to provide  

information for each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify ownership of 

applicants who applying for retail recreational marijuana licenses. 

58. Upon information and belief, the DOT's inclusion of the diversity category in the  

factors was implemented in a way that created a process which was subject to manipulation 

and/or inconsistent consideration by applicants, and/or the DOT, which was further 

compounded by the DOT’s insufficient training of temporary employees hired to grade the 

applications. 

59. Upon information and belief the DOT's scoring process was impacted by personal  

relationships, improper conduct, and/or inconsistent application of the requirements of the law in 

decisions related to the requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing 

applicants. 

60. Upon information and belief, due to the DOT's conduct including impermissible  

006743



 

 
 

 

 
 

Page 22 of 30 
 

 
 
 

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 

modifications and violations of NRS 453 et seq. Plaintiff was unconstitutionally denied 

recreational marijuana licenses.  

61. The DOT's constitutional violations and refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff  

has resulted in, and continues to create, irreparable harm to Plaintiff. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF  

(Declaratory Relief) 

62. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

63. A  justiciable  controversy  exists between Plaintiff and Defendant DOT that  warrants   

a  declaratory  judgment  pursuant  to Nevada's Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 

to 30.160, inclusive. 

64. Plaintiff and Defendant have adverse and/or competing interests as the DOT, through  

its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied the application that violates Plaintiff's 

Constitutional Rights, Nevada law, and State policy, and involve a derogation of Defendant’s 

duties pursuant to applicable law and regulation 

65. The DOT's refusal to issue Plaintiff a conditional license affects Plaintiff's rights afforded  

by NRS 453D, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

66. The DOT's  improper conduct and inconsistent and ranking  of  other  applicants  for  a   

recreational  marijuana establishment license and the DOT's subsequent, improper issuance of 

conditional licenses also affects the rights of Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, and other 

Nevada laws and regulations. 

67. The DOT's actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable controversy  
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ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiff and the DOT with respect to the construction, 

interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, as to Plaintiff.  Plaintiff has been harmed,  and  

will  continue to be harmed,  by Defendants’ actions.  

68. The  DOT's  actions  and/or  inactions  failed  to  appropriately  address  the  necessary  

considerations and intent of both the Initiative and NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict 

monopolies. 

69. On August 23, 2019, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez, in Case  

No. A-19-786962-B, issued an Order Granting Preliminary Injunction enjoining the DOT "from 

conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about December 2018 

who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer and board member as 

required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits." 

70. Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The Department improperly denied Plaintiff conditional licenses for the  
      operation for a recreational marijuana establishments; 

 
b. The denial of conditional licenses to Plaintiff is void ab initio; 

 
c. The procedures employed in the denial violated Plaintiff's procedural, 

substantive due process rights and equal protection rights under the Nevada 
and United States Constitutions and therefore, the denial is void and 
unenforceable; 

 
d. The denial violates Plaintiff's substantive due process rights and equal 

protection rights under the Nevada and United States Constitutions and, 
therefore, the denial is void and unenforceable; 

 
e. Defendant acted in contravention of a legal duty and Plaintiff is therefore 

entitled to a writ of mandamus; 
 

f. Plaintiff is entitled to judicial review; and 
 

g. The DOT's denial lacked substantial evidence. 
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71. Plaintiff  also  seeks  a  declaration  from  this  Court  that  the  DOT  must  revoke  the 

conditional licenses of those applicants whose applications are not in compliance with 

Nevada law.  

72. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must issue Plaintiff 

conditional licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishments applied 

for. 

73. Plaintiff asserts and contends that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and proper at 

this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and 

liabilities of the Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other 

Nevada laws and regulations. 

74. Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees and costs. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

75. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

76. Plaintiff is a party to a proceeding with the DOT—specifically, the submission, review,  

scoring, and ranking of applications for and issuance of recreational marijuana dispensary 

licenses—and have been damaged and irreparably aggrieved by the DOT’s conduct and decisions. 

77. As set forth herein, 

a. The Department failed to comply with NRS 453D.210(4)(b) and Section 91(4) of 

the Approved Regulations; 
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b. The Department’s scoring and ranking of the applications submitted for 

recreational dispensary licenses between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 

5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018 was arbitrary, capricious, unlawful, clearly 

erroneous, and in excess of the Department’s jurisdiction; 

c. The Department’s denial and award of Conditional Licenses for recreational 

dispensaries was unlawful, clearly erroneous, arbitrary, capricious, and in excess 

of the Department’s jurisdiction; and 

d. The Department’s misconduct and failure to properly administer the application 

process denied Plaintiffs of due process and equal protection as guaranteed by 

the Nevada Constitution. 

78. Under NRS 233B.010, et seq., Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to Judicial Review 

of the Department’s decision by which they were denied the rights and privileges afforded to them 

by Nevada law. 

79. Neither NRS 453D or NAC 453D provides for any right or procedure to appeal or  

review the decision denying an application for a recreational marijuana license, as such, judicial 

review is the appropriate means of seeking relief.  

80. Accordingly, Plaintiff petitions this Court for Judicial Review of the all of the  

proceedings at the Department whereby the applications for recreational Dispensary licenses were 

reviewed, scored, and ranked, and demand that the entire record of the proceeding (for each and 

every application submitted by Plaintiff, the Denied Applicants, and the Successful Applicants) 

be transmitted in accordance with NRS 233B.131. 

81. Further after Judicial Review, Plaintiff seeks an order remanding this matter back to the  
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DOT for review, reissuance, and/or any other relief deemed appropriate by this Court to rectify 

Plaintiff’s aggrieved position.  

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

82. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

 

83. The Department has exceeded its jurisdiction to review, score, and rank applications 

for recreational marijuana dispensary licenses and to issue conditional recreational dispensary 

licenses by, amongst other things: 

a. Employing and failing to properly train temporary employees to conduct the review, 

scoring, and ranking of applications; 

b. Failing to ensure uniformity in the assessment of the applications and the 

assignment of scores to various categories of information in the applications; 

c. Allowing the license application process to be corrupted by unfairly favoring 

certain applicants over others and by eliminating categories of information from 

the license application despite such categories being required under the 

Approved Regulations and/or NRS Chapter 453D; 

d. Adding a new category of information to the license application after issuing the 

Notice for license application submissions without providing adequate notice to 

the license applicants; 

e. Improperly omitting or destroying incident reports and/or other evidence of 
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statutory or regulatory infractions by licensees; 

f. Failing to inform the Plaintiffs/Petitioners of the specific reasons for the denial of 

their applications; 

g. Improperly communicating with certain licensees (or their counsel) regarding the 

application process;  

h. Impermissibly creating a Regulation that modified the mandatory Initiative provision 

regarding background checks; 

g. Failing to carry out mandatory provisions of NRS 453D.200(6); and 

h. acting in an arbitrary and capricious manner in evaluating, reviewing, scoring and 

ranking applicants, and issuing conditional recreational marijuana dispensary licenses. 

84. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied any appeal rights of aggrieved parties  

regarding the issuance of licenses, and therefore Plaintiff has no plain, speedy or adequate 

remedy for addressing the DOT’s improper conduct. 

85. Plaintiff petitions this Court for a writ of certiorari regarding the DOT’s reviewing,  

scoring, and ranking of Plaintiff’s applications for recreational marijuana dispensary licenses, and 

that this Court undertake such review of the DOT’s conduct as it deems necessary and appropriate 

86. Plaintiff also requests that the Court order the DOT to provide the complete record of the  

Department’s proceeding with respect to the Plaintiff’s applications for recreational marijuana 

dispensary licenses. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

87. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  
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fully set forth herein. 

88. The DOT failed to perform an act which the law mandates it to perform; 

specifically, 

a. Use of an using an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process 

to evaluate license applications and issue licenses in compliance with Nevada 

laws and regulations; and 

b. Preservation of public records and other evidence not subject to the Preservation 

Order. 

89. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied a right to appeal the licensing 

decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law 

to correct the failure to perform the acts required by law. 

90. The Plaintiffs/Petitioners therefore petition this Court to issue a writ of mandamus to 

the DOT compelling it to issue a new Notice for recreational Dispensary license applications 

and to conduct the scoring and ranking of such applications in accordance with Nevada law and 

the Approved Regulations. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

91. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

92. The DOT has issued conditional recreational marijuana dispensary licenses in excess of 

its jurisdiction by, among other things: (1) eliminating key categories of information from the 

application (despite the Approved Regulations and NRS Chapter 453D requiring that the 
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Department consider such information); (2) by adding a new category of information to the 

application after it issued its Notice for license applications and failing to adequately inform 

license applicants of this new category of information; and (3) failing to comply with NRS 

Chapter 453D and the Approved Regulations related to dispensary licensing; 

93. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied a right to appeal the licensing 

decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law 

to correct the failure of the DOT to lawfully and impartially, review core, and rank license 

applications as detailed herein. 

94. Plaintiff therefore petitions the Court to issue a writ of prohibition which prohibits the  

Department from issuing and/or recognizing any new recreational Dispensary licenses 

(conditional or final) for applicants who submitted a license application between 8:00 a.m. on 

September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 

1.    For declaratory relief set forth above; 

2.   For a continuation of the preliminary injunction enjoining the enforcement of the denial; 

3.   For judicial review of the record and history on which the denial was based; 

4. Writ of certiorari ordering review of the DOT’s entire process regarding applications 

submitted between September 7, 2018 and September 20, 2018;   

5. For issuance of a writ of mandamus; 

6. For the issuance of a writ of prohibition; 
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7. Any other relief that the court deems necessary and proper. 

   DATED this 7th day of February, 2020 

      BENDAVID LAW  

 

 /s/ Jeffery A. Bendavid, Esq. 

 JEFFERY A. BENDAVID, ESQ. 

 Nevada Bar No. 6220 
 STEPHANIE J. SMITH, ESQ. 

 Nevada Bar No. 11280 
 BENDAVID LAW 

 7301 Peak Dr., Suite 150 
 Las Vegas, NV 89128 
 Attorneys for Defendant, Natural Medicine L.L.C. 
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COMPL 

JEFFERY A. BENDAVID, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 6220 
STEPHANIE J. SMITH, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 11280 
BENDAVID LAW 

7301 Peak Dr., Suite 150 
Las Vegas, NV 89128 
(702)385-6114 
jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com 
ssmith@bendavidfirm.com 
Attorneys for Defendant, Strive  

Wellness of Nevada, LLC 
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COMES NOW Defendant/Respondent STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA, a Nevada 

Limited Liability Company, by and through its counsel of record, JEFFERY A. BENDAVID, 

ESQ., and STEPHANIE J. SMITH, ESQ. of BENDAVID LAW, and hereby complains and 

alleges against Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; DOES I 

through X; and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, in their official and personal 

capacities, as follows: 

I. PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff, STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA (“Strive” and/or “Plaintiff”), was and is  

a Nevada Limited Liability Company that is duly authorized to conduct business, including 

business related to medical marijuana, within the State of Nevada.  

2. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (“DOT”) was and  

is an agency of the State of Nevada. DOT was, at all relevant times, and is responsible for the 

licensing, and regulation of medical and retail marijuana businesses in Nevada, which is 

effectuated through its Marijuana Enforcement Division. 

3. Defendant/Respondent Nevada Tax Commission (the “Commission”) is the head of 

the DOT.  

4. This is a Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review. As required by NRS  

233B.130(2)(a) and Washoe Cnty. v. Otto, 128 Nev. 424, 432, 282 P.3d 719, 725 (2012), all 

parties to the proceeding being challenged in this petition are named as defendants/respondents. 

As such, upon information and belief, each of the following Defendants within this Paragraph 

applied for recreational marijuana licenses, and each is being named in accordance with Nevada 

Administrative Procedure Act: D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE, 
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a Nevada corporation; CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, 

a Nevada limited liability company; NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a. 

NUVEDA, a Nevada limited liability company; 5SEAT INVESTMENTS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; ACRES DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ACRES 

MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; AGUA STREET LLC,  a Nevada limited 

liability company; ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE ASSOCIATION LC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; BLOSSUM GROUP LLC,  a Nevada limited liability company; BLUE COYOTE 

RANCH LLC,  a Nevada limited liability company; CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS 

L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company;  INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., 

d/b/a INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a Nevada limited liability company; and. 

SURTERRA HOLDINGS. INC., a Delaware corporation;  CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; CIRCLE S FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; CN LICENSECO I, Inc., a Nevada 

corporation; COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS LLC , a Nevada limited liability company; 

CWNEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; D LUX LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; DIVERSIFIED 

MODALITIES MARKETING LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; .DP HOLDINGS, 

INC., a Nevada corporation; ECONEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ESSENCE TROPICANA, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a Nevada 
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limited liability company; EUPHORIA WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 

LLC., a Nevada limited liability company; FOREVER GREEN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; FRANKLIN BIOSCIENCE NV LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FSWFL, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GB SCIENCES NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

GFIVE CULTIVATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GRAVITAS HENDERSON L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company;  GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC., a Nevada corporation; GREENMART OF 

NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREENPOINT NEVADA INC., a 

Nevada corporation; GREENSCAPE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

GREENWAY HEALTH COMMUNITY L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

GREENWAY MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GTI NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; H & K GROWERS CORP., a Nevada corporation; HARVEST 

OF NEVADA LLC; a Nevada limited liability company; HEALTHCARE OPTIONS FOR 

PATIENTS ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HELIOS NV LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada 

corporation; HERBAL CHOICE INC., a Nevada corporation; HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION 
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LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; INTERNATIONAL SERVICE AND REBUILDING, INC., a domestic 

corporation; JUST QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; KINDIBLES LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; LAS VEGAS WELLNESS AND COMPASSION LLC; a 

Nevada limited liability company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; LNP, LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, INC., a Nevada corporation; LVMC C&P LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; MALANA LV L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

MATRIX NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MEDIFARM IV, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; MILLER FARMS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MM 

DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada corporation; MM R & D, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MMOF 

VEGAS RETAIL, INC. a Nevada corporation; NATURAL MEDICINE L.L.C., a Nevada limited 

liability company; NCMM, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA BOTANICAL 

SCIENCE, INC., a Nevada corporation; NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA ORGANIC 

REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADAPURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

NEVCANN  LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NLV WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company;  NLVG, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NULEAF INCLINE 
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DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NV 3480 PARTNERS LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; NV GREEN INC., a Nevada corporation; NYE FARM TECH LTD., 

a Nevada limited liability company; PARADISE WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; PHENOFARM NV LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; PHYSIS ONE 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C., a Nevada 

limited liability company; PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company;  QUALCAN L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; RED EARTH, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; RELEAF CULTIVATION, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company, RG HIGHLAND ENTERPRISES INC., a Nevada corporation; ROMBOUGH REAL 

ESTATE INC., a Nevada corporation;  RURAL REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

SILVER SAGE WELLNESS  LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SOLACE 

ENTERPRISES, LLLP, a Nevada limited-liability limited partnership; SOUTHERN NEVADA 

GROWERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SWEET GOLDY LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company;  TGIG, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; THC NEVADA LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; THE HARVEST FOUNDATION LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; THOMPSON FARM ONE L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

TRNVP098 LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; TWELVE TWELVE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; VEGAS 

VALLEY GROWERS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WAVESEER OF NEVADA, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, 
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LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; WENDOVERA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

WEST COAST DEVELOPMENT NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; WSCC, 

INC., a Nevada corporation; YMY VENTURES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ZION 

GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;   

5. The true names of DOES I and X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, their  

citizenship  and  capacities,  where  individual,  corporate,  associate,  partnership  or otherwise, 

are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore alleges that each of the unknown DOE and ROE 

Defendants are legally responsible for the events referred in this action. 

6. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, 

Section 6, NEA 4.370(2), NRS 30, and because the events complained of herein occurred and 

caused harm throughout the State of Nevada, and within Clark County, Nevada.  Further, the 

amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00. 

7. Venue is proper pursuant to NRS 13.020. 

II. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

8. In or around 2016, Nevada voters approved an initiative petition which has been  

codified as Chapter 453D of the Nevada Revised Statutes (“Initiative”). The DOT which 

administers and oversees both Nevada's medical and adult-use marijuana (“recreational”) 

programs, is upon information and belief, charged with numerous duties, including but not 

necessarily limited strictly to the following: 

a. Overseeing the licensing of marijuana establishments and agents (establishing 

licensing qualifications; granting, transferring, suspending, revoking, and 
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reinstating licenses); 

b. Establishing all standards and procedures for the cultivation, production, testing, 

distribution, and sale of marijuana in Nevada; and 

c. Ensuring full and ongoing compliance of marijuana establishments with state laws and 

regulations. 

9. The DOT has a specific Marijuana Enforcement Division (“Division”) that reported it  

had 44 budgeted positions, based on review of publicly available information. 

10. Despite its responsibility to oversee approximately 659 final medical and adult-use  

certificates/licenses, and their holders; 245 provisional certificates/conditional licenses; and upon 

information and belief, approximately11,932 holders of marijuana agent cards, the Division does 

not have a specific licensing department or any employees specifically responsible for licensing, 

and only has approximately thirty-one (31) employees to actually monitor compliance and 

perform enforcement duties. 

11. Between July 1, 2017 – June 30, 2018, the Division initiated only 234 investigations.  

As such, based on these figures, the resources of the DOT are not adequate to competently and 

effectively regulate the number of marijuana licensees (medical or adult-use). 

12. NRS Chapter 453D and NAC 453D provide the statutory guidelines for legalized  

recreational marijuana in the State of Nevada.   

13. NRS 453D.020 (findings and declarations) provides in relevant part: 

In the interest of public health and public safety, and in order to better focus state and local 
law enforcement resources on crimes involving violence and personal property, the People 
of the State of Nevada find and declare that the use of marijuana should be legal for persons 
21 years of age or older, and its cultivation and sale should be regulated similar to other 
legal businesses. 
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2.   The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the cultivation and sale of 
marijuana should be taken from the domain of criminals and be regulated under a 
controlled system, where businesses will be taxed and the revenue will be dedicated to 
public education and the enforcement of the regulations of this chapter. 
 

3.   The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be regulated in a 
manner similar to alcohol so that: 
 
(a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by the State of 

Nevada; 
 
(b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to confirm that the 
business owners and the business location are suitable to produce or sell marijuana; 
(c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling marijuana will be 
strictly controlled through state licensing and regulation; 
 
NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of marijuana 

establishments; information about consumers) provides: 

1.   Not  later  than  January  1,  2018,  the  Department  shall  adopt  all regulations 
necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter. The regulations must 
not prohibit the operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through 
regulations that make their operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall 
include: 
 
(a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a license to 
operate a marijuana establishment; 
 
(b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably related to the 
operation of a marijuana establishment; 
 
(c) Requirements for the security of marijuana establishments; 
 
(d) Requirements to prevent the sale or diversion of marijuana and marijuana products 
to persons under 21 years of age; 
 
(e) Requirements for the packaging of marijuana and marijuana products, including 
requirements for child-resistant packaging; 
 
(f) Requirements for the testing and labeling of marijuana and marijuana products sold 
by marijuana establishments including a numerical indication of potency based on the 
ratio of THC to the weight of a product intended for oral consumption; 
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(g) Requirements for record keeping by marijuana establishments; 
 
(h) Reasonable restrictions on signage, marketing, display, and advertising; 
  
(i) Procedures for the collection of taxes, fees, and penalties imposed by this 
chapter; 
 
(j) Procedures and requirements to enable the transfer of a license for a marijuana 
establishment to another qualified person and to enable a licensee to move the location 
of its establishment to another suitable location; 
 
(k) Procedures and requirements to enable a dual licensee to operate medical marijuana 
establishments and marijuana establishments at the same location; 
 
(l) Procedures to establish the fair market value at wholesale of marijuana; and 
 
(m) Civil penalties for the failure to comply with any regulation adopted pursuant to this 
section or for any violation of the provisions of NRS 453D.300. 
 
The Department shall approve or deny applications for licenses pursuant to NRS 
453D.210.  
 

14. NRS 453D.200(6)  mandates also that the  DOT  "conduct  a  background  check  of   

each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license 

applicant.”  

15. The provisions of the 2016 ballot initiative and NRS 453D which are presently in  

effect, with the exception of NRS 453D.205 are identical.  

16. NRS 453D.205 provides as follows: 

1. When  conducting  a  background  check  pursuant  to  subsection  6  of  NRS 
453D.200, the Department may require each prospective owner, officer and board 
member  of a marijuana establishment license applicant to submit a complete set of 
fingerprints and  written permission authorizing the Department to forward the 
fingerprints to the Central Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for 
submission to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its report. 

 
2.   When determining the criminal history of a person pursuant to paragraph (c) of 
subsection 1 of  NRS 453D.300, a marijuana establishment may require the person to 
submit to the Department a complete set of fingerprints and written permission 
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authorizing the Department to forward the fingerprints to the Central Repository for 
Nevada Records of Criminal History for submission to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation for its report. 

 

17. NRS  453D.210 (4)-(6) (Acceptance  of  applications  for  licensing;  priority  in   

licensing; conditions for approval  of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail 

marijuana stores; competing applications), provides in pertinent part: 

4.  Upon   receipt   of   a   complete   marijuana   establishment   license application, the  
Department shall, within 90 days: 
 

(a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is approved. 
 

(b) Send a notice of rejection setting forth the reasons why the Department did not  
     approve the license application. 
 

5.   The Department shall approve a license application if: 
 

(a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an application in compliance 
with regulations adopted by the Department and the application fee required pursuant 
to  NRS 453D.230; 

(b)  The physical address where the proposed marijuana establishment will operate is 
owned by the applicant or the applicant has the written permission of the property 
owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that property; 

(c) The property is not located within: 
 

(1) One thousand feet of a public or private school that provides formal education 
traditionally associated with preschool or kindergarten through grade 12 and that 
existed on the date on which the application for the proposed marijuana 
establishment was submitted to the Department; 
 
(2) Three hundred feet of a community facility that existed on the date on which 
the application for the proposed marijuana establishment was submitted to the 
Department; or 
 
(3)  If the proposed marijuana establishment will be located in a county whose 
population is 100,000 or more, 1,500 feet of an establishment that holds a 
nonrestricted gaming license described in subsection 1 or 2 of NRS 463.0177 and 
that existed on the date on which the application for the proposed marijuana 
establishment was submitted to the Department; 
 

006763



 

 
 

 

 
 

Page 12 of 29 
 

 
 
 

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 

(d) The proposed marijuana establishment is a proposed retail marijuana store and there  
are not more than: 

 
(1) Eighty licenses already issued in a county with a population greater than      

700,000; 
(2) Twenty licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  

700,000 but more than 100,000; 
 

(3) Four licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  
100,000 but more than 55,000; 
 

(4) Two licenses already issued in a county with a population that is less than  
55,000; 

 
(5) Upon request of a county government, the Department may issue retail  

marijuana store licenses in that county in addition to the number otherwise 
allowed pursuant to this paragraph; 
 

(e) The locality in which the proposed marijuana establishment will be located does not  
affirm to the Department that the proposed marijuana establishment will be in 
violation of zoning or land use rules adopted by the locality; and 
 

(f) The persons who are proposed to be owners, officers, or board members of the  
proposed marijuana establishment: 
 

(1) Have not been convicted of an excluded felony offense; and 
 
(2) Have not served as an owner, officer, or board member for a medical marijuana 
establishment or a marijuana establishment that has had its registration certificate or license 
revoked. 
 
6. When competing applications are submitted for a proposed retail marijuana store within a 
single county, the Department shall use an impartial and numerically scored competitive 
bidding process to determine which application or applications among those competing will 
be approved. (emphasis added).  
 

18. On  November  8,  2016,  by  Executive  Order  2017-02,  Governor  Brian  Sandoval  

established a Task Force comprised of 19 people in order to offer suggestions and proposals for 

legislative, regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing the approved ballot 

initiative, which included the recommendation that "the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana  
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establishment and the impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be 

maintained as in the medical marijuana program except for a change in how local jurisdictions 

participate in selection of locations." 

19. During the 2017 legislative session, Assembly Bill 422 transferred all responsibility for  

regulating marijuana establishments to the DOT, and on or about February 27, 2018, the DOT 

adopted its own regulations governing the issuance, suspension, or revocation of retail 

recreational marijuana licenses, which were codified in NAC 453D (the "Regulations"). 

20. The Regulations for licensing were to be "directly and demonstrably related to the  

operation of a marijuana establishment." NRS 453D.200(1)(b)(emphasis added), and such 

directive was taken from the ballot initiative langage. 

 REGULATIONS AND THE LICENSING APPLICATION PROCESS 

21. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) of  

Adopted  Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 ("R092-17"), the 

DOT was thereby responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana stores "to 

jurisdictions  within  each  county  and  to  the  unincorporated  area  of  the  county proportionally 

based on the population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated area of the county.” 

22. The DOT issued notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought  

applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  Plaintiff holds a certificate as a medical 

marijuana cultivation facility. 

23. The DOT posted the original license application on its website and released the  
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application for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on or about July 6, 2018, which 

required, amongst other information, disclosure of an actual physical address for each 

establishment. 

24. The DOT published a revised license application on or about July 30, 2018 making  

substantive revisions, including but not necessarily limited to the requirement that applicants 

prove ownership or written permission of owner for the proposed marijuana establishment 

property, eliminating the physical address of the prospective establishment requirement, which 

was not publicly available and was only disseminated to some but not all of the applicants via a 

DOT listserv.   

25. Upon information and belief, these changes occurred within the DOT and were not made  

available for public comment or review prior to publishing. These revisions were also not 

correlated to any amendments in the Approved Regulations or NRS Chapter 453D. 

26. The application period for the submission of retail recreational marijuana licenses ran  

from September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018 and the DOT received a total of 462 

applications during this time.  

27. When competing applications for licenses were submitted, as was the scenario based on  

the number of applications received during  the application period, the DOT was legally required 

to use "an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process" to determine successful 

license applicants. NRS 453D.210(6). 

28. Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one "complete"  

application in compliance with the Regulations and NRS 453D, the DOT was required to "rank 

the applications... in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of [NAC 
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453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to..." several enumerated 

factors, which was the case based on the application period.  

29. The factors  set  forth  in  NAC  453D.272(1)  used  to  rank  competing  applications  

and also to prevent “monopolistic practices” (collectively, the "Factors") are: 

a. Whether  the  owners,  officers  or  board  members  have  experience operating 
another  kind of business that has given them experience which is applicable to 
the operation of a marijuana establishment; 

 
b. The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed  

                 marijuana establishment; 
 

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members of the  
       proposed marijuana establishment; 

 
    d. The financial  plan and  resources  of the applicant,  both  liquid and illiquid; 

 
e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, quality and    

 safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 
 

f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, 
including, without limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State 
or its political subdivisions, by the applicant or the owners, officers or board 
members of the proposed marijuana establishment; 
 

g. Whether  the  owners,  officers  or  board  members  of  the  proposed marijuana 
establishment have direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana 
establishment or marijuana establishment in this State and have demonstrated a 
record of operating such an establishment in compliance with the laws and 
regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success; 

 
h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in 

operating the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a 
license; and 

 
i. Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

 
30. NAC 453D.255 enacted by Defendant DOT in contravention of NRS Chapter 453D and  

implemented by various employees, agents, and/or contractors of the DOT, provides as follows: 
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Except as otherwise required in subsection 2, the requirements of this chapter 
concerning owners of marijuana establishments only apply to a person with an 
aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment. 

 
31. If, in the judgment of the Department, the public interest will be served by requiring any  

owner with an ownership interest of less than 5 percent in a marijuana establishment to comply 

with any provisions of this chapter concerning owners of marijuana establishments, the 

Department will notify that owner and he or she must comply with those provisions. 

32. Defendant DOT also enacted NAC 453D.258, NAC 453D.260, NAC 453D.265, NAC  

453D.268 and NAC 453D.272. These administrated codes enforced by the employees and  

agents, and department personnel established the procedures for recreational application process, 

to be charged for applying, fees to be charged for applying if the applicant holds a medical 

marijuana establishment registration certificate, and the ranking of applications if the DOT. 

received more than one application for a retail marijuana license. 

33. The original application published by the DOT described how applications were to be  

scored, dividing scoring criteria into identified criteria and non-identified criteria. The Approved 

Regulations included a point values system that had a possible 250 total points. 

34. The application provided that "[applications that have not demonstrated a sufficient  

response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional [unspecified, unpublished] 

criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not move forward win the 

application process." (emphasis added). 

35. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DOT to determine that an application is "complete and  

in compliance" with the provisions of NAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing criteria 

set forth therein and the provisions of voter approved initiative and NRS 453D. 
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36. The DOT was responsible for issuing conditional licenses to applicants whose score and  

rank were high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of the allocated licenses in 

accordance with the impartial allocation process mandated by NRS 453D.210 by December 5, 

2018. 

37. The DOT identified, hired, and internally trained eight temporary employees to review  

and grade the applications allegedly in accordance with the applicable code and statutes, including 

NRS 453D, to purportedly establish a fair and impartial analysis and system for grading all 

complete applications. 

PLAINTIFF’S APPLICATION AND SUBSEQUENT PROCEEDINGS 

38. Plaintiff submitted an application to the DOT for conditional licenses for Recreational  

Marijuana Establishments in order to own and operate recreational marijuana retail stores in 

compliance with the specified, published requirements of DOT regulations together with the 

required application fee in accordance with NRS 453D.210 for Las Vegas. 

39. Plaintiff's applications identified its prospective owners, members, and/or board  

members for background check pursuant to the requirements of NRS 453D.200(6). 

40. Plaintiff identified in its application, addresses for the proposed recreational  

marijuana establishment it intended to operate, also pursuant NRS 453D.210(5). 

41. Plaintiff was subsequently informed by a general letter from the DOT that its applications  

to operate any recreational marijuana retail store was denied "because it did not achieve a score 

high enough to receive an available license..." within the applicable jurisdiction for which it 

proposed a location.  

42. Plaintiff’s denial letter contained no additional information regarding its scoring, scores  
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received in various categories, or any additional information in order to assess its position. 

43. On or about May 24, 2019, upon information and belief the Honorable Elizabeth  

Gonzalez commenced an extensive evidentiary hearing concerning a motion for preliminary 

injunction brought by an unrelated group of applicants who were also denied a conditional 

licenses for retail marijuana facilities in Nevada, against the DOT. Successful applicants also 

participated in the evidentiary hearing, as intervenor defendants. The hearing concluded on 

August 16, 2019.   

44. On August 23, 2019, Judge Gonzalez  entered findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law  

regarding the substantial evidentiary hearing. See Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law  

Granting Preliminary Injunction, filed August 23, 2019, Clark County District Court Case No. A-

19-786962-B.   

45. Judge Gonzalez found that based on the evidence presented, that the DOT undertook no  

effort to determine if the applications were in fact “complete and in compliance.”  Id., ¶37. 

46. Additionally, Judge Gonzalez also found that the DOT did not make any “effort to verify  

owners, officers or board members…” Id. at ¶38. 

47. Judge Gonzalez also found that the DOT created its own Regulation that modified the  

mandatory language of NRS 453D.200(6) requiring “a background check of each prospective 

owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant” and made no 

attempt in the application process to verify that the applicant’s complied with the mandatory 

language of the BQ2 or even the impermissibly modified language.”  Id., ¶¶40-41. 

48. Judge Gonzalez also found that the evidence established that the DOT failed to properly  
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train the temporary employees hired to review and grade the applications/applicants, and that it 

similarly failed to establish any quality assurance or quality control of the grading performed. Id. 

at ¶¶ 78-79. 

49. Further upon information and belief, due to evidence presented, the DOT improperly  

issued conditional licenses to applicants who did not properly disclose a physical address for the 

actual location of all proposed retail recreational marijuana establishments. 

50. Further upon information and belief the DOT failed to implement regulations, procedures  

and protocols that would have ensured a fair and impartial grading, consideration, and award of 

recreational marijuana licenses within the State of Nevada.  

51. Additionally, at the evidentiary hearing, testimony and/or evidence was presented that  

also suggests persons within the DOT potentially committed violations of NRS 281A, which sets 

for a code of ethical standards for government employees. As such, upon information and belief, 

the violations of NRS 281A committed by employees within the DOT, including but not 

necessarily limited to Jorge Pupo, led to the improper scoring and/or the impermissible 

implementation of procedures and/or policies that directly led to the denial of Plaintiff’s 

application. 

52. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s flawed scoring system, inconsistent processes,  

and additional improper conduct, the DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s applications was not based upon 

actual implementation of an impartial and objective scoring and bidding process as mandated by 

NRS 453D.210, but was instead based upon the arbitrary and capricious exercise of administrative 

power, that failed to actually implement training, review, policies, and procedures that were 

otherwise legally mandated by statutory authority.  
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53. Upon information and belief, by revising the application on July 30, 2018, eliminating  

the requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational 

marijuana establishment, and selectively choosing to communicate this information, the DOT 

limited the ability of the temporary employees to adequately assess graded criteria such as (i) 

prohibited proximity to schools and certain other public facilities, (ii) impact on the community, 

(iii) security, (iv) building plans and (v) other material considerations prescribed by the 

regulations, which led to flawed scoring and/or incomplete applications. 

53. Upon information and belief, if an applicant's disclosure in its application of its owners, 

officers, and board members did not match the DOT's records, the DOT permitted the grading, 

and in some cases, awarded a conditional license. 

54. Upon information and belief, the DOT's determination that only owners of a 5% or  

greater interest in the business were required to submit information on the application was an 

impermissible regulatory modification of BQ2 and violated Article 19, Section 3 of the Nevada 

Constitution, and improperly impacted the scoring/grading of applicants, and/or the award of 

conditional licenses to successful applicants. 

55. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) as it applied to  

the marijuana establishment license application process regarding was an unconstitutional 

modification of BQ2, which was presented to the voters of Nevada. 

56. Upon information and belief, the numerous failures of the DOT to implement the  

mandatory provisions of NRS 453D.200(6), impermissible modification and of statutory 

language, collective improprieties regarding the applications including its modification in July 

2018, the lack of training and other personal relationship fatally impacted the overall scoring and 
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bid process to award recreational marijuana licenses, and resulted in the denial of Plaintiff’s 

application. 

57. The DOT did not comply with NRS 453D by requiring applicants to provide  

information for each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify ownership of 

applicants who applying for retail recreational marijuana licenses. 

58. Upon information and belief, the DOT's inclusion of the diversity category in the  

factors was implemented in a way that created a process which was subject to manipulation and/or 

inconsistent consideration by applicants, and/or the DOT, which was further compounded by the 

DOT’s insufficient training of temporary employees hired to grade the applications. 

59. Upon information and belief the DOT's scoring process was impacted by personal  

relationships, improper conduct, and/or inconsistent application of the requirements of the law in 

decisions related to the requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing 

applicants. 

60. Upon information and belief, due to the DOT's conduct including impermissible  

modifications and violations of NRS 453 et seq. Plaintiff was unconstitutionally denied 

recreational marijuana licenses.  

61. The DOT's constitutional violations and refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff  

has resulted in, and continues to create, irreparable harm to Plaintiff. 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF  

(Declaratory Relief) 

62. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 
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63. A  justiciable  controversy  exists between Plaintiff and Defendant DOT that  warrants   

a  declaratory  judgment  pursuant  to Nevada's Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 

to 30.160, inclusive. 

64. Plaintiff and Defendant have adverse and/or competing interests as the DOT, through  

its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied the application that violates Plaintiff's 

Constitutional Rights, Nevada law, and State policy, and involve a derogation of Defendant’s 

duties pursuant to applicable law and regulation 

65. The DOT's refusal to issue Plaintiff a conditional license affects Plaintiff's rights afforded  

by NRS 453D, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

66. The DOT's  improper conduct and inconsistent and ranking  of  other  applicants  for  a   

recreational  marijuana establishment license and the DOT's subsequent, improper issuance of 

conditional licenses also affects the rights of Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, and other 

Nevada laws and regulations. 

67. The DOT's actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable controversy  

ripe for  judicial  determination  between  Plaintiff and  the DOT  with  respect  to  the construction, 

interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, as  to  Plaintiff.  Plaintiff has  been  harmed,  

and  will  continue to be harmed,  by Defendants’ actions.  

68. The  DOT's  actions  and/or  inactions  failed  to  appropriately  address  the  necessary  

considerations and intent of both the Initiative and NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict 

monopolies. 

69. On August 23, 2019, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez, in Case  
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No. A-19-786962-B, issued an Order Granting Preliminary Injunction enjoining the DOT "from 

conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about December 2018 

who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer and board member as 

required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits." 

70. Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The Department improperly denied Plaintiff conditional licenses for the  
      operation for a recreational marijuana establishments; 

 
b. The denial of conditional licenses to Plaintiff is void ab initio; 

 
c. The procedures employed in the denial violated Plaintiff's procedural, 

substantive due process rights and equal protection rights under the Nevada and 
United States Constitutions and therefore, the denial is void and unenforceable; 

 
d. The denial violates Plaintiff's substantive due process rights and equal protection 

rights under the Nevada and United States Constitutions and, therefore, the 
denial is void and unenforceable; 

 
e. Defendant acted in contravention of a legal duty and Plaintiff is therefore entitled 

to a writ of mandamus; 
 

f. Plaintiff is entitled to judicial review; and 
 

g. The DOT's denial lacked substantial evidence. 
 

 
71. Plaintiff  also  seeks  a  declaration  from  this  Court  that  the  DOT  must  revoke  the 

conditional licenses of those applicants whose applications are not in compliance with 

Nevada law.  

72. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must issue Plaintiff 

conditional licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishments applied 

for. 
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73. Plaintiff asserts and contends that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and proper 

at this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and 

liabilities of the Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other 

Nevada laws and regulations. 

74. Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees and costs. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

75. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

76. Plaintiff is a party to a proceeding with the DOT—specifically, the submission, review,  

scoring, and ranking of applications for and issuance of recreational marijuana dispensary 

licenses—and have been damaged and irreparably aggrieved by the DOT’s conduct and decisions. 

77. As set forth herein, 

a. The Department failed to comply with NRS 453D.210(4)(b) and Section 91(4) of 

the Approved Regulations; 

b. The Department’s scoring and ranking of the applications submitted for 

recreational dispensary licenses between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 

5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018 was arbitrary, capricious, unlawful, clearly 

erroneous, and in excess of the Department’s jurisdiction; 

c. The Department’s denial and award of Conditional Licenses for recreational 

dispensaries was unlawful, clearly erroneous, arbitrary, capricious, and in excess 

of the Department’s jurisdiction; and 
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d. The Department’s misconduct and failure to properly administer the application 

process denied Plaintiffs of due process and equal protection as guaranteed by 

the Nevada Constitution. 

78. Under NRS 233B.010, et seq., Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to Judicial Review 

of the Department’s decision by which they were denied the rights and privileges afforded to them 

by Nevada law. 

79. Neither NRS 453D or NAC 453D provides for any right or procedure to appeal or  

review the decision denying an application for a recreational marijuana license, as such, judicial 

review is the appropriate means of seeking relief.  

80. Accordingly, Plaintiff petitions this Court for Judicial Review of the all of the  

proceedings at the Department whereby the applications for recreational Dispensary licenses were 

reviewed, scored, and ranked, and demand that the entire record of the proceeding (for each and 

every application submitted by Plaintiff, the Denied Applicants, and the Successful Applicants) 

be transmitted in accordance with NRS 233B.131. 

81. Further after Judicial Review, Plaintiff seeks an order remanding this matter back to the  

DOT for review, reissuance, and/or any other relief deemed appropriate by this Court to rectify 

Plaintiff’s aggrieved position.  

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Certiorari) 

82. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 
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83. The Department has exceeded its jurisdiction to review, score, and rank applications 

for recreational marijuana dispensary licenses and to issue conditional recreational dispensary 

licenses by, amongst other things: 

a. Employing and failing to properly train temporary employees to conduct the review, 

scoring, and ranking of applications; 

b. Failing to ensure uniformity in the assessment of the applications and the 

assignment of scores to various categories of information in the applications; 

c. Allowing the license application process to be corrupted by unfairly favoring 

certain applicants over others and by eliminating categories of information from 

the license application despite such categories being required under the 

Approved Regulations and/or NRS Chapter 453D; 

d. Adding a new category of information to the license application after issuing the 

Notice for license application submissions without providing adequate notice to 

the license applicants; 

e. Improperly omitting or destroying incident reports and/or other evidence of 

statutory or regulatory infractions by licensees; 

f. Failing to inform the Plaintiffs/Petitioners of the specific reasons for the denial of 

their applications; 

g. Improperly communicating with certain licensees (or their counsel) regarding the 

application process;  

h. Impermissibly creating a Regulation that modified the mandatory Initiative provision 

regarding background checks; 
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g. Failing to carry out mandatory provisions of NRS 453D.200(6); and 

h. acting in an arbitrary and capricious manner in evaluating, reviewing, scoring and 

ranking applicants, and issuing conditional recreational marijuana dispensary licenses. 

84. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied any appeal rights of aggrieved parties  

regarding the issuance of licenses, and therefore Plaintiff has no plain, speedy or adequate remedy 

for addressing the DOT’s improper conduct. 

85. Plaintiff petitions this Court for a writ of certiorari regarding the DOT’s reviewing,  

scoring, and ranking of Plaintiff’s applications for recreational marijuana dispensary licenses, and 

that this Court undertake such review of the DOT’s conduct as it deems necessary and appropriate 

86. Plaintiff also requests that the Court order the DOT to provide the complete record of the  

Department’s proceeding with respect to the Plaintiff’s applications for recreational marijuana 

dispensary licenses. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

87. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

88. The DOT failed to perform an act which the law mandates it to perform; 

specifically, 

a. Use of an using an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process 

to evaluate license applications and issue licenses in compliance with Nevada 

laws and regulations; and 

b. Preservation of public records and other evidence not subject to the Preservation 
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Order. 

89. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied a right to appeal the licensing 

decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law 

to correct the failure to perform the acts required by law. 

90. The Plaintiffs/Petitioners therefore petition this Court to issue a writ of mandamus to 

the DOT compelling it to issue a new Notice for recreational Dispensary license applications 

and to conduct the scoring and ranking of such applications in accordance with Nevada law and 

the Approved Regulations. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

91. Plaintiff repeats, restates, and hereby re-alleges all preceding paragraphs, as though  

fully set forth herein. 

92. The DOT has issued conditional recreational marijuana dispensary licenses in excess of 

its jurisdiction by, among other things: (1) eliminating key categories of information from the 

application (despite the Approved Regulations and NRS Chapter 453D requiring that the 

Department consider such information); (2) by adding a new category of information to the 

application after it issued its Notice for license applications and failing to adequately inform 

license applicants of this new category of information; and (3) failing to comply with NRS 

Chapter 453D and the Approved Regulations related to dispensary licensing; 

93. Upon information and belief, the DOT has denied a right to appeal the licensing 
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decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law 

to correct the failure of the DOT to lawfully and impartially, review core, and rank license 

applications as detailed herein. 

94. Plaintiff therefore petitions the Court to issue a writ of prohibition which prohibits the  

Department from issuing and/or recognizing any new recreational Dispensary licenses 

(conditional or final) for applicants who submitted a license application between 8:00 a.m. on 

September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 

1.    For declaratory relief set forth above; 

2.   For a continuation of the preliminary injunction enjoining the enforcement of the denial; 

3.   For judicial review of the record and history on which the denial was based; 

4. Writ of certiorari ordering review of the DOT’s entire process regarding applications 

submitted between September 7, 2018 and September 20, 2018;   

5. For issuance of a writ of mandamus; 

6. For the issuance of a writ of prohibition; 

7. Any other relief that the court deems necessary and proper. 

   DATED this 7th day of February, 2020 

 

/s/ Jeffery A. Bendavid, Esq. 

JEFFERY A. BENDAVID, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 6220 
STEPHANIE J. SMITH, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 11280 
BENDAVID LAW 

7301 Peak Dr., Suite 150 
Las Vegas, NV 89128 
Attorneys for Defendant, Strive Wellness of Nevada, LLC 
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PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5254 
pete@christiansenlaw.com 
WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 13662 
wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com 
CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
810 S. Casino Center Blvd., Suite 104 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 240-7979 
Facsimile: (866) 412-6992 
Attorneys for Qualcan, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE: D.O.T. Case No.:  A-19-787004-B 

Dept. No.:  XI 
 
Consolidated with: 
  A-19-787035-C 
  A-18-785818-W 
  A-18-786357-W 
  A-19-786962-B 
  A-19-787540-W 
  A-19-787726-C 
  A-19-801416-B  
 

 

 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

QUALCAN, LLC, Plaintiff in Case No. A-19-801416-B, a Nevada limited liability 

company, by and through its attorneys of record, PETER CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. and 

WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. of CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES hereby complain and 

allege against DEFENDANTS, in their official and personal capacities, as follows:  

I.  

PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff QUALCAN, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability company and 

does business in the State of Nevada, County of Clark.   

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/11/2020 4:11 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (“DOT”) is 

an agency of the State of Nevada.  The DOT is responsible for licensing and regulating retail 

marijuana businesses in Nevada through its Marijuana Enforcement Division.   

3. Upon information and belief, Defendant CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis 

Marketplace, Thrive, and/or Cheyenne Medical. 

4. Upon information and belief, Defendant CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Canna Straz, and/or 

Circle S. 

5. Upon information and belief, Defendant CLEAR RIVER, LLC is a Nevada limited 

liability company doing business under the fictitious names United States Marijuana Company, 

United States Medical Marijuana, Nevada Medical Marijuana, Clear River Wellness, Clear River 

Infused, Nevada Made Marijuana, Greenwolf Nevada, Farm Direct Weed, Atomicrockz, and/or 

Giddystick. 

6. Upon information and belief, Defendant COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C. 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis 

Marketplace, LivFree Las Vegas, and/or Commerce Park Medical. 

7. Upon information and belief, Defendant DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Deep Root Harvest. 

8. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE HENDERSON LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence Cannabis 

Dispensary. 

9. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE TROPICANA LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence. 

10. Upon information and belief, Defendant EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Eureka NewGen 

Farms. 
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11. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Provision. 

12. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREENMART OF NEVADA LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Health for Life. 

13. Upon information and belief, Defendant HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 

CENTER, INC. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious names Cannacare, 

Green Heaven Nursery, and/or Helping Hands Wellness Center. 

14. Upon information and belief, Defendant LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Zenleaf, Siena, 

Encore Cannabis, Bentley Blunts, Einstein Extracts, Encore Company, and/or Siena Cannabis. 

15. Upon information and belief, Defendant NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names The Source and/or 

The Source Dispensary. 

16. Upon information and belief, Defendant POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C. 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Polaris MMJ. 

17. Upon information and belief, Defendant PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Green Heart 

and/or Pure Tonic. 

18. Upon information and belief, Defendant TRNVP098 LLC is a Nevada limited 

liability company doing business under the fictitious names Grassroots and/or Taproot Labs. 

19. Upon information and belief, Defendant WELLNESS CONNECTION OF 

NEVADA LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name 

Cultivate Dispensary 

20. The true names of DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through 

X, their citizenship and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate, partnership or 

otherwise, are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore alleges that each of the Defendants, 

designated as DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, are, or may be, 

legally responsible for the events referred to in this action, and caused damages to Plaintiff, as 
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herein alleged, and Plaintiff will ask leave of this Court to amend the Complaint to insert the true 

names and capacities of such Defendant, when the same have been ascertained, and to join them 

in this action, together with the proper charges and allegations. 

21. DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, are or may be, 

qualified holders of Medical Marijuana Establishment (“MME”) Certificates, who submitted an 

application to operate a recreational retail marijuana establishment to the DOT between 

September 7, 2018 and September 20, 2018, and are attempting to circumvent the Order Granting 

Preliminary Injunction of August 23, 2019 by Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth 

Gonzalez, in Case No. A-19-786962-B, as well as abrogate the prior ranking by the DOT with 

regard to its issuance of conditional licenses.  

II.  

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

22. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to NRS 4.370(1)(a), NRS 30, and 

because the acts and omissions complained of herein occurred and caused harm within Clark 

County, Nevada. Further, the amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00. 

23. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to NRS 13.020(2)-(3).  

III. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

24. The Nevada Constitution, Article 19, Section 2 allows Nevada voters to amend 

Nevada’s Constitution or enact legislation through the initiative process and precludes 

amendment or modification of a voter-initiated law for three years.   

25. In 2016, the initiative for the legalization of recreational marijuana was presented 

to Nevada voters by way of Ballot Question 2 (“BQ2”), known as the “Regulation and Taxation 

of Marijuana Act”, which proposed an amendment of the Nevada Revised Statutes as follows:  
 

Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to allow a person, 21 years old 
or older, to purchase, cultivate, possess, or consume a certain amount of 
marijuana or concentrated marijuana, as well as manufacture, possess, use, 
transport, purchase, distribute, or sell marijuana paraphernalia; impose a 15 
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percent excise tax on wholesale sales of marijuana; require the regulation and 
licensing of marijuana cultivators, testing facilities, distributors, suppliers, 
and retailers; and provide for certain criminal penalties? 

26. BQ2 was enacted by the Nevada Legislature and is codified at NRS 453D.  

27. NRS 453D.020 (Findings and declarations) provides: 
 

1.  In the interest of public health and public safety, and in order to better 
focus state and local law enforcement resources on crimes involving violence 
and personal property, the People of the State of Nevada find and declare that 
the use of marijuana should be legal for persons 21 years of age or older, and 
its cultivation and sale should be regulated similar to other legal businesses. 
2.  The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the cultivation 
and sale of marijuana should be taken from the domain of criminals and be 
regulated under a controlled system, where businesses will be taxed and the 
revenue will be dedicated to public education and the enforcement of the 
regulations of this chapter. 
3.  The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be 
regulated in a manner similar to alcohol so that: 
      (a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by 
the State of Nevada; 
      (b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to 
confirm that the business owners and the business location are suitable to 
produce or sell marijuana; 
      (c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling 
marijuana will be strictly controlled through state licensing and regulation; 
      (d) Selling or giving marijuana to persons under 21 years of age shall 
remain illegal; 
      (e) Individuals will have to be 21 years of age or older to purchase 
marijuana; 
      (f) Driving under the influence of marijuana will remain illegal; and 
      (g) Marijuana sold in the State will be tested and labeled. 

28. NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of 

marijuana establishments; information about consumers) provides: 
 

1.  Not later than January 1, 2018, the Department shall adopt all 
regulations necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this 
chapter. The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana 
establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 
operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall include: 
      (a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of 
a license to operate a marijuana establishment; 
      (b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably 
related to the operation of a marijuana establishment; 
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… 
2.  The Department shall approve or deny applications for licenses 
pursuant to NRS 453D.210. (emphasis added).  

29. NRS 453D.200(6) mandates the DOT to “conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant.” 

30. NRS 453D.210 (Acceptance of applications for licensing; priority in licensing; 

conditions for approval of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail marijuana 

stores; competing applications), provides in pertinent part: 
 

4.  Upon receipt of a complete marijuana establishment license application, 
the Department shall, within 90 days: 
      (a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is approved. 
… 
5.  The Department shall approve a license application if: 
      (a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an 
application in compliance with regulations adopted by the Department and 
the application fee required pursuant to NRS 453D.230; 
… 
6.  When competing applications are submitted for a proposed retail 
marijuana store within a single county, the Department shall use an 
impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process to determine 
which application or applications among those competing will be approved. 
(emphasis added).  

31. On November 8, 2016, by Executive Order 2017-02, Governor Brian Sandoval 

established a Task Force composed of 19 members to offer suggestions and proposals for 

legislative, regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing BQ2.  

32. The Task Force recommended that “the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana 

establishment and the impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be 

maintained as in the medical marijuana program except for a change in how local jurisdictions 

participate in selection of locations.”  

33. During the 2017 legislative session, Assembly Bill 422 transferred responsibility 

for the registration, licensing and regulation of marijuana establishments to the DOT.  

34. On February 27, 2018, the DOT adopted regulations governing the issuance, 

suspension, or revocation of retail recreational marijuana licenses, which were codified in NAC 

453D (the “Regulations”). 
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35. The Regulations for licensing were to be “directly and demonstrably related to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment.” NRS 453D.200(1)(b).    

36. NRS 453D.200(1) provides, in part, “[t]he regulations must not prohibit the 

operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 

operation unreasonably impracticable.” 

37. The limitation of “unreasonably impracticable” in NRS 453D.200(1) applies to the 

Regulations adopted by the DOT, not the mandatory language of BQ2. 

38. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) 

of Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 (“R092-17”), the 

DOT was responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana stores “to jurisdictions 

within each county and to the unincorporated area of the county proportionally based on the 

population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated area of the county.” 

B. The Licensing Applications  

39. The DOT issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought 

applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  

40. The DOT posted the license application on its website and released the application 

for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on July 6, 2018, which required disclosure of 

an actual physical address for each establishment.   

41. The DOT published a revised license application on July 30, 2018 eliminating the 

physical address requirement, which was not publicly available and was only disseminated to 

some but not all of the applicants via a DOT listserv.   

42. The application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from 

September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018.  

43. As of September 20, 2018, the DOT received a total of 462 applications.   

44. Where competing applications for licenses were submitted, the DOT was required 

to use “an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process” to determine successful 

license applicants. NRS 453D.210(6). 
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45. Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one “complete” 

application in compliance with the Regulations and NRS 453D, the DOT was required to “rank 

the applications… in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of [NAC 

453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to…” several enumerated 

factors.  

46. The factors set forth in NAC 453D.272(1) used to rank competing applications 

(collectively, the “Factors”) are: 

a. Whether the owners, officers or board members have experience operating another 

kind of business that has given them experience which is applicable to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment; 

b. The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana 

establishment; 

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members of the 

proposed marijuana establishment; 

d. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and illiquid; 

e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, quality and 

safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 

f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, including, 

without limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State or its 

political subdivisions, by the applicant or the owners, officers or board members 

of the proposed marijuana establishment; 

g. Whether the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana 

establishment have direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana 

establishment or marijuana establishment in this State and have demonstrated a 

record of operating such an establishment in compliance with the laws and 

regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success; 

h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in operating 

the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a license; and 
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i. Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

47. The application published by the DOT described how applications were to be 

scored, dividing scoring criteria into identified criteria and non-identified criteria.  

48. The application provided that “[a]pplications that have not demonstrated a 

sufficient response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional [unspecified, 

unpublished] criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not move 

forward win the application process.” (emphasis added).  

49. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DOT to determine that an application is “complete 

and in compliance” with the provisions of NAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing 

criteria set forth therein and the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D. 

50. No later than December 5, 2018, the DOT was responsible for issuing conditional 

licenses to those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded 

one of the allocated licenses in accordance with the impartial bidding process mandated by NRS 

453D.210.   

51. The DOT identified, hired, and trained eight individuals as temporary employees 

to grade the applications in accordance with the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D.     

52. The DOT allocated licenses throughout the State of Nevada, as follows: ten (10) 

for unincorporated Clark County, ten (10) for Clark County-Las Vegas, six (6) for Clark County-

Henderson, five (5) for Clark County-North Las Vegas, six (6) for Washoe County-Reno, one (1) 

for Washoe County-Sparks, one (1) for Nye County, two (2) for Carson City, two (2) for Douglas 

County, one (1) for Elko County, two (2) for Esmeralda County, two (2) for Eureka County, two 

(2) for Humboldt County, two (2) for  Lander County, one (1) for Lincoln County, one (1) for 

Lyon County, two (2) for Mineral County, one (1) for Pershing County, two (2) for Storey County, 

and two (2) for White Pine County. 

53. The foregoing licenses were awarded to Defendants CHEYENNE MEDICAL, 

LLC, CIRCLE S. FARMS, LLC, CLEAR RIVER, LLC, COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL 

L.L.C., DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, ESSENCE HENDERSON LLC, ESSENCE 

TROPICANA, LLC, EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC, 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA, LLC, HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., LONE 

MOUNTAIN PARTNERS LLC, NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC, POLARIS 

WELLNESS CENTER, L.L.C., PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC, TRNVP098, and 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC (hereinafter “Defendant Applicants”).  

54. Upon information and belief, Defendant Applicants failed to submit applications 

which were complete and compliant with the provisions of NRS 453D and NAC 453D; failed to  

disclose actual physical address for proposed retail recreational marijuana establishment; failed 

to disclose all officers, owners, and board members for the requisite background check; submitted 

more than one identical application in the same jurisdiction with the intent of receiving more than 

one conditional license in that jurisdiction; and/or took measures to artificially inflate their score 

in the grading process utilized by the DOT in ranking applicants. 

C. Plaintiff’s Applications 

55. Plaintiff submitted applications to the DOT for a conditional license to own and 

operate recreational marijuana retail stores in Nevada.   

56. Plaintiff’s applications were in compliance with the specified, published 

requirements of DOT regulations, and were submitted together with the required application fee 

in accordance with NRS 453D.210. 

57. Plaintiff’s applications identified each prospective owner, officer, and board 

member for background check pursuant to NRS 453D.200(6). 

58. Plaintiff secured and identified in its applications a physical addresses for each and 

every proposed recreational marijuana establishment it intended to operate.  

59. Plaintiff was informed by letter from the DOT that its applications to operate 

recreational marijuana retail stores were denied “because it did not achieve a score high enough 

to receive an available license.” 

60. Pursuant to the DOT’s 2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and 

Rankings, as revised at 4pm on May 14, 2019, Plaintiff was ranked seventh (7) for Clark County 

– Henderson, eleventh (11) for Clark County – Las Vegas, ninth (9) for Clark County – North 
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Las Vegas, thirteenth (13) for Clark County – Unincorporated, third (3) for Elko County, and 

eighth (8) for Washoe County - Reno. See Exhibit 1, attached hereto.   

61. The DOT improperly issued conditional licenses to Defendant Applicants who, 

upon information and belief, did not identify each prospective owner, officer and board member, 

including: Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Lone Mountain Partners, LLC, Nevada Organic 

Remedies, LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC.   

62. Upon information and belief, the DOT issued conditional licenses to Defendant 

Applicants who did not disclose in their application an actual physical address for proposed retail 

recreational marijuana establishment.    

63. Upon information and belief, the DOT improperly issued more than one 

conditional license in the same jurisdiction to certain Defendant Applicants. 

64. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s license applications 

was not properly based upon actual implementation of the impartial and objective competitive 

bidding process mandated by NRS 453D.210, but based upon the arbitrary and capricious exercise 

of administrative partiality and favoritism.   

65. Upon information and belief, the temporary employees hired by the DOT were 

inadequately and improperly trained regarding the scoring process, leading to an unfair scoring 

process.   

66. Upon information and belief, the DOT issued conditional licenses to applicants 

who were known by the DOT to have violated the criminal laws of the State of Nevada by having 

sold marijuana to minors and nonetheless, at the behest of these applicants, their attorneys and/or 

agents made the supervisory Department of Taxation personnel in charge of the licensing process, 

and at said supervisory personnel’s direction, had that information deliberately suppressed from 

law enforcement, removed from the administrative files and eliminated from the collection of 

information made available to and forming the base of knowledge of those scoring the 

Applications, an express component of which was to evaluate the prior compliance record of 

applicants who were already operating licensed retail recreational marijuana establishments. 
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67. Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to determine whether 

applications were in fact “complete and in compliance” prior to issuing conditional licenses.  

68. By revising the application on July 30, 2018 and selectively eliminating the 

requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, the DOT limited the ability of the temporary employees to adequately assess 

graded criteria such as (i) prohibited proximity to schools and certain other public facilities, (ii) 

impact on the community, (iii) security, (iv) building plans and (v) other material considerations 

prescribed by the regulations. 

69. The DOT’s scoring process was impacted by its selective elimination of the 

requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, resulting in improper applicants being awarded conditional licenses.   

70. Upon information and belief, the DOT selectively discussed with applicants or 

their agents the modification of the application related to physical address information,  

71. Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to verify owners, 

officers or board members in evaluating whether an application was “complete and in 

compliance.”  

72. Upon information and belief, if an applicant’s disclosure in its application of its 

owners, officers, and board members did not match the DOT’s records, the DOT permitted the 

grading, and in some cases, awarded a conditional license.  

73. Upon information and belief, the DOT departed from the mandatory requirements 

of NRS 453D.200(6), which  provides that “[t]he DOT shall conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license application,” 

by adopting NAC 453D.255(1), which only required information on the application from persons 

“with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment.”  

74. The DOT’s determination that only owners of a 5% or greater interest in the 

business were required to submit information on the application was an impermissible regulatory 

modification of BQ2 and violated Article 19, Section 3 of the Nevada Constitution. 
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75. The adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) as it applied to the marijuana establishment 

license application process was an unconstitutional modification of BQ2.   

76. The failure of the DOT to carry out the mandatory provisions of NRS 

453D.200(6), which required the DOT to conduct a background check of each prospective owner, 

officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant, is fatal to the 

application process and impedes an important public safety goal in BQ2. 

77. By adopting regulations in violation of BQ2’s mandatory application 

requirements, the DOT violated Article 19, Section 2(3) of the Nevada Constitution. 

78. The DOT disregarded the voters’ mandate in BQ2 when it decided the requirement 

that each prospective owner be subject to a background check was too difficult for implementation 

by industry. This decision was a violation of the Nevada Constitution, an abuse of discretion, and 

arbitrary and capricious.    

79. The DOT did not comply with BQ2 by requiring applicants to provide information 

for each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify ownership of applicants who 

applying for retail recreational marijuana licenses.  

80. The DOT’s inclusion of the diversity category in the factors was implemented in 

a way that created a process which was partial and subject to manipulation by applicants.   

81. The DOT’s scoring process was impacted by personal relationships in decisions 

related to the requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing 

applicants.  

82. Due to the DOT’s violations of BQ2, Plaintiff was improperly denied recreational 

marijuana licenses.  

83. Plaintiff is entitled to six (6) conditional licenses in the following jurisdictions: 

Clark County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark 

County – Unincorporated, Washoe County – Reno, and Elko County.   

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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IV. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
 (Declaratory Relief) 

84. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

85. A justiciable controversy exists that warrants a declaratory judgment pursuant to 

Nevada’s Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 to 30.160, inclusive.  

86. Plaintiff and Defendants have adverse and/or competing interests as the DOT, 

through its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied Plaintiff’s applications in violation of 

Nevada law and State policy. 

87. The DOT’s refusal to issue Plaintiff conditional licenses affects Plaintiff’s rights 

afforded by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations.  

88. The DOT’s improper ranking of other applicants for a recreational marijuana 

establishment license and the DOT’s subsequent, improper issuance of conditional licenses to 

Defendant Applicants also affects the rights of Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, 

R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations.  

89. The DOT’s actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable 

controversy ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiff and the DOT with respect to the 

construction, interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17 as to 

Plaintiff. Plaintiff has been harmed, and will continue to be harmed, by Defendant’s actions.  

90. The DOT’s actions and/or inactions failed to appropriately address the necessary 

considerations and intent of BQ2 and NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict monopolies. 

91. On August 23, 2019, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez, in 

Case No. A-19-786962-B, issued an Order Granting Preliminary Injunction enjoining the DOT 

“from conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about December 

2018 who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer and board member 

as required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits.”  
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92. Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The DOT improperly denied Plaintiff six (6) conditional licenses for the operation 

for a recreational marijuana establishment in the following jurisdictions: Clark 

County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, 

Clark County – Unincorporated, Washoe County – Reno, and Elko County; 

b. The denial of conditional licenses to Plaintiff is void ab initio; 

c. The DOT improperly issued conditional licenses to Defendant Applicants;  

d. The issuance of conditional licenses to Defendant Applicants is void ab initio; 

e. The DOT acted arbitrarily and capriciously or in contravention of a legal duty and 

Plaintiff is therefore entitled to a writ of mandamus; 

f. Plaintiff is entitled to judicial review; and 

g. The DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s applications lacked substantial evidence. 

93. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must revoke the 

conditional licenses of Defendant Applicants who failed to comply with the provisions of NRS 

453D, NAC 453D and R092-17. 

94. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must issue Plaintiff 

six (6) conditional licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishment in Clark 

County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County 

– Unincorporated, Washoe County – Reno, and Elko County, since Plaintiff’s score would have 

ranked high enough to entitle it to a conditional license had the DOT properly applied the 

provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D and R092-17. 

95. Plaintiff asserts and contends that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and 

proper at this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and 

liabilities of the Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada 

laws and regulations.  

96. Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law 

Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs therefor.  
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Request for Injunctive Relief) 

97. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

98. The DOT’s flawed interpretation of the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and 

R092-17 and issuance of conditional licenses to Defendant Applicants constitutes and causes 

continuing and irreparable harm to Plaintiff with no adequate remedy at law. 

99. The DOT’s refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff in accordance with the 

law constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable harm to Plaintiff with no adequate remedy 

at law. 

100. The purpose of the DOT’s refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff was and 

is to unreasonably interfere with Plaintiff’s business and causing Plaintiff to suffer irreparable 

harm. 

101. The DOT will suffer no harm by following the law with respect to issuing 

conditional licenses to Plaintiff in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark 

County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, Washoe 

County – Reno, and Elko County.  

102. Plaintiff is entitled to an injunction precluding the DOT from conducting a final 

inspection of licenses held by Defendant Applicants.   

103. Plaintiff is entitled to an injunction precluding the DOT from approving any 

negotiated settlements between 2018 applicants, including Defendant Applicants, that does not 

account for Plaintiff’s rightful entitlement to six conditional licenses.   

104. Plaintiff is likely to succeed on the merits of this litigation.  

105. The public interest favors Plaintiff because in the absence of injunctive relief, the 

consumers who would have benefitted will have less available options from which they can 

receive recreational marijuana.  

106. Therefore, Plaintiff is entitled to preliminary injunctive relief, and after a trial on 

the merits, permanent injunctive relief, ordering the DOT to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff 

in accordance with NRS 453D, NAC453D and R092-17. 
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107. Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law 

Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs therefor. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

108. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

109. Plaintiff had, and has, prospective contractual relationships with third parties 

related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada.  

110. The DOT has knowledge of Plaintiff’s prospective contractual relationships with 

third parties related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

111. The DOT has, and intends to, cause harm to Plaintiff by preventing the contracts 

from going forward in its refusal to issue Plaintiff conditional licenses for its operation of retail 

marijuana establishments in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark County 

– Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, Washoe County 

– Reno, and Elko County. 

112. The DOT had, and has, no legal justification for refusing to issue conditional 

licenses to Plaintiff. 

113. The DOT had, and has, improperly interfered with Plaintiff’s prospective 

contractual relationships with third parties.  

114. The DOT has no legal justification for preventing Plaintiff’s contractual 

relationships from going forward.  

115. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has been 

damaged in excess of $15,000.00. 

116. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has found it 

necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff 

is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs therefor. 

117. The DOT should be enjoined from further interference with Plaintiff’s prospective 

contractual relationships. 
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FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Intentional Interference With Contractual Relations) 

118. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

119. There exist valid contracts between Plaintiff and third parties related to Plaintiff’s 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

120. The DOT knew of Plaintiff’s contracts with third parties related to the Plaintiff’s 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

121. The DOT and Applicant Defendants have committed intentional acts intended to 

disrupt Plaintiff’s contracts with third parties related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana 

establishments in Nevada  

122. The DOT’s actions in its refusal to issue Plaintiff conditional licenses for its 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – 

Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – 

Unincorporated, Washoe County – Reno, and Elko County caused an actual disruption of 

Plaintiff’s contracts with third parties.  

123. The Applicant Defendants’ conduct complained of herein caused an actional 

disruption of Plaintiff’s contracts with third parties, as Applicant Defendants were improperly 

awarded conditional licenses by the DOT.   

124. As an actual and proximate result of the Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff has been 

damaged in excess of $15,000.00. 

125. As an actual and proximate result of the Defendants’ conduct, Plaintiff has found 

it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law Offices to bring this action, and 

Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs therefor. 

126. The DOT should be enjoined from further interference with Plaintiff’s contractual 

relationships and compelled to issue six conditional licenses to Plaintiff.  

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

127. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

006799



 

 19 

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 

 

C
H

R
IS

T
IA

N
SE

N
 L

A
W

 O
FF

IC
E

S  
81

0 
S.

 C
as

in
o 

C
en

te
r 

Bl
vd

. S
ui

te
 1

04
 

La
s V

eg
as

, N
ev

ad
a 

89
10

1 
70

2-
24

0-
79

79
  •

 F
ax

 8
66

-4
12

-6
99

2 
  

128. The DOT, in misinterpreting and incorrectly applying NRS 453D, NAC 453D and 

the related Nevada laws and regulations, has exceeded its jurisdiction by issuing conditional 

licenses to applicants that do not merit conditional licenses under NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and 

R092-17. 

129. Plaintiff is aggrieved by the decision of the DOT to deny Plaintiff’s application 

without proper notice, substantial evidence, or compliance with NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-

17, and other Nevada state laws or regulations.  

130. There is no provision in NRS 453D, NAC 453D, or R092-17 allowing for an 

administrative appeal of the DOT’s decision, and apart from injunctive relief, no plain, speedy, 

and adequate remedy for the DOT’s improper actions.  

131. Accordingly, Plaintiff petitions this Court for judicial review of the record on 

which the DOT’s denial was based, including but not limited to 

a. A determination that the decision lacked substantial evidence; 

b. A determination that the denial is void ab initio for non-compliance with NRS 

453D, NAC 453D, R092-17 and other Nevada state laws or regulations; and 

c.  Other relief consistent with those determinations. 

132. Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law 

Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs therefor. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

133. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

134. When a governmental body fails to perform an act “that the law requires” or acts 

in an arbitrary or capricious manner, a writ of mandamus shall issue to correct the action. NRS 

34.160. 

135. The DOT failed to perform various acts that the law requires including but not 

limited to: 

a. Providing proper pre-hearing notice of the denial; 
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b. Arbitrarily and capriciously denying the applications for no legitimate reason. 

136. The DOT acted arbitrarily and capriciously in the denial by performing or failing 

to perform the acts enumerated above and because, inter alia: 

a. The Board lacked substantial evidence to deny Plaintiff’s applications; and 

b. The Board denied Plaintiff’s applications solely to approve other competing 

applicants without regard to the merit of Plaintiff’s applications. 

137. These violations of the DOT’s legal duties were arbitrary and capricious actions 

that compel this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the DOT to approve Plaintiff’s 

license applications and issue Plaintiff conditional licenses in Clark County – Henderson, Clark 

County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, Washoe 

County – Reno, and Elko County.   

138. As a result of the DOT’s unlawful and arbitrary and capricious actions, Plaintiff 

has been forced to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law Offices to bring this action, and 

is therefore entitled to damages, costs in this suit, and an award of attorneys’ fees pursuant to 

NRS 34.270.  

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

139. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

140. NRS 598A offers certain prohibitions and corresponding protections meant to 

preserve and protect the free, open and competitive nature of our market system, and penalize 

anticompetitive practices to the full extent allowed by law. 

141. NRS 598A.210, in providing a cause of action for injunctive relief and/or 

damages, represents a recognition under Nevada law and policy that a business’s sales and the 

resulting value of its market share are a property interest entitled to protection by the courts. 

142. Such a statutorily recognized “property interest” is within the meaning and subject 

to the due process protections of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States and Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada; and may not be 

denied arbitrarily, capriciously, or based upon administrative partiality or favoritism, as when 
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present as in the instances complained of herein, none of those trigger any exemptions set out in 

NRS 598A. 

143. While acting under color of state law, the DOT has effectively nullified and 

rendered illusory the legislative statutory entitlement which all Plaintiffs – and all applicants – 

have to an impartial numerically scored competitive bidding system for licensure of applicants 

who comply with and prevail competitively in accordance with the objective and impartial 

standards and procedures prescribed by the provisions of NRS 453D. 

144. Pursuant to the implementation of the foregoing licensing process, the denial of 

Plaintiff’s applications, when coupled with the issuing of conditional licenses to Defendants 

pursuant to a constitutionally invalid process has and will continue cause a diminution of 

Plaintiff’s sales and market share values as a direct result of the conduct of the DOT issuing the 

conditional licenses to Defendants and the business operations conducted thereafter by the 

Defendants of that unconstitutional licensing process. 

145. The procedures employed by the DOT in denying Plaintiff’s applications have 

deprived Plaintiff of due process of law as guaranteed by the Nevada Constitution and the United 

States Constitution. 

146. The process in which denial was considered, noticed to the public, and passed 

failed to provide Plaintiff any meaningful opportunity to be heard at a consequential time and was 

fundamentally unfair and violated the due process requirements of the Nevada and United States 

Constitutions. 

147. The Constitutional infirmity of this entire process renders the denial void and 

unenforceable, and Plaintiff is entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ ineffectiveness and an 

order enjoining its enforcement. 

148. Plaintiff is also entitled to damages attributable to the above-identified due process 

violations pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise. 

149. As the actions of the DOT have necessitated that Plaintiff retain the legal services 

of Christiansen Law Offices, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiff is also entitled 

to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 

006802



 

 22 

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 

 

C
H

R
IS

T
IA

N
SE

N
 L

A
W

 O
FF

IC
E

S  
81

0 
S.

 C
as

in
o 

C
en

te
r 

Bl
vd

. S
ui

te
 1

04
 

La
s V

eg
as

, N
ev

ad
a 

89
10

1 
70

2-
24

0-
79

79
  •

 F
ax

 8
66

-4
12

-6
99

2 
  

EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Substantive Due Process) 

150. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

151. The denial violates Plaintiff’s substantive due process rights guaranteed by the 

Nevada Constitution and the United States Constitution. 

152. The Constitutional infirmity of this entire process and the DOT’s denial renders 

the denials void and unenforceable, and Plaintiff is entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ 

ineffectiveness and an order enjoining its enforcement. 

153. Plaintiff is also entitled to damages attributable to the above-identified due process 

violations pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise. 

154. As the actions of the DOT have necessitated that Plaintiff retain the legal services 

of Christiansen Law Offices, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiff is also entitled 

to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 

NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Equal Protection Violation) 

155. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

156. By improperly denying Plaintiff’s applications for licensure under the provisions 

of NRS 453D.200 and NRS 453D.210, while improperly granting the applications of Defendants, 

under color of state law, the DOT has, without justification, disparately treated Plaintiff’s 

applications absent rational basis, and has thereby violated Plaintiff’s rights to equal protection 

of the law as guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States 

and Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada. 

157. The denial of Plaintiff’s applications violates Plaintiff’s right to equal protection 

under the Nevada and United States Constitutions. 

158. The denial divides up marijuana applications into two or more classes. 

159. This classification and disparate treatment is unconstitutional because there is no 

rational relationship between the disparity of this treatment and any legitimate governmental 

purpose. 
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160. The Constitutional infirmity of this entire process renders the denial void and 

unenforceable, and Plaintiff is entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ ineffectiveness and an 

order enjoining its enforcement. 

161. Plaintiff is also entitled to damages attributable to the above-identified due process 

violations pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise. 

162. As the actions of the DOT have necessitated that Plaintiff retain the legal services 

of Christiansen Law Offices, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiff is also entitled 

to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit. 

V. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 

1. For declaratory relief as set forth above; 

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the enforcement of the 

denial; 

3. For compensatory and special damages as set forth herein; 

4. For punitive damages; 

5. For attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 

6. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.  

Dated this 11th day of February, 2020. 

      CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
 
 
            
      PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 5254 
      WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 13662 
      Attorneys for Plaintiff Qualcan, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of CHRISTIANSEN LAW 

OFFICES, and that on this 11th day of February, 2020 I caused the foregoing document entitled 

Qualcan LLC’s Second Amended Complaint to be served upon those persons designated by the 

parties in the E-Service Master List for the above-referenced matter in the Eighth Judicial District 

Court eFiling System in accordance with the mandatory electronic service requirements of 

Administrative Order 14-2 and the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion Rules. 

 

  
            
      An employee of Christiansen Law Offices 
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CODE: ANS 
Richard D. Williamson, Esq.  
State Bar No. 9932 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. 
State Bar No. 11874 
Anthony G. Arger, Esq. 
State Bar No. 13660 
ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile No.:  (775) 348-8300 
Rich@nvlawyers.com  
Jon@nvlawyers.com  
Anthony@nvlawyers.com  
Attorneys for Deep Roots Medical LLC 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE: DOT  

Case No.:    A-19-787004-B 
Department:  XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-19-787035-C; A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W; A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787540-W; A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL 
LLC’S ANSWER TO THE SERENITY 
PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

 

 

Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC (“Defendant”), by and through its undersigned 

counsel of record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson, hereby answers the 

Serenity Plaintiffs’ Second Amended Complaint (“Complaint”) as follows: 

I. PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 

1. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 1-12 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

2. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 13 of the Complaint. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/12/2020 5:20 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Parties Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana Establishment Licenses 

(“Defendant Applicants”) 

3. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 14-17 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

4. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 18 of the Complaint in so far as it 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under a properly-filed trade name.  

Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 18 of the Complaint to the extent they incorrectly 

identify its trade name. 

5. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 19-32 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

II. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS. 

6. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 33-52 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

III. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Property) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

7. To the extent that paragraph 53 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

8. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 54-58 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

9. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 59 of the Complaint. 

10. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 60 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

11. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 61 of the Complaint. 

12. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 62-65 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 
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13. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 66 of the Complaint. 

14. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 67 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

15. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 68 of the Complaint. 

16. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 69-71 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

17. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 72-74 of the Complaint. 

18. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 75-79 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Liberty) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

19. To the extent that paragraph 80 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

20. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 81-83 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

21. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 84 and 85 of the Complaint. 

22. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 86-87 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Equal Protection) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

23. To the extent that paragraph 88 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

24. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 89 and 90 of the Complaint. 
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25. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 91 and 92 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

26. To the extent that paragraph 93 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

27. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 94 and 95 of the Complaint. 

28. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 96-98 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

29. To the extent that paragraph 99 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

30. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 100 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

31. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 101-104 of the Complaint. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

32. To the extent that paragraph 105 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

33. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 106 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

34. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 107 of the Complaint as they relate 

to Deep Roots Medical LLC.  Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a 

belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 107 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies same. 

35. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 108 and 109 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same.  
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36. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 110 of the Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 As separate and affirmative defenses to each cause of action, claim and allegation 

contained in Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendant alleges as follows: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.  

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Estoppel. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Waiver. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Each Plaintiff, with full knowledge of all the complained facts surrounding the 

application process, nonetheless participated in and thereby ratified and confirmed in all respects 

the Defendants’ various acts and omissions. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 As a result of each Plaintiff’s acts, actions, omissions, failures to act and knowledge, 

Plaintiffs are estopped from bringing this action, from proving the allegations of the Complaint 

and from recovering any judgment against Defendant. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants acted within the scope of their authority and have no duty or liability to any 

of the Plaintiffs. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 A petition for judicial review is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case 

and the statutory scheme at issue. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants’ conduct was privileged, proper, lawful, necessary and/or justified. 

006810



Robertson, Johnson, 
Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 
Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

PAGE 6 
 

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

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff’s Complaint and the claims for relief contained therein are barred by the doctrine 

of volenti non fit injuria. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant has, at all times, acted in good faith and has complied with each and every one 

of its obligations under all statutes and regulations; as a consequence, Plaintiffs are barred from 

bringing this Complaint, from proving the allegations contained therein and from recovering a 

judgment against Defendant or otherwise interfering with Defendant’s rights. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s claims are barred based on Plaintiff’s failure to satisfy conditions precedent. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the result of its own illegal, fraudulent, improper, 

insufficient and/or inequitable conduct. 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The various Plaintiffs lack standing to assert the claims set forth in the Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s Complaint and each and every claim for relief alleged therein is barred by the 

doctrines of Res Judicata, Claim Preclusion, Issue Preclusion, and Stare Decisis. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have not exhausted their legal and administrative remedies. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs do not have a property right in, or any fundamental right or entitlement to, a 

privilege license that they were never awarded. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The U.S. Constitution does not protect the Plaintiffs’ claimed right to engage in a 

business that is illegal under federal law. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have failed to establish jurisdiction and venue in this court. 
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NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant incorporates by this reference the affirmative defenses enumerated in NRCP 

Rule 8(c) to avoid waiver thereof. 

TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Mandamus is not available to compel a non-ministerial, discretionary task. 

TWENTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant has not harmed any of the Plaintiffs and is not responsible in 

any way for the alleged acts.  Therefore, each and every Plaintiff is precluded from recovering 

any relief against this Defendant or from interfering with this Defendant’s licenses. 

TWENTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant hereby adopts and incorporates the other Defendants’ 

affirmative defenses. 

TWENTY-THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this 

Answer and, therefore, Defendant reserves the right to amend this Answer to allege additional 

affirmative defenses if subsequent information so warrants. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment against each Plaintiff as follows: 

 1. That the Plaintiffs take nothing by reason of their complaints and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice; 

 2. That Defendant receives judgment for its costs and attorneys’ fees incurred 

herein; and 

 3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper in this case. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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AFFIRMATION 

 Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

 DATED this 12th day of February, 2020. 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

 
 

By: /s/ Richard D. Williamson     
 Richard D. Williamson, Esq. 
 Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. 
 Anthony G. Arger, Esq. 
 Attorneys for Deep Roots Medical LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of 

eighteen, and not a party within this action.  I further certify that on the 12th day of February, 

2020, I electronically filed the foregoing DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 

ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT with 

the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system, which served all parties currently on the 

electronic service list on February 12, 2020.  

 

/s/ Stefanie Smith 
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson
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State Bar No. 9932 
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State Bar No. 11874 
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State Bar No. 13660 
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Reno, Nevada 89501 
Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile No.:  (775) 348-8300 
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DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE: DOT  

Case No.:    A-19-787004-B 
Department:  XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-19-787035-C; A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W; A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787540-W; A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL 
LLC’S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

 

 

Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC (“Defendant”), by and through its undersigned 

counsel of record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson, hereby answers the 

ETW Plaintiffs’ Third Amended Complaint (“Complaint”) as follows: 

PARTIES 

1. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 1-18 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

2. Defendant admits that, at all relevant times, it has been a limited liability 

company organized and existing under the laws of the State of Nevada and authorized to do 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
2/12/2020 4:45 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
2/12/2020 5:29 PM
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business in Clark County, Nevada.  Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form 

a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 19 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies same. 

3. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 20-31 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

4. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 32 of the Complaint as it relates to 

Deep Roots Medical LLC.  Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief 

as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 32 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies same. 

5. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 33 and 34 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 35 and 36 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

7. To the extent that paragraph 37 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

The Statutory Scheme Governing Retail Marijuana Licenses 

8. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 38 and 39 of the Complaint. 

9. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 40-46 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

The DOT’s Adoption of Flawed Regulations that Do Not Comply with Chapter 453D 

10. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 47-66 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

11. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 67 of the Complaint as it relates to 

Deep Roots Medical LLC. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief 

as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 67 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies same. 
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12. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 68-79 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

First Claim for Relief: Violation of Substantive Due Process – The DOT 

13. To the extent that paragraph 80 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

14. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 81 of the Complaint. 

15. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 82 of the Complaint. 

16. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 83-91 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

17. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 92 and 93 of the Complaint. 

18. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 94 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

19. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 95-97 of the Complaint. 

Second Claim for Relief: Violation of Procedural Due Process – The DOT 

20. To the extent that paragraph 98 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

21. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 99 of the Complaint. 

22. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 100 of the Complaint. 

23. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 101-112 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

24. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 113-115 of the Complaint. 

Third Claim for Relief: Violation of Equal Protection – The DOT 

25. To the extent that paragraph 116 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

26. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 117 and 118 of the Complaint. 

27. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 119-121 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

28. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 122 of the Complaint. 
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29. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 123 and 124 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

30. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 128-130 of the Complaint. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Declaratory Judgment – All Defendants 

31. To the extent that paragraph 131 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

32. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 132 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

33. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 133 of the Complaint as it relates to 

Deep Roots Medical LLC. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief 

as to the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 133 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies same. 

34. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 134-143 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

Fifth Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review – All Defendants 

35. To the extent that paragraph 144 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

36. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 145 and 146 of the Complaint. 

37. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 147 and 148 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

38. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 149 of the Complaint. 

Sixth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus – The DOT 

39. To the extent that paragraph 150 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous paragraphs of the Complaint. 

40. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 151 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

41. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraphs 152-155 of the Complaint. 

 

006818



Robertson, Johnson, 
Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 
Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S ANSWER TO THE ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

PAGE 5 
 

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

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 As separate and affirmative defenses to each cause of action, claim and allegation 

contained in Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendant alleges as follows: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.  

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Estoppel. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff is precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Waiver. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Each Plaintiff, with full knowledge of all the complained facts surrounding the 

application process, nonetheless participated in and thereby ratified and confirmed in all respects 

the Defendants’ various acts and omissions. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 As a result of each Plaintiff’s acts, actions, omissions, failures to act and knowledge, 

Plaintiffs are estopped from bringing this action, from proving the allegations of the Complaint 

and from recovering any judgment against Defendant. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants acted within the scope of their authority and have no duty or liability to any 

of the Plaintiffs. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 A petition for judicial review is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case 

and the statutory scheme at issue. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendants’ conduct was privileged, proper, lawful, necessary and/or justified. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiff’s Complaint and the claims for relief contained therein are barred by the doctrine 

of volenti non fit injuria. 
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TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant has, at all times, acted in good faith and has complied with each and every one 

of its obligations under all statutes and regulations; as a consequence, Plaintiffs are barred from 

bringing this Complaint, from proving the allegations contained therein and from recovering a 

judgment against Defendant or otherwise interfering with Defendant’s rights. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s claims are barred based on Plaintiff’s failure to satisfy conditions precedent. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s damages, if any, are the result of its own illegal, fraudulent, improper, 

insufficient and/or inequitable conduct. 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The various Plaintiffs lack standing to assert the claims set forth in the Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiff’s Complaint and each and every claim for relief alleged therein is barred by the 

doctrines of Res Judicata, Claim Preclusion, Issue Preclusion, and Stare Decisis. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs have not exhausted their legal and administrative remedies. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs do not have a property right in, or any fundamental right or entitlement to, a 

privilege license that they were never awarded. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The U.S. Constitution does not protect the Plaintiffs’ claimed right to engage in a 

business that is illegal under federal law. 

EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant incorporates by this reference the affirmative defenses enumerated in NRCP 

Rule 8(c) to avoid waiver thereof. 

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Mandamus is not available to compel a non-ministerial, discretionary task. 
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TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant has not harmed any of the Plaintiffs and is not responsible in 

any way for the alleged acts.  Therefore, each and every Plaintiff is precluded from recovering 

any relief against this Defendant or from interfering with this Defendant’s licenses. 

TWENTY-FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

This answering Defendant hereby adopts and incorporates the other Defendants’ 

affirmative defenses. 

TWENTY-SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this 

Answer and, therefore, Defendant reserves the right to amend this Answer to allege additional 

affirmative defenses if subsequent information so warrants. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment against each Plaintiff as follows: 

 1. That the Plaintiffs take nothing by reason of their complaints and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice; 

 2. That Defendant receives judgment for its costs and attorneys’ fees incurred 

herein; and 

 3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper in this case. 

AFFIRMATION 

 Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

 DATED this 12th day of February, 2020. 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

 
 

By: /s/ Richard D. Williamson     
 Richard D. Williamson, Esq. 
 Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. 
 Anthony G. Arger, Esq. 
 Attorneys for Deep Roots Medical LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of 

eighteen, and not a party within this action.  I further certify that on the 12th day of February, 

2020, I electronically filed the foregoing DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 

ANSWER TO THE ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT with the Clerk 

of the Court by using the ECF system, which served all parties currently on the electronic service 

list on February 12, 2020.  

 

/s/ Stefanie Smith 
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson
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10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

14 
APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 

 
1 Pursuant to NRAP 30(c)(1), “[t] ranscripts that are included in the appendix shall be placed in 
chronological order by date of the hearing or trial.”  Accordingly, the controlling date for the 
placement of a transcript in this appendix is the hearing date, not the date the transcript was filed 
with the district court. 



PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 



26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 

37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 



44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 
45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation   

 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF 
SERENITY PARTIES’ SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

The State of Nevada ex rel. Department of Taxation (the “Department”) answers 

Plaintiffs’ Amended Complaint as follows:  

PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 

1. Answering Paragraph 1, the Department admits that Serenity Wellness 

Center, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

2. Answering Paragraph 2, the Department admits that TGIG, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/28/2020 2:24 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

3. Answering Paragraph 3, the Department admits that Nuleaf Incline 

Dispensary, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

4. Answering Paragraph 4, the Department admits that Nevada Holistic 

Medicine, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

5. Answering Paragraph 5, the Department admits that Tryke Companies SO 

NV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

6. Answering Paragraph 6, the Department admits that Tryke Companies Reno, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

7. Answering Paragraph 7, the Department admits that GBS Nevada Partners, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

8. Answering Paragraph 8, the Department admits that Fidelis Holdings, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

9. Answering Paragraph 9, the Department admits that Gravitas Nevada, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

10. Answering Paragraph 10, the Department admits that Nevadapure, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

11. Answering Paragraph 11, the Department admits that Medifarm, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

12. Answering Paragraph 12, the Department admits that Medifarm IV, LLC is 

a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

13. Answering Paragraph 13, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

Parties Who Received Conditional Recreational Retain Marijuana 

Establishment Licenses (“Defendant Applicants”) 

14. Answering Paragraph 14, the Department admits that Cheyenne Medical, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

15. Answering Paragraph 15, the Department admits that Circle S Farms, LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

16. Answering Paragraph 16, the Department admits that Clear River, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 
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sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

17. Answering Paragraph 17, the Department admits that Commerce Park 

Medical, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

18. Answering Paragraph 18, the Department admits that Deep Roots Medical, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

19. Answering Paragraph 19, the Department admits that Essence Henderson, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

20. Answering Paragraph 20, the Department admits that Essence Tropicana, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

21. Answering Paragraph 21, the Department admits that Eureka Newgen 

Farms, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

22. Answering Paragraph 22, the Department admits that Green Therapeutics, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

23. Answering Paragraph 23, the Department admits that Greenmart of Nevada, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or 
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information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

24. Answering Paragraph 24, the Department admits that Helping Hands 

Wellness Center, Inc. is a Nevada corporation, but the Department is without knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

25. Answering Paragraph 25, the Department admits that Lone Mountain 

Partners, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

26. Answering Paragraph 26, the Department admits that Nevada Organic 

Remedies, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

27. Answering Paragraph 27, the Department admits that Polaris Wellness 

Center, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

28. Answering Paragraph 28, the Department admits that Pure Tonic 

Concentrates, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

29. Answering Paragraph 29, the Department admits that TRNVP098, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same. 

30. Answering Paragraph 30, the Department admits that Wellness Connection 

of Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company, but the Department is without 
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knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set 

forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

31. Answering Paragraph 31, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

32. Answering Paragraph 32, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

II. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

33. Answering Paragraph 33, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

34. Answering Paragraph 34, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

35. Answering Paragraph 35, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

36. Answering Paragraph 36, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

37. Answering Paragraph 37, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

38. Answering Paragraph 38, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

39. Answering Paragraph 39, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 
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40. Answering Paragraph 40, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth 

therein and, therefore denies the same. 

41. Answering Paragraph 41, and subparts 41(a) through 41(h.), the Department 

is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

42. Answering Paragraph 42, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

43. Answering Paragraph 43, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

44. Answering Paragraph 44, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

45. Answering Paragraph 45, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

46. Answering Paragraph 46, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

47. Answering Paragraph 47, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

48. Answering Paragraph 48, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 

49. Answering Paragraph 49, the Department admits the allegations contained 

therein. 
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50. Answering Paragraph 50, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

51. Answering Paragraph 51, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

52. Answering Paragraph 52, and subparts 52A through 52K, the Department 

denies the allegations contained therein. 

III. 

CLAIMS FOR RELEIF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Property) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

53. Answering Paragraph 53, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

54. Answering Paragraph 54, and subparts 54(a) through 54(c), the Department 

is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

55. Answering Paragraph 55, and subparts 55A and 55B, and 55B(1) and 55(B)2, 

the Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

56. Answering Paragraph 56, and subparts 56(a) through 56(c), the Department 

is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the same. 

57. Answering Paragraph 57, the Department denies the allegations 

contained therein. 
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58. Answering Paragraph 58, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

59. Answering Paragraph 59, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

60. Answering Paragraph 60, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

61. Answering Paragraph 61, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

62. Answering Paragraph 62, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

63. Answering Paragraph 63, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

64. Answering Paragraph 64, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

65. Answering Paragraph 65, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

66. Answering Paragraph 66, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

67. Answering Paragraph 67, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

68. Answering Paragraph 68, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

69. Answering Paragraph 69, and subparts 69(a) through 69(c), the Department 

denies the allegations contained therein. 

70. Answering Paragraph 70, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

71. Answering Paragraph 71, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 
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72. Answering Paragraph 72, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

73. Answering Paragraph 73, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

74. Answering Paragraph 74, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

75. Answering Paragraph 75, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

76. Answering Paragraph 76, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

77. Answering Paragraph 77, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

78. Answering Paragraph 78, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

79. Answering Paragraph 79, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Liberty) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

80. Answering Paragraph 80, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

81. Answering Paragraph 81, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

82. Answering Paragraph 82, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 
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83. Answering Paragraph 83, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

84. Answering Paragraph 84, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

85. Answering Paragraph 85, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

86. Answering Paragraph 86, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

87. Answering Paragraph 87, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Equal Protection) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

88. Answering Paragraph 88, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

89. Answering Paragraph 89, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

90. Answering Paragraph 90, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

91. Answering Paragraph 91, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

92. Answering Paragraph 92, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Judicial Review) 

93. Answering Paragraph 93, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

94. Answering Paragraph 94, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

95. Answering Paragraph 95, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

96. Answering Paragraph 96, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

97. Answering Paragraph 97, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

98. Answering Paragraph 98, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

99. Answering Paragraph 99, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

100. Answering Paragraph 100, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

101. Answering Paragraph 101, and subparts 101(a) and 101(b), the Department 

denies the allegations contained therein. 

102. Answering Paragraph 102, and subparts 102(a) and 102(b), the Department 

denies the allegations contained therein. 

103. Answering Paragraph 103, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

006554



 

Page 13 of 17 

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

104. Answering Paragraph 104, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

105. Answering Paragraph 105, the Department is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations set forth therein 

and, therefore denies the same. 

106. Answering Paragraph 106, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

107. Answering Paragraph 107, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

108. Answering Paragraph 108, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

109. Answering Paragraph 109, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

110. Answering Paragraph 110, the Department denies the allegations contained 

therein. 

GENERAL DENIALS 

The Department denies any and all allegations in the Corrected First Amended 

Complaint not specifically admitted in this Answer. 

The Department denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief prayed for in 

the Corrected First Amended Complaint. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The Department denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following 

affirmative defenses: 

1. Plaintiffs have failed to state a claim for which relief can be granted.  

2. Plaintiffs do not have a property right in a privilege license that they do not 

have. 
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3. Plaintiffs do not have a fundamental right to a privilege license. 

4. Chapter 453D does not provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license 

is not issued. 

5. The Nevada Administrative Procedures Act, NAC Chapter 233B, does not 

provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license is not issued. 

6. The Department’s actions were neither arbitrary, capricious, nor an abuse of 

discretion.  

7. The Department’s interpretation of the statutes and regulations it is 

authorized to execute is given great deference.  

8. The Department used an impartial and numerically scored competitive 

bidding process.  

9. Plaintiffs did not have a statutory entitlement to a license.  

10. The U.S. Constitution does not protect the right to engage in a business that 

is illegal under federal law.  

11. Plaintiffs do not have standing. 

12. Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust their administrative remedies. 

13. The Complaint fails to present a justiciable controversy.  

14. This Court lacks jurisdiction to hear Plaintiffs’ claims. 

15. The Department is immune from liability pursuant to NRS 41.031, et. seq. 

generally and NRS 41.032, in particular. 

16. Plaintiff failed to name the Department properly as required by NRS 

41.031(2). 

17. Plaintiffs’ claims, including the declaratory and/or equitable claims are barred 

by the doctrines of waiver, ratification, estoppel, unclean hands and other equitable 

defenses.  

18. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations and/or the 

doctrine of laches.  

19. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on impossibility.   
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20. Plaintiffs’ claims have been waived because of the wrongful acts, omissions 

and conduct of Plaintiffs.  

21. Plaintiffs would be unjustly enriched if awarded damages.  

22. The Department has no contractual relationship with Plaintiffs to give rise to 

any declaratory relief.  

23. The damages sustained by the Plaintiff, if any, were caused by the acts of 

unknown third persons who were not agents, servants, or employees of the Department, 

and who were not acting on behalf of the Department in any manner or form, and, as such, 

the Department is not liable in any manner to Plaintiff.  

24. The Department is not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of 

other third parties. 

25. Plaintiffs fail to name a party necessary for full and adequate relief essential 

in this action.   

26. Plaintiffs failed to comply with a condition precedent. 

27. Plaintiffs have not suffered any damages attributable to the actions of the 

Department.  

28. Plaintiffs have failed to timely protect and/or enforce their alleged rights.  

29. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred as Plaintiffs have failed, refused, or neglected to 

take reasonable steps to mitigate damages, therefore barring or diminishing the ability to 

recover. 

30. The Department has an objective good faith belief that it acted reasonably and 

in good faith and the Department’s actions were legally justified.   

31. The Department substantially complied with NRS and NAC Chapter 453D. 

32. The Department, at all relevant times, acted with due care and 

circumspection in the performance of its duties; exercised the degree of skill and learning 

ordinarily possessed and exercised by members of its profession in good standing, 

practicing in similar localities and that at all times, used reasonable care and diligence in 

. . . 
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the exercise of its skills and the application of its learning, and at all times acted according 

to its best judgment and met the applicable standard of care. 

33. Plaintiffs’ claims for relief are barred as Plaintiff’s alleged damages are 

speculative and cannot be calculated with any certainty or reliability.  

34. Each purported claim for relief is barred by the doctrines of res judicata and/or 

collateral estoppel.  

35. Each purported claim for relief is barred as Plaintiffs are estopped from 

pursuing any claim against the Department in accordance with equitable principles of 

jurisprudence. 

36. The Department alleges that the damages, if any, alleged by the Plaintiffs 

were the result of independent intervening acts, over which the Department had no control, 

which resulted in the superseding cause of Plaintiffs alleged damages. 

37. The Department avails itself of all affirmative defenses set forth in and or 

arising out of NRS Chapter 453D and NRS Chapter 360 and all applicable regulations and 

subparts.  

38. Plaintiffs claims are barred by the doctrine of qualified immunity. 

39. All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as 

insufficient facts and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable 

inquiry and, pursuant to NEV. R. CIV. P. 11, the Department hereby reserves the right to 

amend these affirmative defenses as additional information becomes available. 

Additionally, one or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have been pled for the 

purposes of non-waiver. 

DATED this 28th day of January, 2020. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 

 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 

  

006558



 

Page 17 of 17 

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

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 28th day of January, 2020, and e-

served the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 
      /s/ Traci Plotnick        
      Traci Plotnick, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
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Clarence E. Gamble, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 4268 
RAMOS LAW 
3000 Youngfield Street, Suite 200 
Wheat Ridge, CO 80215 
Phone: (303) 733-6353   Fax: (303) 856-5666 
Clarence@ramoslaw.com 
 
Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

 

In Re:  D.O.T. Litigation  

 

Case No:  A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with:  A-785818 
                                A-786357 
                                A-786962 
                                A-787035 
                                A-787540 
                                A-787726 
                                A-801416 
 
Department No. XI 
 

DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
 
Arbitration Exemption Claimed: 

- Involves Declaratory Relief 

- Presents Significant Issue of Public 
Policy 

- Involves Equitable or Extraordinary 
Relief 

 
 
 Plaintiff, RURAL REMEDIES, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, by and 

through its attorney of record, CLARENCE E. GAMBLE, ESQ., of RAMOS LAW, LLC, hereby 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/28/2020 1:11 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
1/29/2020 2:09 PM
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complains and alleges against Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF 

TAXATION; DOES I through X; and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, in their official 

and personal capacities, as follows: 

I.  PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff RURAL REMEDIES, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability company and 

does business throughout the State of Nevada.  Plaintiff RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’s 

members and managers are of Latino descent and are a member of a protected class. 

2. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (“DOT”) is an 

agency of the State of Nevada.  DOT is responsible for licensing and regulating retail 

marijuana business in Nevada through its Marijuana Enforcement Division. 

3. Defendant JORGE PUPO, at all material times mentioned herein, was the Deputy 

Executive Director, Department of Taxation, Marijuana Enforcement Division and it was 

his responsibility to implement Nevada law in the award of recreational licenses as more 

fully described below. 

4. The following Defendants all applied for recreational marijuana licenses and are being 

named in accordance with the Nevada Administrative Procedure Act:  D.H. FLAMINGO, 

INC., d/b/a THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada corporation; CLARK NATURAL 

MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability company; NYE 

NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a. NUVEDA, a Nevada limited liability 

company; CLARK NMSD LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability company; INYO 

FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a 

Nevada limited liability company; and. SURTERRA HOLDINGS. INC., a Delaware 

corporation; STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; STATE EX REL. 
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NEVADA TAX COMMISSION; 3AP INC., a Nevada limited liability company; 5SEAT 

INVESTMENTS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ACRES DISPENSARY LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; ACRES MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; AGUA STREET LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ALTERNATIVE 

MEDICINE ASSOCIATION LC, a Nevada limited liability company; BIONEVA 

INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; BLOSSUM 

GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; BLUE COYOTE RANCH LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS L.L.C., a Nevada 

limited liability company; CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; CIRCLE S FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; CLEAR RIVER, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; CN LICENSECO Inc., a Nevada corporation; 

COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS LLC , a Nevada limited liability company; 

CWNEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; D LUX LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; 

DP HOLDINGS, INC., a Nevada corporation; ECONEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; ETW MANAGEMENT 

GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; EUPHORIA. WELLNESS LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada limited liability company; 

FOREVER GREEN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FRANKLIN BIOSCIENCE 

NV LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; FSWFL, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; GB SCIENCES NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GBS 
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NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GFIVE CULTIVATION 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; GRAVITAS HENDERSON L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 

GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 

HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited -

liability company; GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC., a Nevada corporation; GREENMART 

OF NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GREENPOINT NEVADA 

INC., a Nevada corporation; GREENSCAPE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; GREENWAY HEALTH COMMUNITY L.L.C., a Nevada limited 

liability company; GREENWAY. MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; GTI 

NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; H & K GROWERS CORP., a Nevada 

corporation; HARVEST OF NEVADA LLC; a Nevada limited liability company; 

HEALTHCARE OPTIONS FOR PATIENTS ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; HELIOS NV LLC; a Nevada limited liability company; HELPING 

HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada corporation; HERBAL CHOICE INC., a 

Nevada corporation; HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

INTERNATIONAL SERVICE AND REBUILDING, INC., a domestic corporation; JUST 

QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; KINDIBLES LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; LAS VEGAS WELLNESS AND COMPASSION LLC; a Nevada limited 

liability company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; LNP, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
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company; LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, INC., a Nevada corporation; LVMC C&P LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; MALANA LV L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability, 

company; MATRIX NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MEDIFARM IV, LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; MILLER FARMS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada corporation; MM R & D, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; MM OF VEGAS RETAIL, INC. a Nevada corporation; NATURAL 

MEDICINE L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; NCMM, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; NEVADA BOTANICAL SCIENCE, INC., a Nevada corporation; 

NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA 

HOLISTIC MEDICINE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA MEDICAL 

GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; NEVADAPURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;  

NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NLV WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; NLVG, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NULEAF 

INCLINE DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NV 3480 PARTNERS 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NV GREEN INC., a Nevada corporation; NYE 

FARM TECH LTD., a Nevada limited liability company; PARADISE WELLNESS 

CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; PHENOFARM NV LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; PHYSIS ONE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; PURE TONIC 

CONCENTRATES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; QUALCAN L.L.C., a Nevada 

limited liability company; RED EARTH, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; RELEAF 

CULTIVATION, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, RG HIGHLAND 
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ENTERPRISES INC., a Nevada corporation; ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE INC., a Nevada 

corporation; RURAL REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SERENITY 

WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SILVER SAGE 

WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SOLACE ENTERPRISES, LLP, a 

Nevada limited-liability limited partnership; SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company; SWEET GOLDY LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; TGIG, 

LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; THC NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; THE HARVEST FOUNDATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

THOMPSON FARM ONE L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; TRNVP098 LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company; TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

TWELVE TWELVE LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; VEGAS VALLEY 

GROWERS LLC, a Nevada limited. liability company; WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC, 

a Nevada limited liability company; WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC, a 

Nevada limited liability company; WENDOVERA LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

WEST COAST DEVELOPMENT NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 

WSCC, INC., a Nevada corporation; YMY VENTURES LLC, a Nevada limited liability 

company; ZION GARDENS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company. 

5. The true names of DOES I and X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, their 

citizenship and capacities, where individual, corporate, associate, partnership or 

otherwise, are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore alleges that each of the unknown 

DOE and ROE Defendants are legally responsible for the events referred in this action, 

006565



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 

 

 

7 
 

and caused damages to Plaintiff.  Plaintiff will seek leave of this Court to amend the 

Complaint to insert the true names and capacities of these unknown Defendants when 

the same has been ascertained.   

II. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6.  Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to the Nevada Constitution, Article 6, 

Section 6, NEA 4.370(2), NRS 30, and because the acts and omissions complained of 

herein occurred and caused harm throughout the State of Nevada, specifically in Clark 

County, Nevada.  Further, the amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00. 

7. Venue is proper pursuant to NRS 13.020. 

III. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

8. NRS Chapter 453D and NAC 453D are the statutory guidelines for legalized recreational 

marijuana in the State of Nevada.  These statutes are incorporated herein by reference. 

9. The Nevada Constitution, Article 19, Section 2 allows Nevada voters to amend Nevada's 

Constitution or enact legislation through the initiative process and precludes amendment 

or modification of a voter-initiated law for three years. 

10. In 2016, the initiative for the legalization of recreational marijuana was presented to 

Nevada voters by way of Ballot Question 2 ("BQ2"), known as the "Regulation and 

Taxation of Marijuana Act", which proposed an amendment of the Nevada Revised 

Statutes as follows:  

Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to allow a person, 21 years 
old or older, to purchase, cultivate, possess, or consume a certain amount of 
marijuana or concentrated marijuana, as well as manufacture, possess, use, 
transport, purchase, distribute, or sell marijuana paraphernalia; impose a 15 
percent excise tax on wholesale sales of marijuana; require the regulation 
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and licensing of marijuana cultivators, testing facilities, distributors, 
suppliers, and retailers; and provide for certain criminal penalties. 

 
11. BQ2 was enacted by the Nevada Legislature and is codified at NRS 453D. 

12. NRS 453D.020 (findings and declarations) provides: 

1. In the interest of public health and public safety, and in order to better focus 
state and local law enforcement resources on crimes involving violence 
and personal property, the People of the State of Nevada find and declare 
that the use of marijuana should be legal for persons 21 years of age or 
older, and its cultivation and sale should be regulated similar to other legal 
businesses. 

 

2. The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the cultivation and 
sale of marijuana should be taken from the domain of criminals and be 
regulated under a controlled system, where businesses will be taxed and 
the revenue will be dedicated to public education and the enforcement of 
the regulations of this chapter. 

 
3. The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be 

regulated in a manner similar to alcohol so that: 
(a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by 

the State of Nevada; 
(b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to 

confirm that the business owners and the business location are suitable 
to produce or sell marijuana; 

(c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling marijuana 
will be strictly controlled through state licensing and regulation; 

(d) Selling or giving marijuana to persons under 21 years of age shall 
remain illegal; 

(e) Individuals will have to be 21 years of age or older to purchase 
marijuana; 

(f) Driving under the influence of marijuana will remain illegal; and 
(g) Marijuana sold in the State will be tested and labeled. 

 
13.   NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of marijuana 

establishments; information about consumers) provides: 

1. Not later than January 1, 2018, the Department shall adopt all 

regulations necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this 
chapter. The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana 
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establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 
operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall include: 

(a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a license to 
operate a marijuana establishment; 

 
      (b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably related to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment; 
 
      (c) Requirements for the security of marijuana establishments; 
 
      (d) Requirements to prevent the sale or diversion of marijuana and marijuana 

products to persons under 21 years of age; 
 
      (e) Requirements for the packaging of marijuana and marijuana products, 

including requirements for child-resistant packaging; 
 
      (f) Requirements for the testing and labeling of marijuana and marijuana products 

sold by marijuana establishments including a numerical indication of potency 
based on the ratio of THC to the weight of a product intended for oral 
consumption; 

 
      (g) Requirements for record keeping by marijuana establishments; 
 
      (h) Reasonable restrictions on signage, marketing, display, and advertising; 
 
      (i) Procedures for the collection of taxes, fees, and penalties imposed by this 

chapter; 
 
      (j) Procedures and requirements to enable the transfer of a license for a marijuana 

establishment to another qualified person and to enable a licensee to move the 
location of its establishment to another suitable location; 

 
      (k) Procedures and requirements to enable a dual licensee to operate medical 

marijuana establishments and marijuana establishments at the same location; 
 
      (l) Procedures to establish the fair market value at wholesale of marijuana; and 
 
      (m) Civil penalties for the failure to comply with any regulation adopted pursuant 

to this section or for any violation of the provisions of NRS 453D.300. 
2.  The Department shall approve or deny applications for licenses pursuant 

to NRS 453D.210. (emphasis added). 
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14. NRS 453D.200(6) mandates the DOT to "conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license 

applicant." 

    15.   NRS 453D.205 provides as follows: 

1.  When conducting a background check pursuant to subsection 6 of NRS 
453D.200, the Department may require each prospective owner, officer and board 
member of a marijuana establishment license applicant to submit a complete set of 
fingerprints and written permission authorizing the Department to forward the 
fingerprints to the Central Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for 
submission to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its report. 
 
2.  When determining the criminal history of a person pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of subsection 1 of NRS 453D.300, a marijuana establishment may require the 
person to submit to the Department a complete set of fingerprints and written 
permission authorizing the Department to forward the fingerprints to the Central 
Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for submission to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation for its report. 

 

16. NRS 453D.210 (Acceptance of applications for licensing; priority in licensing; 

conditions for approval of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail 

marijuana stores; competing applications), provides in pertinent part: 

4. Upon receipt of a complete marijuana establishment license 

application, the Department shall, within 90 days: 
(a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is approved. 

 
5. The Department shall approve a license application if: 
  (a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an 

application in compliance with regulations adopted by the Department 
and the application fee required pursuant to NRS 453D.230; 

      (b) The physical address where the proposed marijuana establishment 
will operate is owned by the applicant or the applicant has the written 
permission of the property owner to operate the proposed marijuana 
establishment on that property; 

      (c) The property is not located within: 
             (1) One thousand feet of a public or private school that provides 

formal education traditionally associated with preschool or 
kindergarten through grade 12 and that existed on the date on which 
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the application for the proposed marijuana establishment was 
submitted to the Department; 

             (2) Three hundred feet of a community facility that existed on the 
date on which the application for the proposed marijuana 
establishment was submitted to the Department; or 

             (3) If the proposed marijuana establishment will be located in a 
county whose population is 100,000 or more, 1,500 feet of an 
establishment that holds a nonrestricted gaming license described in 
subsection 1 or 2 of NRS 463.0177 and that existed on the date on 
which the application for the proposed marijuana establishment was 
submitted to the Department; 

      (d) The proposed marijuana establishment is a proposed retail 
marijuana store and there are not more than: 

             (1) Eighty licenses already issued in a county with a population 
greater than 700,000; 

             (2) Twenty licenses already issued in a county with a population 
that is less than 700,000 but more than 100,000; 

             (3) Four licenses already issued in a county with a population that 
is less than 100,000 but more than 55,000; 

             (4) Two licenses already issued in a county with a population that 
is less than 55,000; 

             (5) Upon request of a county government, the Department may 
issue retail marijuana store licenses in that county in addition to the 
number otherwise allowed pursuant to this paragraph; 

      (e) The locality in which the proposed marijuana establishment will 
be located does not affirm to the Department that the proposed 
marijuana establishment will be in violation of zoning or land use rules 
adopted by the locality; and 

      (f) The persons who are proposed to be owners, officers, or board 
members of the proposed marijuana establishment: 

             (1) Have not been convicted of an excluded felony offense; and 
             (2) Have not served as an owner, officer, or board member for a 

medical marijuana establishment or a marijuana establishment that has 
had its registration certificate or license revoked. 

 
6. When competing applications are submitted for a proposed retail 

marijuana store within a single county, the Department shall use an 

impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process to 
determine which application or applications among those competing 
will be approved. (emphasis added). 
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17. On November 8, 2016, by Executive Order 2017-02, Governor Brian Sandoval 

established a Task Force composed of 19 members to offer suggestions and proposals for 

legislative, regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing BQ2. 

18. The Task Force recommended that "the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana 

establishment and the impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana 

stores be maintained as in the medical marijuana program except for a change in how 

local jurisdictions participate in selection of locations." 

19. During the 2017 legislative session, Assembly Bill 422 transferred responsibility for the 

registration, licensing and regulation of marijuana establishments to the DOT. 

20.   On February 27, 2018, the DOT adopted regulations governing the issuance, suspension, 

or revocation of retail recreational marijuana licenses, which were codified in NAC 453D 

(the "Regulations"). 

21. The Regulations for licensing were to be "directly and demonstrably related to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment." NRS 453D.200(1)(b). 

22. NRS 453D.200(1) provides, in part, "[t]he regulations must not prohibit the operation of 

marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 

operation unreasonably impracticable." 

23. The limitation of "unreasonably impracticable" in NRS 453D.200(1) applies to the 

Regulations adopted by the DOT, not the mandatory language of BQ2. 

24. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) of 

Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 ("R092-17"), 

the DOT was responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana stores "to 

jurisdictions within each county and to the unincorporated area of the county 
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proportionally based on the population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated 

area of the county." 

B. The Licensing Applications  

25. The DOT issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought applications 

from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada. 

26. The DOT posted the license application on its website and released the application for 

recreational marijuana establishment licenses on July 6, 2018, which required disclosure 

of an actual physical address for each establishment. 

27. The DOT published a revised license application on July 30, 2018 eliminating the 

physical address requirement, which was not publicly available and was only 

disseminated to some but not all of the applicants via a DOT listserv. 

28. The application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from September 7, 

2018 through September 20, 2018. 

29. As of September 20, 2018, the DOT received a total of 462 applications. 

30. When competing applications for licenses were submitted, the DOT was required to use 

"an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process" to determine 

successful license applicants. NRS 453D.210(6). 

31. Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one "complete" application 

in compliance with the Regulations and NRS 453D, the DOT was required to "rank the 

applications... in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of 

[NAC 453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to..." several 

enumerated factors. 
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32. The factors set forth in NAC 453D.272(1) used to rank competing applications 

(collectively, the "Factors") are: 

a. Whether the owners, officers or board members have experience 
operating another kind of business that has given them experience which is 
applicable to the operation of a marijuana establishment; 

 
b. The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed 

marijuana establishment; 
 

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members 
of the proposed marijuana establishment; 

 
d. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and 

illiquid; 
 

e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, 
quality and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 

 
f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, 

including, without limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State 
or its political subdivisions, by the applicant or the owners, officers or board 
members of the proposed marijuana establishment; 

 
g. Whether the owners, officers or board members of the proposed 

marijuana establishment have direct experience with the operation of a medical 
marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment in this State and have 
demonstrated a record of operating such an establishment in compliance with 
the laws and regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to 
demonstrate success; 

 
h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in 

operating the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a 
license; and 

 
i. Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

 

33. NAC 453D.255, enacted by Defendant DOT in contravention of NRS Chapter 453D and 

implemented by Defendant PUPO and his subordinates, provides as follows: 

 
     1.  Except as otherwise required in subsection 2, the requirements of this 
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chapter concerning owners of marijuana establishments only apply to a person 
with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana 
establishment. 
 
     2.  If, in the judgment of the Department, the public interest will be served 
by requiring any owner with an ownership interest of less than 5 percent in a 
marijuana establishment to comply with any provisions of this chapter 
concerning owners of marijuana establishments, the Department will notify that 
owner and he or she must comply with those provisions. 

  

34. Defendant DOT also enacted NAC 453D.258, NAC 453D.260, NAC 453D.265, NAC 

453D.268 and NAC 453D.272.  These administrated codes enforced by Defendant PUPO 

and his subordinates established the procedures for recreational application process, ees 

to be charged for applying, fees to be charged for applying if the applicant holds a medical 

marijuana establishment registration certificate, and the ranking of applications if the 

Defendant D.O.T. received more than one application for a retail marijuana license. 

35. The application published by the DOT described how applications were to be scored, 

dividing scoring criteria into identified criteria and non-identified criteria. 

36. The application provided that "[applications that have not demonstrated a sufficient 

response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional [unspecified, 

unpublished] criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not 

move forward win the application process." (emphasis added). 

37. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DOT to determine that an application is "complete and 

in compliance" with the provisions of NAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing 

criteria set forth therein and the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D. 

38. No later than December 5, 2018, the DOT was responsible for issuing conditional 

licenses to those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be 
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awarded one of the allocated licenses in accordance with the impartial bidding process 

mandated by NRS 453D.210. 

39. The DOT identified, hired, and trained eight individuals as temporary employees to grade 

the applications in accordance with the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D. 

C. Plaintiff's Application  

41. Plaintiff submitted applications to the DOT for a conditional licenses to own and operate 

recreational marijuana retail stores in compliance with the specified, published 

requirements of DOT regulations together with the required application fee in accordance 

with NRS 453D.210. 

42. Plaintiff's applications identified each prospective owner, officer, and board member for 

background check pursuant to NRS 453D.200(6). 

43. Plaintiff secured and identified in its application addresses for each and every proposed 

recreational marijuana establishment it intended to operate. 

44. Plaintiff was informed by letter from the DOT that its applications to operate recreational 

marijuana retail stores was denied "because it did not achieve a score high enough to 

receive an available license." 

45.  On May 24, 2019, the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzales conducted an evidentiary hearing 

concerning a motion for preliminary injunction sought by a group of unsuccessful 

applicants for retail marijuana licenses in Nevada against Defendant D.O.T.  The hearing 

concluded on August 16, 2019.  Thereafter, Judge Gonzales issued her findings of fact, 

conclusions of law granting preliminary injunction.  See Findings of Fact and 

Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction, filed August 23, 2019, Clark 

County District Court Case No. A-19-786962-B.  Among her findings, Judge Gonzales 
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found that the DOT undertook no effort to determine if the applications were in fact 

“complete and in compliance.”  Id., par. 37. 

46. Judge Gonzales also found that the DOT departed from the mandatory language of NRS 

453D.200(6) requiring “a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and 

board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant” and made no attempt in 

the application process to verify that the applicant’s complied with the mandatory 

language of the BQ2 or even the impermissibly modified language.”  Id., par. 41.  

47.  The DOT improperly issued conditional licenses to applicants who did not disclose in their 

application an actual physical address for proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment. 

48.  Upon information and belief, the DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s licenses applications was not 

properly based upon actual implementation of the impartial and objective bidding process 

mandated by NRS 453D.210, but was based upon arbitrary and capricious exercise of 

administrative partiality and favoritism that was the policy and routine of the DOT as 

promulgated by Defendant PUPO and others in the DOT hierarchy.  

49.  Upon information and belief, the temporary employees hired by the DOT were 

inadequately and improperly trained regarding the scoring process, leading to an arbitrary 

scoring process in contravention of Nevada law. 

50.  Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to determine whether 

applications were in fact “complete and in compliance.” 

51. By revising the application on July 30, 2018 and selectively eliminating the requirement 

to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, the DOT limited the ability of the temporary employees to adequately 
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assess graded criteria such as (i) prohibited proximity to schools and certain other public 

facilities, (ii) impact on the community, (iii) security, (iv) building plans and (v) other 

material considerations prescribed by the regulations. 

52. The DOT's scoring process was impacted by its selective elimination of the requirement 

to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, resulting in incomplete applications being considered and awarding of 

conditional licenses.   

53. Upon information and belief, the DOT selectively discussed with applicants or their 

agents the modification of the application related to physical address information, 

54. Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to verify owners, officers or 

board members in evaluating whether an application was "complete and in compliance." 

55. Upon information and belief, if an applicant's disclosure in its application of its owners, 

officers, and board members did not match the DOT's records, the DOT permitted the 

grading, and in some cases, awarded a conditional license. 

56. Upon information and belief, the DOT departed from the mandatory requirements of 

NRS 453D.200(6), which provides that "[t]he DOT shall conduct a background check of 

each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license 

application," by adopting NAC 453D.255(1), which only required information on the 

application from persons "with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a 

marijuana establishment." 

57. The DOT's determination that only owners of a 5% or greater interest in the business 

were required to submit information on the application was an impermissible regulatory 

modification of BQ2 and violated Article 19, Section 3 of the Nevada Constitution. 
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58. The adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) as it applied to the marijuana establishment license 

application process was an unconstitutional modification of BQ2. 

59. The failure of the DOT to carry out the mandatory provisions of NRS 53D.200(6), which 

required the DOT to conduct a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and 

board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant, is fatal to the application 

process and impedes an important public safety goal in BQ2. 

60. By adopting regulations in violation of BQ2's mandatory application requirements, the 

DOT violated Article 19, Section 2(3) of the Nevada Constitution. 

61. The DOT disregarded the voters' mandate in BQ2 when it decided the requirement that 

each prospective owner be subject to a background check was too difficult for 

implementation by industry. This decision was a violation of the Nevada Constitution, 

arbitrary and capricious. 

62. The DOT did not comply with BQ2 by requiring applicants to provide information for 

each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify ownership of applicants who 

applying for retail recreational marijuana licenses. 

63. The DOT's inclusion of the diversity category in the factors was implemented in a way 

that created a process which was subject to manipulation by applicants. 

64. The DOT's scoring process was impacted by personal relationships in decisions related 

to the requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing 

applicants. 

65. Due to the DOT's violations of BQ2, Plaintiff was unconstitutionally denied recreational 

marijuana licenses. 
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66. The DOT's constitutional violations and refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff 

resulted in irreparable harm to Plaintiff.  

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 
 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Declaratory Relief) 

 

67. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

68. A justiciable controversy exists that warrants a declaratory judgment pursuant to 

Nevada's Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 to 30.160, inclusive. 

69. Plaintiff and Defendant have adverse and/or competing interests as the DOT, through its 

Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied the application that violates Plaintiff's 

Constitutional Rights, Nevada law, and State policy. 

70. The DOT's refusal to issue Plaintiff a conditional license affects Plaintiff's rights afforded 

by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

71. The DOT's improper ranking of other applicants for a recreational marijuana 

establishment license and the DOT's subsequent, improper issuance to each of a 

conditional license also affects the rights of Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 

453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

72. The DOT's actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable controversy 

ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiff and the DOT with respect to the 

construction, interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-

17 as to Plaintiff. Plaintiff has been harmed, and will continue to be harmed, by 

Defendants’ actions. 
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73. The DOT's actions and/or inactions failed to appropriately address the necessary 

considerations and intent of BQ2 and NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict monopolies. 

74. On August 23, 2019, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez, in Case 

No. A-19-786962-B, issued an Order Granting Preliminary Injunction enjoining the DOT 

"from conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about 

December 2018 who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer 

and board member as required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits." 

75. Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The Department improperly denied Plaintiff conditional licenses for the 
operation for a recreational marijuana establishments; 

 
b. The denial of conditional licenses to Plaintiff is void ab initio; 

 
c. The procedures employed in the denial violated Plaintiff's procedural, 

substantive due process rights and equal protection rights under the 
Nevada and United States Constitutions and therefore, the denial is void 
and unenforceable; 

 
d. The denial violates Plaintiff's substantive due process rights and equal 

protection rights under the Nevada and United States Constitutions and, 
therefore, the denial is void and unenforceable; 

 
e. The denial is void for vagueness and therefore unenforceable; 

 
f. Defendant acted arbitrarily and capriciously or in contravention of a 

legal duty and Plaintiff is therefore entitled to a writ of mandamus; 
 

g. Plaintiff is entitled to judicial review; and 
 

h. The DOT's denial lacked substantial evidence. 
 
76. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must revoke the 

conditional licenses of those applicants whose applications are not in compliance with 

Nevada law. 
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77. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must issue Plaintiff 

conditional licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishments applied 

for. 

78. Plaintiff asserts and contends that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and proper at 

this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and 

liabilities of the Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other 

Nevada laws and regulations.   

79.   Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable attorney’s fees and costs. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Permanent Injunction) 

 

80.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

81.  The DOT’s refusal to issue conditional licenses in violation of the mandatory provisions 

of Nevada law set forth above causes and continues to cause Plaintiff irreparable harm 

with no adequate remedy at law. 

82.  The purpose of the DOT’s refusal was and is to unreasonably interfere with Plaintiff’s 

business and is causing Plaintiff to suffer irreparable harm. 

83.   The DOT will suffer no harm by following the law with respect to issuing conditional 

licenses. 

84.   The DOT has violated the mandatory provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D and RO292-

17, and Plaintiff is likely to succeed on the merits of this litigation. 

85.  The public interest favors Plaintiff because in the absence of injunctive relief, the 

consumers who would have benefitted will have less available options from which they 

can purchase recreational marijuana. 
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86.  Therefore, Plaintiff is entitled to a permanent injunction ordering the DOT to issue 
conditional licenses to Plaintiff in accordance with Nevada law. 

 
THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of 42 USC 1983 by Defendants Jorge Pupo and Department of Taxation) 
 

87.   Plaintiff repeats and realleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

88.   The Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution provides that "no state 

[may] deprive any person of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law….nor 

shall any State…deny to any person within its jurisdictions the equal protection of the 

laws." 

89. Article 1, Section 8 of the Nevada Constitution provides that "[n]o person shall be 

deprived of life, liberty, or property, without due process of law." 

90.   Plaintiff is a person within the meaning of the Nevada Constitution and the United States 

Constitution guarantees of due process.   Plaintiff’s managers and members are also of 

Latino descent warranting strict scrutiny of Plaintiff’s claim for a violation of 42 USC 

1983. 

91.   Plaintiff and those similarly situated have a protected property interest in the recreational 

license application process deriving from the mandatory statutory language in NRS 453D, 

NAC453D and R092-17 as set forth above. See Board of Regents v. Roth, 408 U.S., 577 

(1972) and Goodisman v. Lytle, 724 F.2d 818, 820 (9th Cir. 1984).  

92.   The arbitrary and illegal conduct of the DOT and Defendant JORGE PUPO have 

deprived Plaintiff of the guarantees afforded by the Nevada Constitution and the United 

States Constitution as set forth in paragraphs 83 and 84 above. 
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93.   Plaintiff was not given a meaningful opportunity to be heard at a consequential time 

which was fundamentally unfair and violated procedural and substantive due process as 

afforded by the Nevada and United States Constitution. 

94.   Plaintiff’s injury as described above by the failure of the DOT and Defendant PUPO to 

follow the mandate of Nevada law explicitly set forth above is a result of Defendants’ 

official policy and/or custom to deprive Plaintiff and those similarly situated of the rights 

and entitlements afforded to them under the Nevada and United States Constitution.   

95.  Defendants the DOT and PUPO conducted illegal and unconstitutional actions described 

above under color of state Law. 

96.   While acting under color of state law,  Defendants’ actions described above where the 

official policy and/or custom of Defendants to deprive Plaintiff and those similarly 

situated of their constitutional rights afforded to them under the Nevada and United States 

Constitution, specifically the 14th Amendment to the United States Constitution and 

Article 1, Section 8 of the Nevada Constitution.  Specifically, Defendants through 

Defendant PUPO and his subordinates, directed the unconstitutional and illegal conduct 

in violation of the Nevada and United States Constitution.  Moreover, Defendants had 

direct and actual knowledge of the violations and/or were deliberately indifferent to the 

constitutional violations that harmed Plaintiff. 

97.  The harm occasioned upon Plaintiff resulting from Defendants’ illegal and 

unconstitutional conduct, in addition, resulted from inadequate supervision, training, and 

screening of agents/employees of the DOT.  

98.   As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ violations of Plaintiff’s rights afforded 

to him under the Nevada and United States Constitution, Defendants are liable to Plaintiff 
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for damages pursuant to 42 USC 1983. Moreover, because Defendant PUPO’s conduct 

was reckless and/or showed callous indifference to the federally protected rights of 

Plaintiff, punitive damages should be awarded. 

99.   Moreover, pursuant 42 USC 1988, Plaintiff is entitled to its reasonable attorney’s fees 

and costs. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

 

100.  Plaintiff repeats and realleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

101. The DOT, in failing to comply with the mandatory directive in issuing recreational 

licenses as set for under Nevada law more fully described above, has exceeded its 

jurisdiction by issuing conditional licenses to applicants that do not merit them. 

102.  Plaintiff is aggrieved by the decision of the DOT to deny Plaintiffs’ application without 

proper notice, substantial evidence, or in compliance with Nevada law more fully 

described above. 

103.  Nevada law does not allow for an administrative appeal of the DOT’s decision, and apart 

from injunction relief, no plain, speedy and adequate remedy for the DOT’s violations. 

104.  Accordingly, Plaintiff petitions this Court for judicial review of the record on which the 

DOT's denial was based, including but not limited to 

a. A determination that the decision lacked substantial evidence; 

b. A determination that the denial is void ab initio for non-compliance with NRS 453D, 

NAC 453D, R092-17 and other Nevada state laws or regulations; and 

c. Other relief consistent with those determinations. 
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105.  Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Ramos Law, LLC to bring 

this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys' fees and costs 

therefor. 

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

 
106.  Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

107. When a governmental body fails to perform an act "that the law requires" or acts in an 

arbitrary or capricious manner, a writ of mandamus shall issue to correct the action. NRS 

34.160. 

108. The DOT failed to perform acts that the law requires including, but not limited to: 

a.  Providing proper pre-hearing notice of the denial; 

b.  Arbitrarily, capriciously and illegally denying Plaintiffs’ applications for 

recreational licenses for no legitimate reasons. 

109. The DOT acted arbitrarily, capriciously and illegally in the denial by performing or failing 

to perform the acts enumerated above and because, inter alia: 

 a.  Lack of substantial evidence to deny the application; and  

b. The denial was made solely to approve other competing applications without 

regard to Nevada law as more specifically described above. 

110.  These violations of the DOT's legal duties were arbitrary and capricious actions 

 that compel this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the department to approve 

Plaintiffs’ license applications and issue Plaintiff conditional licenses. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF PLED IN THE ALTERNATIVE 
(Unjust Enrichment) 

 
111.   Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.   
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112.   Plaintiff applied for recreational marijuana licenses in accordance with NRS Chapter 

453D and the regulations and rules promulgated by the DOT. 

113.   Plaintiff applied for these licenses because NRS Chapter 453’s mandate that did not 

allow the DOT to “pick and choose” winners and losers at their whim, but provided 

specific, mandatory criterion that the DOT was obligated to comply with in awarding the 

recreational marijuana licenses. 

114.   Plaintiff paid to the DOT in excess of $300,000 to apply for the recreational marijuana 

licenses that as of the date of the filing of this complaint, the DOT has not returned. 

115.  In the event that this Court finds that Plaintiff is not entitled to the relief requested in the 

first through fifth claims for relief, under the circumstances as alleged in this Complaint, 

it would be unjust for the DOT to retain the benefit of Plaintiff’s expenditures to apply 

for the recreational marijuana licenses. 

116.   As a direct and proximate result of the DOT being unjustly enriched, Plaintiff has 

incurred damages in excess of $15,000.00. 

V.  PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 

1.  For declaratory relief set forth above;  

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the enforcement of the denial; 

3. For judicial review of the record and history on which the denial was based; 

4. For issuance of a writ of mandamus; 

5. For compensatory, special, consequential and punitive damages in excess of $15,000 on 

those causes of action that damages are available. 

6. For attorney’s fees and costs of suit; and  
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7. For all other and further relief as the Court deems proper and just. 

VI.  JURY DEMAND 

Comes now Plaintiff RURAL REMEDIES, LLC and pursuant to NRCP 38, demands a 

jury trial on all the issues so triable above, including Plaintiff’s cause of action for violation of 

42 USC 1983. 

 DATED this 28th day of January, 2020. 

RAMOS LAW 

 

/s/ Clarence Gamble    
Clarence Gamble, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 4268 
3000 Youngfield Street, Suite 200 
Wheat Ridge, CO 80215 
 
Attorney for Plaintiff Rural Remedies, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Ramos Law and pursuant to 

NRCP 5(B), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, I caused a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 

INTERVENTION, petition for judicial review or writ of mandamus to be submitted 

electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on January 28, 2020. 

 

/s/ Gail L. May 

      
Gail L. May, Senior Litigation Paralegal 
Ramos Law 
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Will Kemp, Esq. (#1205) 
Nathanael R. Rulis, Esq. (#11259) 
n.rulis@kempjones.com 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: (702) 385-6000 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
MM Development Company, Inc. & 
LivFree Wellness, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation 
 

Case No. A-19-787004-B 
 
Consolidated with: 

A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 
Dept. No. XI  
 

 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND  
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

 
 COMES NOW Plaintiffs, MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., and LIVFREE 

WELLNESS LLC, dba The Dispensary, by and through their counsel of record, Kemp, Jones & 

Coulthard, LLP, and hereby complains against Defendants STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 

OF TAXATION; CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC; CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC; CLEAR RIVER, LLC; 

COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC; DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC; ESSENCE HENDERSON, 

LLC; ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC; EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS, LLC; GREEN 

THERAPEUTICS, LLC; GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC; HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 

CENTER, INC.; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC; NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC; 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/29/2020 4:06 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC; PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC; TRNVP098, LLC; 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC and Does I through X, and petitions this Court for 

Writ of Mandamus as follows:   

I. 
PARTIES & JURISDICTION 

 
1. Plaintiff, MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, LLC., is a Nevada corporation duly 

licensed under the laws of the State of Nevada. 

2. Plaintiff, LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC, dba The Dispensary, is a Nevada limited 

liability company duly licensed under the laws of the State of Nevada.  

3. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (the 

“Department”) is an agency of the State of Nevada. The Department is responsible for licensing and 

regulating retail marijuana businesses in Nevada through its Marijuana Enforcement Division. 

4. Upon information and belief, Defendant CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis Marketplace, 

Thrive, and/or Cheyenne Medical. 

5. Upon information and belief, Defendant CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC is a Nevada limited 

liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Canna Starz, and/or Circle S. 

6. Upon information and belief, Defendant CLEAR RIVER, LLC is a Nevada limited 

liability company doing business under the fictitious names United States Marijuana Company, United 

States Medical Marijuana, Nevada Medical Marijuana, Clear River Wellness, Clear River Infused, 

Nevada Made Marijuana, Greenwolf Nevada, Farm Direct Weed, Atomicrockz, and/or Giddystick. 

7. Upon information and belief, Defendant COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis 

Marketplace, LivFree Las Vegas, and/or Commerce Park Medical. 
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8. Upon information and belief, Defendant DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Deep Root Harvest. 

9. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence Cannabis Dispensary. 

10. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence.  

11. Upon information and belief, Defendant EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Eureka NewGen Farms. 

12. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Provision. 

13. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Health for Life.  

14. Upon information and belief, Defendant HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, 

INC. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious names Cannacare, Green Heaven 

Nursery, and/or Helping Hands Wellness Center.  

15. Upon information and belief, Defendant LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Zenleaf, Siena, Encore 

Cannabis, Bentley Blunts, Einstein Extracts, Encore Company, and/or Siena Cannabis.  

16. Upon information and belief, Defendant NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names The Source and/or The 

Source Dispensary.  

17. Upon information and belief, Defendant POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Polaris MMJ.  
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18. Upon information and belief, Defendant PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Green Heart and/or Pure 

Tonic.  

19. Upon information and belief, Defendant TRNVP098, LLC is a Nevada limited liability 

company doing business under the fictitious names Grassroots and/or Taproot Labs.  

20. Upon information and belief, Defendant WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, 

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Cultivate 

Dispensary 

21. The true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, association or otherwise 

of the Defendants DOES 1 through 10 and/or ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 10, inclusive, are 

unknown to Plaintiffs, who therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious names.  Plaintiffs are 

informed and believe, and thereupon allege, that each of the Defendants designated herein as DOES 

and/or ROE CORPORATIONS is responsible in some manner for the events and happenings herein 

referred to, and in some manner caused the injuries and damages to Plaintiffs alleged herein.  Plaintiffs 

will ask leave of the court to amend this Complaint to insert the true names and capacities of said 

Defendants DOES 1 through 10 and/or ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through 10, inclusive when the same 

have been ascertained by Plaintiffs, together with the appropriate charging allegations, and to join such 

Defendants in this action. 

II. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

 
22. In or around November 2016, the citizens of the State of Nevada approved a statutory 

ballot initiative – Ballot Question 2 – that, inter alia, legalized the recreational use of marijuana and 

allowed for the licensing of recreational marijuana dispensaries. 

23. The statutory scheme approved by the voters was codified in NRS Chapter 453D and 

outlined the authority for the issuance of licenses for retail marijuana dispensaries. 
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24. The Nevada State Legislature passed several bills during the 2017 legislative session 

that affected the licensing, regulation, and operation of recreational marijuana establishments in the 

state of Nevada.  One of those bills, Assembly Bill 422, transferred responsibility for the registration, 

licensing, and regulation of marijuana establishments from the State of Nevada’s Division of Public 

and Behavioral Health to the Department of Taxation.  

25. On or around May 8, 2017, the Department adopted temporary regulations pertaining 

to, inter alia, the application for and the issuance of retail marijuana licenses. 

26. On or around January 16, 2018, the Department held a public hearing on the proposed 

permanent regulations (LCB File No. R092-17), which was attended by numerous members of the 

public and marijuana business industry. 

27. Then, on or around January 16, 2018, the Department adopted the proposed permanent 

regulations in LCB File No. R092-17 (the “Regulations”). 

28. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the Department, pursuant to Section 80(3) 

of Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 (“R092-17”), the 

Department was responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana retail stores “to 

jurisdictions within each county and to the unincorporated area of the county proportionally based on 

the population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated area of the county.”  

29. The Department issued a notice for an application period wherein the Department sought 

applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.   

30. The application period for those licenses, including thirty-one (31) licenses in Clark 

County, seven (7) licenses in Washoe County, one (1) license in Elko County, and one (1) license in 

Nye County, opened on September 7, 2018 and closed on September 20, 2018. 
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31. If the Department received more than one application for a license for a recreational 

marijuana retail store and the Department determined that more than one of the applications was 

complete and in compliance with R092-17, Sec. 78 and NRS 453D, the Department was required to 

rank the applications within each applicable locality for any applicants in a jurisdiction that limits the 

number of retail marijuana stores in order from first to last. Ranking is based on compliance with the 

provisions of R092-17 Sec. 80, NRS 453D and on the content of the applications relating to:  

a. Operating experience of another kind of business by the owners, officers or 

board members that has given them experience which is applicable to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment. 

b. Diversity of the owners, officers or board members.  

c. Evidence of the amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial 

contributions.  

d. Educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members.  

e. The applicant’s plan for care, quality and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to 

sale.  

f. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and illiquid.  

g. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ.  

h. Direct experience of the owners, officers or board members of a medical 

marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment in this State. 

32. No numerical scoring values were assigned to any of the foregoing criteria enumerated 

for the applications. 

33. Section 6.3 of the Application further provided that “[a]pplications that have not 

demonstrated a sufficient response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional 
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[unspecified, unpublished] criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not 

move forward in the application process.” (Bold added). 

34. No later than December 5, 2018, the Department was responsible for issuing conditional 

licenses to those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded one of 

the allocated licenses.  

35. The Department allocated ten (10) licenses for unincorporated Clark County, Nevada; 

ten (10) licenses for Las Vegas, Nevada; six (6) licenses for Henderson, Nevada; five (5) licenses for 

North Las Vegas, Nevada; six (6) licenses for Reno, Nevada; one (1) license for Sparks, Nevada; and 

one (1) license for Nye County, Nevada. 

36. Prior to the application process with the Department, Plaintiffs were previously scored 

and ranked in the 2015 licensing procedure, pursuant to NRS 453A, in conjunction with a medical 

marijuana establishment permit application.  

37. At that time, Plaintiff MM Development Company, Inc. received a score of 203.58 and 

was ranked as the fourth-highest applicant for a medical marijuana dispensary in unincorporated Clark 

County, Nevada. Plaintiff LivFree Wellness, LLC dba The Dispensary was ranked as the highest 

applicant for Henderson, Nevada with a score of 208.3; the highest applicant for Reno, Nevada with a 

score of 207; and the fifth-highest applicant in unincorporated Clark County, Nevada with a score of 

201.64. 

38. The factors used for the 2015 rankings were substantially similar to the factors to be 

used by the Department for the 2018 rankings for the allocated licenses. 

39. The only major difference between the factors assessed for the 2015 rankings and the 

2018 rankings was the addition of diversity of race, ethnicity, or gender of applicants (owners, officers, 

board members) to the existing merit criteria. 
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40. Plaintiffs, both of which were already operating licensed recreational retail marijuana 

stores and possessed a share of the retail recreational marijuana market in their jurisdictions at the time, 

submitted applications for licenses to own and operate additional recreational marijuana retail stores 

and thereby to retain their market share in a highly competitive industry, in compliance with the 

specified, published requirements of Department regulations together with the required application fee 

in accordance with NRS 453D.210. 

41. Plaintiff MM Development Company, Inc. submitted applications (i.e., RD 284, RD 

285, RD 286, RD 287, RD 288, and RD 289) for recreational marijuana retail store licenses to own and 

operate recreational marijuana retail stores in the following jurisdictions: unincorporated Clark County, 

Nevada; Las Vegas, Nevada; North Las Vegas, Nevada; Mesquite, Nevada; Reno, Nevada; and Nye 

County, Nevada. 

42. Plaintiff LivFree Wellness, LLC dba The Dispensary submitted applications (i.e., RD 

292, RD 293, RD 294, RD 295, RD 296, and RD 297) for recreational marijuana retail store licenses 

to own and operate recreational marijuana retail stores in the following jurisdictions: unincorporated 

Clark County, Nevada; Las Vegas, Nevada; North Las Vegas, Nevada; Reno, Nevada; Elko County, 

Nevada; and Nye County, Nevada. 

43. On or about December 5, 2018, despite their prior exceptional ranking, Plaintiffs were 

informed by the Department that all their applications to operate recreational marijuana retail stores 

were denied.  

44. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the Department improperly granted 

“conditional” licenses to applicants/Defendants that were ranked substantially lower than Plaintiffs on 

the 2015 rankings.  
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45. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the Department improperly denied conditional 

licenses to Plaintiffs because there were significant errors in the numerical scoring values and 

corresponding rankings given to each of Plaintiffs’ applications.  

46. Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the Department improperly granted more than 

one recreational marijuana store license per jurisdiction to certain Defendants/applicants, owners, 

and/or ownership groups.  

47. On information and belief, Plaintiffs allege that the Department arbitrarily, capriciously, 

and improperly granted licenses to the other Defendants, without actual implementation of the impartial 

and numerically scored competitive bidding process mandated by NRS 453D.210. 

48. Plaintiffs allege that the Department unlawfully deprived Plaintiffs of legal protections 

to which they are entitled, including:  

a. granting more than one conditional recreational marijuana store license per 

jurisdiction to certain applicants, owners, or ownership groups in violation of the administration 

of an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process; 

b. granting conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from information that 

was not made available to all applicants, but rather conveyed to these favored applicants (or 

their attorneys or agents) by Department personnel in a manner that gave these favored 

applicants an advantage in the scoring process over other applicants, and thereby destroying the 

mandated impartiality of the competitive bidding process; 

c. granting conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from the Department’s 

failure or refusal to include State regulatory compliance history as part of the graded and/or 

scored criteria in contravention of the governing regulations and in violation of the 

Department’s mission to conduct an impartial numerically scored competitive bidding process; 
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d. granting conditional licenses to applicants who, after receiving information not 

available to all applicants, failed to disclose the true addresses of the locations at which they 

proposed to open a retail recreational marijuana store, the Department thereby totally abdicating 

the requirement that the application be impartially numerically scored with regard to the impact 

that it was likely to have on the community in which it would operate; 

e. granting conditional licenses to applicants who impermissibly amended 

applications after they were purportedly “complete and in compliance” when submitted;  

f. granting conditional licenses to applicants without investigating discrepancies 

between the owners, officers and directors listed on the application where they were different 

from those officially listed with the Nevada Secretary of State; 

g. granting conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from the Department 

implementing – in a manner that was partial and subject to manipulation – the awarding of 

points for diversity, resulting in the abdicating its mission to conduct an impartial numerically 

scored competitive bidding process; 

h. failing to train the temporary employees hired to performing the impartial 

numerically scored competitive bid process and/or put in place, adequately supervise and/or 

maintain quality assurance and/or quality control over the process which, in turn, rendered the 

grading process inconsistent and unfair to Plaintiffs; 

i. granting conditional licenses to applicants in direct contravention of the 

legislative and regulatory mandate to operate the impartial numerically scored competitive 

bidding process in a manner that will prevent monopolistic practices in a county with a 

population of 100,000 or more; 

j. granting conditional licenses to applicants in other unlawful manners to be 

further developed at trial. 
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49. Pursuant to NRS 360.245, Plaintiffs each filed administrative appeals of the denials of 

their applications with the Nevada Tax Commission. 

50. On January 10, 2019, Plaintiffs each received a letter on the letterhead of the Nevada 

Department of Taxation—signed by Mr. Jorge Pupo—which acknowledged receipt of the Notices of 

Appeal to the Nevada Tax Commission and stated “[t]here is no statutory or regulatory allowance for 

appealing the scoring, ranking, or denial [of an application for a retail marijuana store license]. . . . As 

there is no allowance for an appeal of the denial of your application for the issuance of a retail marijuana 

store license, no further action will be taken by the Department on your Notice of Appeal.” 

51. After receiving Mr. Pupo’s letters unilaterally rejecting Plaintiffs’ appeals, Plaintiffs 

each filed second administrative appeals of the denials of their applications and appeals with the Nevada 

Tax Commission. 

52. The Nevada Tax Commission never responded in any way to Plaintiffs’ second 

administrative appeals. 

53. To date, the Commission has never scheduled a special meeting to address the numerous 

problems with the recreational marijuana dispensary licensing or included it on the agenda of any 

regularly scheduled meeting.  Moreover, the Commission never took any action to remedy Mr. Pupo’s 

denial of the Plaintiffs’ notices of appeal. 

III. 
CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

 
FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 
 

54. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

55. A justiciable controversy exists that warrants a declaratory judgment pursuant to 

Nevada’s Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 to 30.160, inclusive. 
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56. Plaintiffs and the Defendants have adverse and/or competing interests as the 

Department, through its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied Plaintiffs’ applications but 

conditionally granted Defendants’ in a manner that violates Plaintiffs’ Constitutional Rights, Nevada 

law, and State policy. 

57. The Department’s refusal to issue Plaintiffs any “conditional” licenses affects Plaintiffs’ 

rights afforded them by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

58. Further, the Department’s improper ranking of the other applicants for a recreational 

marijuana establishment license and the Department’s subsequent, improper issuance to each of 

Defendants a “conditional” license also affects the rights of Plaintiffs afforded them by NRS 453D, 

NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

59. The Department’s actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable 

controversy ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiffs and the Defendants with respect to the 

construction, interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17.  Plaintiffs 

have been harmed, and will continue to be harmed, by the Defendants’ actions. 

60. The Department’s actions and/or inactions failed to appropriately address the necessary 

considerations and intent of NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict monopolies.  

61. Accordingly, Plaintiffs seek a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. That the Department improperly denied each Plaintiff six (6) “conditional” 

licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishment in the 

following jurisdictions: unincorporated Clark County, Nevada; Las Vegas, 

Nevada; North Las Vegas, Nevada; Mesquite, Nevada; Reno, Nevada; Elko 

County, Nevada; and Nye County, Nevada. 

b. The denial of a “conditional” license to Plaintiffs is void ab initio; 
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c. The procedures employed in the denial violated Plaintiffs’ procedural due 

process rights and equal protection rights under the Nevada and United States 

Constitutions and, therefore, the denial is void and unenforceable; 

d. The denial violates Plaintiffs’ substantive due process rights and equal 

protection rights under the Nevada and United States Constitutions and, 

therefore, the denial is void and unenforceable; 

e. The denial is void for vagueness and therefore unenforceable; 

f. The Department acted arbitrarily and capriciously or in contravention of a legal 

duty and Plaintiffs are therefore entitled to a writ of mandamus;  

g. Plaintiffs are entitled to judicial review; and 

h. The Department’s denial lacked substantial evidence. 

62. Plaintiffs also seek a declaration from this Court that the Department must issue each 

Plaintiff six (6) “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishment in 

unincorporated Clark County, Nevada; Las Vegas, Nevada; North Las Vegas, Nevada; Mesquite, 

Nevada; Reno, Nevada; Elko County, Nevada; and Nye County, Nevada since Plaintiffs’ scores issued 

by the Department would have ranked high enough to entitle them to a “conditional” license had the 

Department properly applied the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, and R092-17. 

63. Plaintiffs assert and contend that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and proper at 

this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and liabilities of the 

Plaintiffs afforded them by NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and 

regulations.  

64. Plaintiffs have found it necessary to retain the legal services of Kemp, Jones & 

Coulthard, LLP, to bring this action, and Plaintiffs are entitled to recover their reasonable attorneys’ 

fees and costs therefor.  
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Injunctive Relief) 

 
65. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

66. The Department’s flawed interpretation of the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 

453D, and R092-17, and refusal to issue “conditional” licenses in accordance with the law constitute 

and cause continuing and irreparable harm to Plaintiffs with no adequate remedy at law. 

67. The purpose of this refusal was and is to unreasonably interfere with Plaintiffs’ business 

and causing Plaintiffs to suffer irreparable harm. 

68. The Department will suffer no harm by following the law with respect to issuing 

“conditional” licenses.  

69. The Department’s interpretation of NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, and R092-17 is 

flawed and Plaintiff is likely to succeed on the merits in this litigation.  

70. The public interest favors Plaintiffs because in the absence of injunctive relief, the 

consumers who would have benefitted will have less available options from which they can receive 

recreational marijuana. 

71. Therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to preliminary injunctive relief, and after a trial on the 

merits, permanent injunctive relief, ordering the Department to issue “conditional” licenses to Plaintiffs 

in accordance with NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Procedural Due Process) 

 
72. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

73. NRS 598A offers certain prohibitions and corresponding protections meant to preserve 

and protect the free, open and competitive nature of our market system, and penalize anticompetitive 

practices to the full extent allowed by law. 
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74. NRS 598A.210, in providing a cause of action for injunctive relief and/or damages, 

represents a recognition under Nevada law and policy that a business’s sales and the resulting value of 

its market share are a property interest entitled to protection by the courts. 

75. Such a statutorily recognized “property interest” is within the meaning and subject to 

the due process protections of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States and 

Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada; and may not be denied arbitrarily, 

capriciously, or based upon administrative partiality or favoritism, as when present as in the instances 

complained of herein, none of those trigger any exemptions set out in NRS 598A. 

76. While acting under color of state law, the Department has effectively nullified and 

rendered illusory the legislative statutory entitlement which all Plaintiffs – and all applicants – have to 

an impartial numerically scored competitive bidding system for licensure of applicants who comply 

with and prevail competitively in accordance with the objective and impartial standards and procedures 

prescribed by the provisions of NRS 453D. 

77. Pursuant to the implementation of the foregoing licensing process, the denial of 

Plaintiffs’ applications, when coupled with the issuing of conditional licenses to Defendants pursuant 

to a constitutionally invalid process has and will continue cause a diminution of Plaintiffs’ sales and 

market share values as a direct result of the conduct of the Department issuing the conditional licenses 

to Defendants and the business operations conducted thereafter by the Defendants of that 

unconstitutional licensing process. 

78. The procedures employed by the Department in denying Plaintiffs’ applications have 

deprived Plaintiffs of due process of law as guaranteed by the Nevada Constitution and the United 

States Constitution. 

79. The process in which denial was considered, noticed to the public, and passed failed to 

provide Plaintiffs any meaningful opportunity to be heard at a consequential time and was 
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fundamentally unfair and violated the due process requirements of the Nevada and United States 

Constitutions. 

80. The Constitutional infirmity of this entire process renders the denial void and 

unenforceable, and Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ ineffectiveness and an order 

enjoining its enforcement. 

81. Plaintiffs are also entitled to damages for these due process violations. 

82. As the action of the Department necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal services of 

Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also entitled 

to attorneys’ fees and costs of suit. 

83. Plaintiffs have found it necessary to bring this action, and Plaintiffs are entitled to 

recover their reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs therefor. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Substantive Due Process) 

 
84. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

85. The denial violates Plaintiffs’ substantive due process rights guaranteed by the Nevada 

Constitution and the United States Constitution. 

86. The Constitutional infirmity of this entire process and the Department’s denial renders 

the denials void and unenforceable, and Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ 

ineffectiveness and an order enjoining its enforcement. 

87. Plaintiffs are also entitled to damages for these due process violations. 

88. As the action of the Department necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal services of 

Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also entitled 

to attorneys’ fees and costs of suit. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Equal Protection Violation) 

 
89. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

90. By improperly denying Plaintiffs’ applications for licensure under the provisions of 

NRS 453D.200 and NRS 453D.210, while improperly granting the applications of Defendants, under 

color of state law, the Department has, without justification, disparately treated Plaintiffs’ applications 

absent rational basis, and has thereby violated Plaintiffs’ rights to equal protection of the law as 

guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States and Article 1, Section 

1 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada. 

91. The denial of Plaintiffs’ applications violates Plaintiffs’ right to equal protection under 

the Nevada and United States Constitutions. 

92. The denial divides up marijuana applications into two or more classes. 

93. This classification and disparate treatment is unconstitutional because there is no 

rational relationship between the disparity of this treatment and any legitimate governmental purpose. 

94. The constitutional infirmity of the denials renders them void and unenforceable, and 

Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration as to the denials’ ineffectiveness and an order enjoining any 

enforcement. 

95. As the action of the Department necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal services of 

Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also entitled 

to attorneys’ fees and costs of suit. 

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Judicial Review) 

 
96. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

97. The Department, in misinterpreting and incorrectly applying NRS 453D, NAC 453D 

and the related Nevada laws and regulations, has exceeded its jurisdiction by issuing “conditional” 

006605



 

-18- 

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

K
E

M
P,

 J
O

N
E

S 
&

 C
O

U
L

T
H

A
R

D
, L

L
P 

38
00

 H
ow

ar
d 

H
ug

he
s P

ar
kw

ay
, 1

7th
 F

lo
or

 
La

s V
eg

as
, N

ev
ad

a 
89

16
9 

Te
l. 

(7
02

) 3
85

-6
00

0 
• F

ax
: (

70
2)

 3
85

-6
00

1 
kj

c@
ke

m
pj

on
es

.c
om

 

licenses to Defendants that do not merit “conditional” licenses under NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and 

R092-17. 

98. Plaintiffs are aggrieved by the decision of the Department to deny Plaintiffs’ 

applications without proper notice, substantial evidence, or compliance with NRS 453D, NAC 453D, 

R092-17, and other Nevada state laws or regulations. 

99. There is no provision in NRS 453D, NAC 453D, or R092-17 allowing for an 

administrative appeal of the Department’s decision, and apart from injunctive relief, no plain, speedy, 

and adequate remedy for the Department’s improper actions. 

100. Accordingly, Plaintiffs petition this Court for judicial review of the record on which the 

Department’s denial was based, including but not limited to: 

a. A determination that the decision lacked substantial evidence; 

b. A determination that the denial is void ab initio for non-compliance with NRS 

453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada state laws or regulations; and 

c. Other relief consistent with those determinations. 

101. Plaintiffs have found it necessary to retain the legal services of Kemp, Jones & 

Coulthard, LLP, to bring this action, and Plaintiffs are entitled to recover their reasonable attorneys’ 

fees and costs therefor.  

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

 
102. Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

103. When a governmental body fails to perform an act “that the law requires” or acts in an 

arbitrary or capricious manner, a writ of mandamus shall issue to correct the action.  Nev. Rev. Stat. § 

34.160. 

104. The Department failed to perform various acts that the law requires including but not 

limited to: 
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a. Providing proper pre-hearing notice of the denial; and 

b. Arbitrarily and capriciously denying the applications for no legitimate reason. 

105. The Department acted arbitrarily and capriciously in the denial by performing or failing 

to perform the acts enumerated above and because, inter alia: 

a. There were significant errors in the numerical scoring values and corresponding 

rankings assigned to each of Plaintiffs’ applications; 

b. The Department lacked substantial evidence to deny the applications; and 

c. The Department denied the application solely to approve the applications of 

competing Defendants without regard to the merit of Plaintiffs’ application. 

106. These violations of the Plaintiffs’ legal duties were arbitrary and capricious actions that 

compel this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the Department to review the applications on 

their merits and/or approve it. 

107. As a result of the Defendants’ unlawful and arbitrary and capricious actions, Plaintiffs 

have been forced to retain legal counsel to prosecute this action and are therefore also entitled to their 

damages, costs in this suit, and an award of attorneys’ fees pursuant to NRS 34.270. 

IV. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgment as follows:  

1. For declaratory relief as set forth above; 

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the enforcement of the denial;  

3. For judicial review of the record and history on which the denial was based; 

4. For the issuance of a writ of mandamus; 

5. For compensatory and special damages as set forth herein; 

6. For attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 

 

006607



 

-20- 

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

K
E

M
P,

 J
O

N
E

S 
&

 C
O

U
L

T
H

A
R

D
, L

L
P 

38
00

 H
ow

ar
d 

H
ug

he
s P

ar
kw

ay
, 1

7th
 F

lo
or

 
La

s V
eg

as
, N

ev
ad

a 
89

16
9 

Te
l. 

(7
02

) 3
85

-6
00

0 
• F

ax
: (

70
2)

 3
85

-6
00

1 
kj

c@
ke

m
pj

on
es

.c
om

 

7. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.  

DATED this January 21, 2020. 

 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD LLP    

 
 

 /s/ Nathanael Rulis      
Will Kemp, Esq. (NV Bar No. 1205)     
Nathanael R. Rulis (NV Bar No. 11259)    
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor    
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169      
Attorneys for Plaintiffs MM Development Company, Inc. &  
LivFree Wellness, LLC      
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that on the   29th   day of January, 2020, I served a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing Plaintiffs’ Second Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review or Writ of 

Mandamus via the Court's electronic filing system only, pursuant to the Nevada Electronic Filing and 

Conversion Rules, Administrative Order 14-2, to all parties currently on the electronic service list; 

documents hand delivered to Litigation Services Depository. 

 
 

 /s/ Ali Augustine     
An employee of Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP  
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, MONDAY, JANUARY 27, 2020, 9:26 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  Who do I have on the telephone?

4 MR. WILLIAMSON:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Richard

5 Williamson on behalf of Deep Roots Medical LLC.

6 MS. LOVELOCK:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Nicole

7 Lovelock on behalf of Euphoria Wellness.

8           THE COURT:  Anybody else on the phone?

9 If those of you on the phone would put yourselves on

10 mute, I'd really appreciate it. 

11 If we could all identify ourselves, starting with

12 Mr. Fetaz, working ourselves around the room, and stopping in

13 the box on the way.

14 MR. FETAZ:  Max Fetaz for ETW plaintiffs.

15 MS. BARRETT:  Whitney Barrett for Qualcan.

16 MR. DICKEY:  Joshua Dickey on behalf of DH Flamingo

17 and Inyo.

18 MR. BULT:  Adam Bult on behalf of the ETW

19 plaintiffs.

20 R. RULIS:  'Morning, Your Honor.  Nate Rulis on

21 behalf of MM Development and LivFree Wellness.

22 MR. GENTILE:  Dominic Gentile on behalf of the

23 Serenity plaintiffs.

24 MR. HUNT:  John Hunt on behalf of the Serenity

25 plaintiffs.
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1 MR. HOLMES:  Jeremy Holmes on behalf of Green Life

2 Productions.

3 MR. PARKER:  Good morning again, Your Honor. 

4 Theodore Parker on behalf of Nevada Wellness.

5 MR. GAMBLE:  'Morning, Your Honor.  Clarence Gamble

6 on behalf of Rural Remedies LLC.

7 MR. GRAF:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Rusty Graf on 

8 behalf of Clear River.

9 MS. HIGGINS:  'Morning.  Brigid Higgins on behalf of

10 Clear River.

11 MS. SMITH:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Stephanie

12 Smith on behalf of Thrive Wellness and [inaudible].

13 MS. BRASTER:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Jennifer

14 Braster on behalf of Circle S. Farms.

15 MS. SHELL:  Good morning.  Alina Shell on behalf of

16 Greenmart of Nevada NLV.

17 MS. ASHCRAFT:  Alicia Ashcraft on behalf of

18 [inaudible] Waveseer of Nevada and Solace Enterprises.

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Steve

20 Shevorski on behalf of Taxation.

21 MR. KOCH:  David Koch for Nevada Organic Remedies.

22 MR. SCHWARZ:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Joel

23 Schwarz on behalf of Lone Mountain Partners.

24 MR. GUTIERREZ:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Joseph

25 Gutierrez on behalf of Thrive.
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1 MR. BICE:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Todd Bice on

2 behalf of the Essence parties.

3 MR. SMITH:  Jordan Smith also on behalf of the

4 Essence entities.

5 MR. KAHN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Jared Kahn for

6 Helping Hands Wellness Center.

7 MR. SAVAGE:  John Savage here for Dotan Melech, the

8 receiver for CWNevada.

9 MR. ROSE:  Good morning.  Christopher Rose for

10 Wellness Connection of Nevada.

11           THE COURT:  All right.  If I could start with the

12 motion for a settlement conference.

13 MR. KOCH:  It's our motion.  I think several parties

14 have joined, including the State.  We have attempted to have

15 settlement discussions.  In a case like this obviously it's

16 difficult.  And, frankly, one of the objections, without

17 revealing settlement negotiations, has been, well, there's

18 other people out there, what if they don't agree.  There are

19 issues always when you have a 120 potential parties.  And we

20 have discussed that and discussed the possibility of having a

21 settlement conference.  So the Court can order that everyone

22 who'd like to participate in a settlement conference can do

23 so, so that if a settlement can be effected as part of that

24 process, those who choose not to participate would have that

25 opposition, but take that risk, as well.  So that a settlement
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1 could be had.  Especially with the State being a participant,

2 you need to be there giving any blessing to any agreement that

3 may be reached.  We do believe that that would benefit all the

4 parties to potentially reach a settlement, come back, and

5 whether we deem it a good-faith settlement or something of

6 that sort with the parties that do participate, that what we

7 avoid the holdout problem of folks who may be the hundred-and-

8 fifteenth-ranked applicant saying, no, I'm not going to

9 settle, and holding up the process that the rest of the

10 parties that may actually have a resolution that could fix

11 some of the issues would like to move forward with.

12 I know that the sole opposition or objection that MM

13 filed, saying, it's a fantasy, we're not going to get it done,

14 you know, maybe [unintelligible] I think a lot of times the

15 front end of a settlement conference -- it happens a lot, we

16 say it's never going to happen.  But we do think in this case

17 it's appropriate and frankly the only way that's necessary or

18 possible to get everyone to the table.  And for that reason we

19 do believe it appropriate and ask for that relief so that we

20 can have a date as soon as possible in getting everybody

21 there, and we'll work out the logistics from that point.

22           THE COURT:  As a practical matter how is the State

23 going to be able to participate, Mr. Shevorski?

24 MR. SHEVORSKI:  The State will have its decision

25 makers there, as well as some others.

6

006615



1           THE COURT:  To approve transfer kind of issues that

2 might be --

3 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Correct, Your Honor.

4           THE COURT:  -- related to these discussions?

5 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Correct.

6           THE COURT:  Okay.

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  As well as other issues dealing with

8 deadlines and things.

9           THE COURT:  All right.  So, Mr. Kemp, Mr. Rulis?

10 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor --

11           THE COURT:  My problem before is the State wasn't

12 going to participate.  That was what happened the last time

13 when you asked me to order it.

14 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, the State's not the problem. 

15 And I preface this by saying that I --

16           THE COURT:  The State's not the problem.  Mr.

17 Shevorski's writing that down.

18 MR. KEMP:  The State isn't the problem, Your Honor. 

19 And I preface this by saying I personally have spent more time

20 pursuing settlement in this case than any lawyer in the

21 courtroom.  I've probably got twice as many hours into it. 

22 And I --

23           THE COURT:  You actually cut a check for somebody

24 who didn't pay when you were going back to your second

25 session.

7

006616



1 MR. KEMP:  That's exactly right, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  I don't remember who or what, but I

3 remember you telling me that.

4 MR. KEMP:  They were quite a few of them who didn't

5 pay.  But, in any event, Your Honor -- and I don't want to get

6 into details or flows of what's being floated here, but I will

7 say there's no way to get to a global settlement at this

8 point.  Because to get to a global you have to have 120 people

9 or however many dropped out, minus that, 120 people have to

10 sign whatever the agreement is.  First of all, that's not

11 possible just to get them all in this a room.

12 But second of all, the problem with that is the --

13 everyone's empowered.  So every claimant can come in there and

14 hold up the whole thing.  You just can't do it that way.  And.

15 you know, I've done a lot of global settlements in my life,

16 and that's why now when we do a global settlement we don't

17 require a hundred percent participation.  We only require 95,

18 92, as low as we can get.  And if you do it that way, you get

19 a hundred percent.

20 But the problem with their proposal -- and, again, I

21 don't want to get into it, but we're wasting our time.  When I

22 first heard this proposal it was five, five and a half months

23 ago, and I immediately said it's a non starter.  Immediately

24 on the phone call that it came in.  We went and saw Judge

25 Togliatti, we wasted five days with her on this ridiculous
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1 proposal, and this is the same thing they want to do now.  So

2 we vehemently object to it.

3 We think there's a way to settle the case.  I

4 proposed it, I've talked to Mr. Koch about it as recently as

5 last week.  But having this massive global settlement

6 conference at the Thomas & Mack and getting a hundred people

7 there and trying to get them all to sign the same document

8 just is not going to work.

9           THE COURT:  Judge Williams thinks he's doing it in

10 his courtroom.  And that won't hold that many people

11 MR. KEMP:  That won't hold that many.  And I like

12 Judge Togliatti.  I think she's done a great job.  I have

13 encouraged her to continue her participation.  I like Judge

14 Williams.  I think he would do a great job.  But, you know, if

15 it's an impossible task, it doesn't matter if we have Solomon

16 do it, okay.  It just is not a realistic endeavor.  And for

17 that reason we oppose it and we think we're better off trying

18 to do what we're trying to do.  And again, Your Honor, I

19 personally have spent more time, more energy, paid more money

20 than anybody in this courtroom, and I think this is a complete

21 waste of time and it will distract, as it has distracted for

22 five months, from other efforts to get the case settled.  And

23 that's why we oppose it.

24           THE COURT:  Thank you.

25 Anybody else?
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1 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Your Honor.  With respect to

2 the claim that, you know, we can't fit people in [inaudible],

3 we can make that work.  And I don't think that we're going to

4 get 120 clients and lawyers there.  And that's part of the

5 reason for that, because those that actually want to reach a

6 settlement will be there and will participate.  And for that

7 reason it's necessary and important to get those parties

8 there.

9           THE COURT:  Anybody else wish to speak related to

10 the motion?

11 MR. HUNT:  Yes.  On the Essence and Serenity group

12 we would join in that.  And I would only say with every extra

13 player to a debate comes a twisted spark which ignites

14 confusion.  And this is an act of futility.

15           THE COURT:  So, while I certainly appreciate the

16 efforts and the State's willingness to participate at this

17 stage --

18 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor --

19           THE COURT:  Yes, Mr. Kahn.

20 MR. KAHN:  Hi.  I'm sorry.  I just -- if I may just

21 real quick.  And I understand you're about to rule.  But in

22 joining in this we certainly have attempted for those five

23 months to try and get this matter settle and resolved.  And to

24 corral 120 parties through various phone calls, meetings, and

25 all that has been very difficult.  This would be an organized
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1 fashion to bring everybody there to present a settlement offer

2 that's modified from what Mr. Kemp was referencing and to put

3 that before everybody to weigh in on a resolution that would

4 involve all the parties, as many as we can, to get either an

5 up or down vote on it or discuss it in negotiation.

6 However, this would be a confined venue and forum

7 for everybody to have an efficient, more productive

8 conversation towards settlement, as opposed to, as Mr. Kemp

9 said, spending hundreds of hours on trying to track everybody

10 down for [inaudible].

11           THE COURT:  Thank you.

12 While I appreciate the State's willingness to

13 participate in a conference, I am not going to order a

14 settlement conference given the objections that have been

15 made.  Good luck.

16 So do you want to go to the protective order, or the

17 writ?

18 MR. BICE:  I'm prepared to address the protective

19 order, Your Honor, if you --

20           THE COURT:  Okay.  Let's go to the protective order.

21 MR. BICE:  Thank you, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Bice, you and I remember while

23 we were in the middle of a case and the legislature changed

24 some gaming disclosure requirements --

25 MR. BICE:  Yes.
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1           THE COURT:  -- that -- I thought about that as I was

2 reading all this, and I was glad you were the person who was

3 going to argue this, because you remember the legislature

4 knows how to really, really, really make it confidential.

5 MR. BICE:  They do.  They do, Your Honor.  And I

6 don't think that the Court can read too much into that,

7 because the legislature does know how to make it really,

8 really, really confidential.  But, as the Court knows -- and

9 Mr. Koch's also going to address this on the other motion for

10 protective order.  But, as this Court knows --

11           THE COURT:  How are you splitting your time with

12 him?

13 MR. BICE:  Well, I'm going to hurry.

14 Your Honor, the legislature in that case was faced

15 with a particular issue, right.  And that particular issue was

16 there was a proposed change in the legislation because of

17 litigation --

18           THE COURT:  Because of rulings I'd made.

19 MR. BICE:  That's right.  Because of the rulings you

20 had made that pertained to a Federal or State investigation. 

21 Now --

22           THE COURT:  By other regulatory authorities, not

23 Nevada.

24 MR. BICE:  That's right.  Now, in this particular

25 case, yes, the legislature did not go that extra hurdle here,
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1 but I don't think that the Court can infer from that that,

2 well, unless they do that that was their intention.  No.  In

3 that particular case I think the Court has to recognize that

4 what the legislature was doing was they were presented with a

5 specific scenario -- and I won't get into the politics of it

6 about who it was that was seeking that amendment to the

7 statute, but I just don't think that that Court can infer from

8 that that therefore what the legislature really intended is

9 when it says something is confidential that you can just

10 simply say, okay, well, it's not as long as you go ask a party

11 for it in the litigation.

12 And I'll get into some relevancy questions on that

13 again, Your Honor.  But I just don't agree with that premise,

14 that we have to infer that the legislature intended this

15 workaround, as opposed to in the gaming matter which you are

16 addressing they were presented with a specific workaround that

17 stemmed from Court orders.  So I think it is different, Your

18 Honor.  And I understand your position.  I kind of figured you

19 were going to ask me about this.

20           THE COURT:  Did you?

21 MR. BICE:  Yes.

22           THE COURT:  It wasn't in the briefs anywhere.

23 MR. BICE:  No.  I know.  I know.  So let me address

24 this.  Your Honor, we're here -- let's remember what this

25 lawsuit is about.  This is a lawsuit brought by applicants
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1 challenging government action.  There are no affirmative

2 claims asserted against any of these winners over here.  Not

3 one.  The claims are all against the government.  And the only

4 time my clients were even named in this action were named in

5 this action by DH Flamingo as part of the judicial review

6 process.

7 So let's focus on what is actually asserted and what

8 is at issue, as opposed to just pretending like, well, we

9 filed a lawsuit and so therefore that opens the doors wide to

10 our competitors and discovery on that.  I read these

11 oppositions.  I got these oppositions.  I couldn't read them

12 until over the weekend.  And I found them very interesting,

13 because they proclaim, you know, there's just the litany of

14 usuals, all discovery is very broad, everything is reasonably

15 calculated, anything that we say.  So I got to thinking, you

16 know, let me look at -- that's odd, let me look at these

17 complaints and let's see what they actually assert.  And let's

18 look at their own initial disclosures and let's see what they

19 claim is relevant.  After all, as this Court has -- anybody

20 who practices in this court, which I probably do more than the

21 Court would like --

22           THE COURT:  No.  We appreciate you, Mr. Bice.

23 MR. BICE:  Anybody knows that if you are a party, a

24 plaintiff coming into this courtroom and proclaiming relevance

25 on subject matters, you had better have disclosed all of this
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1 information yourself as part of 16.1.  Don't come to the Court

2 claiming, oh, well, they'll have to serve me with detailed

3 discovery requests if I claim that the subject matter is

4 relevant as a plaintiff.

5 So I looked.  And guess what.  None of this, none of

6 it has been disclosed by any of these plaintiffs who are now

7 here talking about broad discovery.  In fact, Your Honor, I

8 got this supplement, the first supplement from Mr. Kennedy's

9 office I believe on Friday.  They have disclosed nothing,

10 essentially, but applications.  And we got a few phone records

11 from them from this -- now we know it was a burner phone that

12 Dr. Spirtos supposedly got these anonymous texts from so that

13 no one can track them down.  Of course, that turns out very

14 convenient for them.  But, nonetheless -- then I looked at Mr.

15 Gentile's office's disclosures.  The only they disclose are

16 applications and documents that other people have disclosed. 

17 That's it.

18 So now let's turn to the actual -- so when they tell

19 you -- they come up here and they tell you how broad discovery

20 is, I want the Court to remember that's not the position

21 they're taking, except for on this motion.  They have a

22 completely different view about the breadth of discovery and

23 what's at issue in this case when it's their own obligations,

24 but just not my clients'.

25 So let's just -- Your Honor, I'd ask you to quickly
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1 look at these topics one by one.  Topic Number 1, my clients'

2 MIPA.

3           THE COURT:  Member purchase agreement?

4 MR. BICE:  Purchase agreement.

5           THE COURT:  Yeah.

6 MR. BICE:  Right?  Every detail about it, every

7 negotiation about it.

8 3 is the identity of persons, the identity of

9 signators, you know, who tendered their resignation effective

10 the closing.  The closing didn't happen until 2019, in March. 

11 None of this has anything to do with this case.  You know how

12 I know that, Your Honor?  Because Mr. Gentile told you it

13 didn't.  He stood there and told you, my client, Essence, were

14 the ones who figured this out and did it the correct way.  The

15 way that they structured the transaction was appropriate. 

16 That's what he told you.  Now in their opposition they devote

17 two sentences at the end of their brief, saying, just

18 disregard what we've previously told this Court.

19 You know what changed, Your Honor, between now and

20 then?  The only thing that changed is that your injunction is

21 limited to that 5 percent rule.  So now all of a sudden

22 they've got to find some way to try and -- because that didn't 

23 apply to my client, they thought that they had other arguments

24 that pertained to all the other winners, so they changed their

25 story of the entire case in order to rationalize this
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1 overbroad discovery that doesn't have anything to do with the

2 issues in this case.  That's the only reason that they've

3 changed their tune on this.

4 Then, Your Honor, I ask you to look at all of these

5 topics.  Topic 8, all the employment relationships we have

6 with a whole host of employees.

7 9, the nature and terms of the profit-sharing

8 interest with an individual.

9 10, the valuation, if any, that we placed on our own

10 licenses for purposes of that transaction.

11 12, the facts and circumstances surrounding the

12 permit screening application in the City of Pasadena?  What

13 does that have to do with their claims against the Department

14 of Taxation here, Your Honor?  Nothing.

15 This is all about -- and Mr. Gentile has essentially

16 told this Court what's really going on here.  They have market

17 share, and they want to use the discovery process to snoop

18 into their competitors' business and see how they can harm it. 

19 Which is exactly what they've done.

20 13, Your Honor, they want to see any -- identities

21 of any persons assisting in the preparation and filing of the

22 applications.

23 14, actually, Your Honor, I actually think this one

24 is arguably relevant.  This is one of the few ones that has to

25 do with the communications with the D.O.T.  But coming back to
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1 the point about a party who claims something is relevant and

2 under their 16.1 disclosures they don't think it's relevant.

3 And then I'd like to jump, Your Honor, to 16 and 17,

4 all the registered owners.  Again, the State determines who

5 the applicants are, Your Honor.  And then this beneficial

6 owner, issue, Your Honor, again, they've got a unique

7 definition of beneficial owner.

8 But one of my favorites, Your Honor, are 19 and 20,

9 because these are actually directed at non party Green Thumb,

10 not even Essence.  These are requests that Green -- you get

11 Green Thumb to identify all of its owners, a publicly traded

12 company, after they've already made these admissions to the 

13 Court.

14 Then, Your Honor, I turn to DH Flamingo.  Same issue

15 with them, Your Honor, except these topics are so broad I

16 don't know how one could ever even comply with them.

17 Topic Number 2 -- let's start there, because they

18 just incorporate all of Mr. Gentile's -- all dispensary

19 applications you've submitted.  Well, what about them?  What

20 am I supposed to prepare a witness on the applications? 

21 Everything, anything?  There's just no specificity here.

22 And then they go -- any change of ownership is Topic

23 Number 4, Your Honor.  Again, what does that have to do with

24 this lawsuit?  I know it has to do with their competitive

25 desires.
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1 And then Topic 6, same thing, change of location.

2 Topic 7, all marijuana certificate incident reports

3 you submitted to the Department of Taxation.  I keep getting

4 that D.O.T., Your Honor, confused always.

5           THE COURT:  I know.  The abbreviation probably

6 should have been different.

7 MR. BICE:  Right.  So, again, Your Honor, this comes

8 back to the issue about what the statute provides, which Mr.

9 Koch is going to address.  But my point, Your Honor, on these

10 topics is they are way overbroad.  The plaintiffs here have

11 filed an action that says that the Department of Taxation

12 didn't follow its own rules and regulations.  This discovery

13 is not geared towards that issue.  This discovery is about

14 prying into their competitors' business model and their

15 competitors' operations, not relating to anything did the

16 D.O.T. properly consider their applications or not.  That's

17 what this lawsuit is about, not whether or not they can pry

18 into everything.  And, again, their own discovery, Your Honor,

19 tells us that they don't view it as relevant, because they

20 aren't willing to produce it themselves.

21 Thank you.  And I'll let Mr. Koch address the

22 remainder of the confidentiality issue.

23           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, can you put me on mute,

24 please.

25 Mr. Koch, you're up.
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1 MR. KOCH:  I'll try to sing along with the music.

2           THE COURT:  Can somebody text Teddy and tell him to

3 take us off the very helpful --

4 Mr. Parker, can you put me on mute, please.

5 MR. PARKER:  Yes, Your Honor, I'm on.

6           THE COURT:  Put me on mute, please.  Your hold music

7 is really loud.  Mr. Koch is now going.

8 You're up, Mr. Koch.

9 MR. KOCH:  And, Your Honor, our motion was an

10 objection to a subpoena served to Connor & Connor and was

11 specifically targeted at a course of apps which was the

12 inspections and investigations.  And we've been down this road

13 a little bit early on in the case with respect to 360.255, and

14 we objected based upon the confidentiality and privilege

15 that's in the statute, but also based upon relevance, as Mr.

16 Bice has talked about.  The statute specifically says records

17 of the Department with respect to any investigation,

18 disciplinary action are confidential and privileged, period.

19 Plaintiffs say, well, that just means the Department

20 can't produce them, we can get them some other way.  That does

21 not change the confidentiality and privilege that is

22 specifically stated in 360.255(1).  In fact, the plaintiffs go

23 on to say, well, it's so important that the legislature came

24 in and had to fix with this SB 32.  SB 32 actually amplifies

25 the fact of what is relevant here, because SB 32 specifically
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1 added a section of that statute we've talked about previously,

2 which is subsection (m), subsection (2)(m), which talks about

3 what items may be disclosed.  And they're very limited, the

4 identity of the applicant, the contents of any tool, the

5 methodology, and the final ranking and scores.  And there is

6 no indication there that compliance history, investigations,

7 any of those items are somehow now public record.

8 In fact, the only thing that is specifically public

9 record specifically stated in the statute is in subsection

10 (2)(k), which is the disclosure of the identity of a licensee

11 against whom disciplinary action has been taken and the type

12 of disciplinary action posed against the licensee.

13 And we've been a little bit loose, I think, at times

14 with respect to what disciplinary action is, but it's defined

15 in the statute.  Its a suspension or revocation of a license.

16 There is no allegation or claim, in fact there is none here

17 that there was a disciplinary action that was somehow taken

18 and is now public that would somehow be relevant in any way. 

19 Instead what we've got is some parties saying, well, they

20 should have had compliance histories considered and that way

21 we could put it in front of the Court to decide whether there

22 the applicant.  And that's not what the standard is.

23 Mr. Bice had the same question.  If Nevada Wellness,

24 who opposed this and DH Flamingo thought this was so

25 important, presumably they included compliance histories with
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1 their disclosures.  They didn't.  All we have really is Mr.

2 Hawkins, who up on the stand said, my establishment has zero

3 deficiencies.  I'd love to put that to test, because I think

4 Mr. Hawkins is mistaken.  But that's not what this case is

5 about.  If we were comparing compliance histories, if my

6 client has 30 deficiencies and Mr. Bice's has 35 and Serenity

7 has 36, what is the Court going to do with that?  There's

8 nothing to do with that.  That's not what is at issue here. 

9 It's not relevant.  It's a sideshow that becomes a problem as

10 we delve into this and why were the paper towels not in the

11 bathroom, why was there a box on the floor.  What did that

12 have to do with the application?  It had nothing to do with

13 it.

14 And so for the reasons of the statutory

15 confidentiality and privilege that are included in there and

16 also on the basis on of relevance and the fact that the

17 legislature has defined what could and should be identifiable

18 and made public when they've done that clearly, we've already

19 been through that road with the identified sections, and it's

20 not for these parties to come in and have a this-is-your-life

21 analysis of every investigation that's taken place.  We don't

22 think those items are appropriate.  We think that they should

23 be precluded from discovery in this matter and not sought by

24 an end-around ask for it from somebody else.

25           THE COURT:  Anyone else wish to speak in favor of
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1 the motions for protective order?

2 All right.  Who's going first?  Mr. Dickey.

3 MR. DICKEY:  [Unintelligible], Your Honor.  Thanks,

4 Your Honor.

5 Regarding the 30(b)(6) depositions Your Honor can

6 read the statute.  And when we're talking about 360.255 it

7 says the Department shall not disclose.  This also bleeds over

8 into the Connor & Connor, so I'll address them in both.  But

9 we're not requesting the information from the Department of

10 Transportation.

11           THE COURT:  Taxation.

12 MR. DICKEY:  Sorry.  I have the same problem as Mr.

13 Bice, so --

14           THE COURT:  All of us do, because I screwed up the

15 name.

16 MR. DICKEY:  I'm in good company.  I'm discussing

17 D.O.T.  But the legislature --

18           THE COURT:  I didn't want to call it the marijuana

19 licensing litigation.

20 MR. DICKEY:  I get it.

21           THE COURT:  Yeah.

22 MR. DICKEY:  I'll just fight my confusion as I --

23           THE COURT:  D.O.T.  The State.

24 MR. DICKEY:  All right.  The D.O.T.

25 The legislature knows how to do this, Your Honor, if
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1 they wanted to make -- extend that confidentiality and

2 privilege as is argued here.  They didn't.  In fact, SB 32, if

3 you stipulate away from the plain language when we get past

4 that, SB 32, the whole purpose of it was to facilitate the

5 exchange of information so Your Honor could assess the

6 process.

7 Now, we have alleged that not only was the process

8 flawed and improper things have occurred, and you've heard all

9 about that.  We've alleged that the process was corrupted and

10 certain entities were favored.  Our particular requests in the

11 30(b)(6) deposition notice and in the subpoena duces tecum go

12 towards that.  And we're not just throwing a hail Mary on that

13 or going fishing.  There's a lot of information out there

14 already on this.  I won't go through it all.  It's a -- a lot

15 of it is in our brief.  But it's beyond what we've put in our

16 allegations, it's supported by Your Honor's preliminary

17 findings of fact and confusions [sic] of law.  Your Honor

18 found --

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  We didn't say that, Your Honor.

20 MR. DICKEY:  Preliminarily Your Honor found that

21 this was -- there were things that were influenced by personal

22 relationships, things that were done.  I just read them early

23 this morning.

24           THE COURT:  Sorry.

25 MR. DICKEY:  It was my pleasure.  Recent evidence
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1 from Mr. Tenorio that he's provided.  So all of this goes

2 towards the relevance.  But in terms of the statute, the

3 statute does not extend to the requests that we have made to

4 Connor & Connor for the information that Connor & Connor has

5 and to those topics that have -- that we directed to Mr.

6 Bice's client, Essence.  And if you step back and you look at

7 the purpose of that statute, we're dealing with -- the purpose

8 of that statute was to create -- to protect records that would

9 have otherwise been open under the Public Records Act.  So if

10 they were open under the Public Records Act, anybody could go

11 to the D.O.T. and say, give me this information, it's a public

12 record.  Well, that's what this was designed to protect

13 against.  No one could go to Mr. Bice's client and say, hey,

14 Essence, give me your records.  There's no obligation.  That's

15 addressed through litigation.  That's what we're here for. 

16 There are protections that Essence and the others who object

17 have within litigation that they can avail themselves of. 

18 We've all entered into protective orders and have various

19 designations.  But that statute does not extend to the

20 requests to these third parties.  So that's that.

21 There was -- it hadn't been argued, at least in oral

22 argument, the notion that we're not entitled to do discovery

23 at all.

24           THE COURT:  You are.  Okay.

25 MR. DICKEY:  I'll leave that alone there.  I think
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1 we've set forth that our -- both in our subpoena duces tecum

2 and in our 30(b)(6) those are relevant.  They're not vague or

3 ambiguous, and that information is not protected by the

4 statute.  You can see that also in the exceptions to the

5 statute.  If you look at 2(a), it expressly references

6 litigation.  So I'll leave it at that and turn it over to Mr.

7 Hunt.

8           THE COURT:  Mr. Hunt.

9 MR. HUNT:  Good morning, Your Honor.

10 I think to begin with Mr. Bice made a comment,

11 what's changed.  What's changed is that there's been a

12 truckload of information that's been made available to all of

13 the parties, so their positions may have evolved over time. 

14 So, again, the basic issue is is it relevant and will it lead

15 to calculable discoverable evidence.

16 Topics 1 through 7, I think all you have to do is

17 look at the issue as disclosure requirements of ownership. 

18 NAC 453D.315(3), same thing as it says to transfers, whether

19 the D.O.T. had any knowledge of that and would it have

20 affected the scoring.

21 Next, Topics 8 through 9.  I'll be short.  This

22 affects the scoring, because if they did not disclosure the

23 diversity, how they did it, how this agreement where people

24 were resigning, it is just basically, oh, what a tangle web we

25 weave once we set out to deceive.
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1 And when you look at the next one, Topic 10, market

2 value, the Court has already indicated that, although we don't

3 have a right to a market share, we have a right and each

4 individual here has a right to due process, constitutional

5 protections to make sure that the licenses are issued pursuant

6 to those edicts and that valuation is very important.

7 Topic 11, this idea of that it has no relevancy, the

8 Pasadena versus Nevada filings.  Absolutely untrue.  When

9 someone's filed something in one jurisdiction and then files

10 another and that information that was filed with Nevada was

11 false, incorrect, on a false pretense, maybe even fraud,

12 that's relevant.

13 Topics 15 through 20 regarding the beneficial

14 interests and ownership, that's clearly enunciated in NAC

15 453D.315(7).  And Essence has not complied.  And so here's the

16 situation.  What they want you to do is to close the door so

17 we can't put the light on the character and the actions of

18 their clients.  All of it is discoverable, all of it has

19 affected the process.  All of it eventually and we have to

20 always remember it's discoverable because it's calculated to

21 lead to discoverable evidence.  But, more importantly, all

22 these things are really -- are they premature?  This is about

23 admissibility, not about whether or not you give us the

24 opportunity to find out if the State has been deprived from

25 information that it would otherwise have been required to be

27

006636



1 given based upon the statutes, the regulations, the

2 Constitution that require such so that these licenses were

3 fairly and appropriately given.

4 So with that said, unless you have any particular

5 questions -- I know there were a number of topics, but I've

6 tried to lump them into categories.  And if you have any

7 questions, I'll be happy to address it.

8           THE COURT:  I don't.

9 MR. HUNT:  Thank you, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  Anyone else wish to speak against the

11 motion?  Mr. Parker?

12 MR. PARKER:  No, Your Honor.  I think --

13           THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Bice, you're up again.

14 MR. BICE:  Thank you, Your Honor.

15 I'll deal first with the statutory issue Mr. Dickey

16 raised, because he says, well, the legislature knows how to do

17 it.  Actually, he is right about that in part.  The

18 legislature does know, because it's not an open record.  He's

19 analogizing that, well, if it were -- the only reason the

20 statute exists is because otherwise these things would be open

21 records and subject to just anybody off the street asking

22 them.

23 Well, that's not really accurate.  Because if he

24 just looks at subpart (1)(b), it says that the Department may

25 not be required to produce any of these records or files for
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1 the inspection of any person or even a governmental entity for

2 use in any action or proceeding.  So, again, wrong, because --

3           THE COURT:  Except when some judge says so.  That's

4 further down.

5 MR. BICE:  Except when -- well, that's going to be

6 question, right.  And I actually don't agree with that. 

7 Right. But that is -- you know, I'm not quarreling with the

8 Court's authority, Your Honor.  I'm just simply saying what

9 did the legislature do here.  And the legislature made I think

10 a very clear limitation on what they believed was publicly

11 available.  And I understand the argument about but remember

12 in Las Vegas Sands and what was going on there, because I

13 understand the Court is looking to that.  In that case, Your

14 Honor, they claimed that because they gave stuff that was

15 otherwise protected, they gave it to their adversary in a

16 regulatory violation that it was -- somehow maintained its

17 privilege.  That's what the question was that was presented. 

18 And this Court said, well, it doesn't maintain -- because

19 remember they claimed -- they prepared that slide show --

20           THE COURT:  PowerPoint -- 

21 MR. BICE:  -- PowerPoint.  They had --

22           THE COURT:  -- to the Department of Justice, SEC. 

23 Yeah.

24 MR. BICE:  They had attorneys do it, and they

25 claimed work product and attorney-client, and then they gave
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1 it to the Department of Justice and said, it's still

2 privileged because we gave it to them.  And you said, no, it's

3 not.  Because --

4           THE COURT:  Poor Steve.  He's in the back row.

5 MR. BICE:  -- they're your adversaries.  Right. 

6 They're not adversary, so it's not privileged.  That's

7 different here.  The legislature has declared these things are

8 confidential.

9 All right.  Turning now, Your Honor, to the

10 particular topics again.  This one, Mr. Hunt -- I'm just

11 fascinated by this.  He now says -- the throws out the word

12 "fraud," he throws out all sorts of -- there's absolutely no

13 substance to any of that.  Talk about just winging it.  And he

14 says, oh, well, there's -- new evidence has come to light. 

15 Really?  What new evidence?  He hasn't identified it.  Because

16 it didn't.  Because the document that they're referencing, my

17 client's sale agreement, has existed since it was filed up in

18 Canada.  It's the only document he attaches, and they had when

19 they were here admitting to you that we had done this

20 correctly.  And the only thing that's changed is because the

21 Court didn't enter an injunction on other issues that they

22 wanted, my client wasn't enjoined, and so now here we're going

23 to go back and try and now concoct an entirely new story that

24 is contrary to their own representations to the Court and

25 contrary to the actual evidence.  That deals with all of the
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1 first seven topics, Your Honor, where they don't even -- they

2 don't even want to talk about what these requests actually

3 are.  And I understand why.  He just wants to generically

4 gloss over them.  Because if anybody bothers to read them,

5 they're just blatantly irrelevant.  Just like with, oh,

6 Pasadena, I want to go get into every other application

7 they've ever submitted because I threw out the word "fraud"

8 although I have nothing to back up any of this.

9 But you'll notice neither Mr. Dickey nor Mr. Hunt

10 addressed the points that Mr. Koch and I both made.  If you

11 claim something's relevant in this court or in Business Court

12 in general, you have an affirmative obligation under 16.1 to

13 disclose this information yourself.  So you obviously don't

14 think it's relevant, you're just winging it in front of the

15 Court in opposing a motion for protective order.  Because both

16 of them are silent for a reason.  They have disclosed nothing. 

17 They have disclosed nothing.  Mr. Hunt says, well, we all need

18 to shine a light on who these particular winners are, maybe

19 the State was biased.  He's disclosed nothing.  And we know

20 why.

21           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Bice.

22 MR. BICE:  Thank you.

23           THE COURT:  Here the statute protects the Department

24 of Taxation and the State of Nevada from disclosing

25 information, but that does not make the information privileged
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1 when it is in the possession of another party.

2 Here the confidentiality provisions are adequately

3 protected by the parties' protective orders that have been

4 entered into.  However, some of the requests are overbroad and

5 therefore are not relevant for the purposes of seeking

6 discovery in this limited proceeding.

7  I am granting the protective order on the issues

8 related to membership purchase agreements, employee hiring and

9 employee resignations, profitability, and value issues.  And I

10 am also granting it on -- sorry, I can't read my own writing

11 -- the support for public filings.  So public filings are fair

12 game, and you are welcome to ask any questions that you'd like

13 in a 30(b)(6) about a public filing that has been made.  But

14 the supporting and backup information for those public filings

15 is protected.

16 You may, of course, ask any questions you'd like

17 about inspections of Nevada operations, compliance issues with

18 Nevada operations, and incident reports submitted to the

19 Department of Taxation for Nevada operations.

20 You may ask questions about changing locations, but

21 not about business strategies for changing locations or market

22 shares.

23 In addition, any communications or offers of

24 employment of former or current D.O.T. employees is fair game,

25 and change in ownership forms, but it limited to the change in
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1 ownership forms and any information submitted to the

2 Department of Taxation, as opposed to the underlying backup

3 information and how that was calculated.

4 So I'm trying to keep you out of their business on

5 how they value things, how they make their business plans. 

6 But anything they provided to the Department that's in their

7 possession is fair game.

8 Anything else, gentlemen, on that issue?

9 MR. KOCH:  Just can we get -- will that be part of a

10 minute of the Court.  You've said a lot of things.  I'm trying

11 to write them down, but I'm not sure I got them.

12           THE COURT:  I think so. Jill will do a transcript.

13 MR. BICE:  That would be helpful, Your Honor.

14           THE COURT:  You know how that is, Mr. Bice.

15 MR. BICE:  Yes.

16           THE COURT:  Wait.  I've got one more motion.

17 MR. BICE:  Oh.  I'm sorry.  My apologies.

18           THE COURT:  Mr. Kahn.  And then I have an issue. 

19 Because you guys are screwing up Business Court.

20 MR. BICE:  No.  But this is on your ruling.

21           THE COURT:  Yes?  On this motion?

22 MR. BICE:  Mr. Fetaz and I have on the Connor &

23 Connor -- so what's going to happen there, because she's an

24 attorney was representing many --

25           THE COURT:  There's a lot of privileged stuff.
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1 MR. BICE:  Right.  So Mr. Fetaz and I had already

2 agreed that --

3           THE COURT:  I knew that.

4 MR. BICE:  Okay.  Understood.

5           THE COURT:  There was a lot of agreement that you've

6 already made on privilege issues with that law firm, and we

7 are going to protect the attorney-client privilege because

8 that is sacrosanct.

9 MR. BICE:  Understood.  Thank you, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  Okay.  Now we're on your motion to make

11 them move you.

12 MR. KAHN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Thank you. 

13 Jared Kahn on behalf of Helping Hands Wellness Center here on

14 our application for writ of mandamus to compel the State to

15 move Helping Hands from Tier 3 to Tier 2.  With me in the

16 court, Your Honor, just so you're aware, are my clients, Dr.

17 Jameson, her husband, Gar Jameson, and Mr. and Mrs. Tertaryan

18 are here, as well.

19 Your Honor, I'm not going to try and educate you,

20 for sure, on the standard of a writ, but I'm going to say it

21 simply because it's the flow of the process that's argument. 

22 The writ of mandamus is there to be able to compel a

23 government agent to perform an act of law that requires --

24 it's required as a duty, or to control an arbitrary or

25 capricious exercise of discretion.  And that's under
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1 Fireplaces Plus that allows that exception when the discretion

2 exercise is arbitrary and capricious.

3 Here the State in its opposition states that they

4 don't have a legal duty to act and that it is actually, then,

5 a discretionary function for them to submit Helping Hands as

6 Tier 3 and to not take any action as part of the legal

7 strategy in this case.

8 However, those determinations have been arbitrary

9 and capricious.  So even though this Court in its August 29th

10 hearing directed the parties to go to State to either educate

11 the State or to inform the State of why we don't belong in

12 Tier 3 and we should go to Tier 2, the State has done nothing

13 in regard to that Court's directive, despite Helping Hands

14 having come here at that hearing on the 29th and presented

15 argument and submitted in writing to the State requesting

16 meetings, the State would not act, okay.

17 And the State's position as to why Helping Hands

18 belongs in Tier 3, Your Honor, was based on the August 21st,

19 2019, email that said, Mr. Tertaryan testified he's an officer

20 and that was not disclosed on the application.  And, again,

21 Mr. Tertaryan was background checked.

22 Now, Mr. Tertaryan testified that he was an officer

23 of the company, but that only occurred when Helping Hands made

24 him an officer of the company nine months after the

25 application.  The application was September 2018, he was not
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1 an officer.  Nine months later he's made an officer after the

2 sale and transfer of shares from the other existing

3 shareholder, Ms. Navallo-Herman, who sold all of her shares

4 and resigned.  Then the company nominated her.  And that power

5 [inaudible] 78.1303 that gives the corporation and its

6 shareholders the authority to now name who its officers are.

7 Now the State is coming in and saying, well, Mr.

8 Tertaryan should have been an officer and that's why we're not

9 going to move them into Tier 2.  The State, without any

10 authority, legal justification and to cause what I will say is

11 a massive slippery slope if the autonomy of a corporation is

12 taken away as to who it can nominate and designate as officers

13 and then the State is permitted to say who should be an

14 officer will cause massive disruption under the statute.

15 Now, here -- and I'll submit to Your Honor, it was a

16 document that I also provided to Mr. Shevorski today.  It's

17 something that's been in the State's possession for a while,

18 and I showed it to a couple of opposing counsel

19 [unintelligible], Your Honor.  And it was only discovered this

20 past weekend after going through a thorough examination of the

21 entity's audit binder from 2017, when it received its final

22 approval, Your Honor.  And if I may, if I can approach, I can

23 show it to you.  I'm going to --

24           THE COURT:  Any objection?

25 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No objection from the State, Your
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1 Honor.

2           THE COURT:  Then we'll mark it as Court Exhibit 1.

3 MR. GENTILE:  Can we have a copy of it?

4           THE COURT:  Thank you.

5 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, the documents that were

6 provided were the company's organizational chart, which

7 designates Mr. Tertaryan as the operations manager, and then

8 the second page is what was submitted to the State in 2017 in

9 obtaining their final licensing.  It details the details of

10 what Mr. Tertaryan would do as operations manager for the

11 entity.  The State at that time and for two years never said,

12 well, these duties, you should be an officer.  So Helping

13 Hands relied upon the State's compliance with the

14 [unintelligible] with that document, which is part of our

15 final inspection that says this is what Mr. Tertaryan does. 

16 He came in and testified, this is what I do.  And he basically

17 mimicked those duties in his testimony.  And then he was made

18 an officer nine months after that, -ish.

19 So now for the State to change its position after

20 two years of having Mr. Tertaryan be this operations manager

21 with those duties and then come in and say, well, now he

22 should have been an officer, without any legal authority or

23 justification, it's arbitrary and capricious, Your Honor.

24 The State does rely on the Palmer Manager Agent

25 Test, Your Honor, and that is also misplaced.  That manager
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1 agent test is who is going to be designated from the

2 corporation to be an agent for purposes of SER 182, attorney

3 communications with the organization and what may or may not

4 be privileged and falling under that rule.  Nowhere in Palmer

5 and nowhere in the State's opposition do they ever say, once

6 you're a manager agent now you're an officer.  They can't say

7 that.  And even the State acknowledges NRS 78.130 gives the

8 company the authority to appoint who its officers are.

9 So it's arbitrary and capricious for the State to

10 take the position that nine months after the fact a gentleman

11 testifies he's now an officer of the company.  He did not

12 testify that he was an officer at the time of the application. 

13 I think then we would have an issue.  But that's not what he

14 testified to.  He testifies currently it was about three weeks

15 prior to his testimony he became an officer of the company

16 when Ms. Navallo's shares were approved by the State on July

17 19th, 2019.

18 The State then takes a new approach in its

19 opposition that says now Dr. Jameson was not disclosed and

20 there's a conflict between Ms. Navallo-Herman and Mr.

21 Tertaryan who isn't the president.  And, Your Honor, again,

22 this is now another arbitrary and capricious decision on

23 behalf of the State to come up with a new argument opposed to

24 your ruling which is now -- that would not be subject to

25 appeal, so we couldn't exhaust our remedies on that argument. 
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1 And that's why a writ is pertinent.  And, Your Honor, we've

2 thoroughly briefed it in our reply brief responding to this as

3 to why Dr. Jameson, Ms. Navallo-Herman, Ms. Klaris Tertaryan,

4 all fully disclosed on Attachment A of the owners, officers,

5 and board members, they were background checked, a box is

6 checked.  And what appears to be a potential mistake, and I'm

7 trying to understand that myself, is that application itself

8 was confusing.  And I think that there's plenty of people on

9 this side of the room have even said that there's confusion

10 with this application.

11           THE COURT:  Really?

12 MR. KAHN:  And even maybe some on this side of the

13 room said there was confusion.

14           THE COURT:  I'm sorry.  That was sarcasm, which

15 infrequently appears in a transcript.

16 MR. KAHN:  And I took it well, Your Honor.  And the

17 issue is so when the consultant does list -- Dr. Jameson, does

18 list Mr. Tertaryan, does list Ms. Navallo-Herman.  They're in

19 there.  They checked their boxes.  They're all in there.  They

20 get background checked.  There was no harm and no gain from if

21 they would have checked the second box, because the diversity

22 points were calculated as to who was listed, they've

23 background checked -- that appeased the Court's concern with

24 who was being background checked here -- and they're fully

25 disclosed throughout the entire application in great detail,
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1 their finances, their role with the company, what they're

2 going to do, their life history, their bios are all fully

3 disclosed.  There's no secret here as to who was in the

4 application.

5 So that potential omission, which I'm not even sure

6 it's considered an omission, I think it was just that the

7 consultant who did it checked the box, disclosed the

8 individuals, and the State had all that information and

9 calculated the scores appropriately.  Had they checked the

10 second box, there wouldn't have been additional score, and no

11 score would have been taken away.

12 So now this new argument presented by the State

13 again speaks to their opposition, that we haven't exhausted

14 our administrative remedies, essentially, by being subject to

15 the appeal.  This is new information that would not be subject

16 to the appeal on the record below, and therefore it wouldn't

17 be appropriate to rely on just the appeal with this new basis

18 for their opposition.

19 Your Honor, as clearly established in our original

20 application for the writ there was a hardship.  Great deals of

21 money have been spent.  We're prevented from opening, we're

22 prevented from obtaining our SUP.  The local jurisdictions

23 won't even allow us to submit our SUP.  And I think that it's

24 appropriate to issue the writ to move Helping Hands now from

25 Tier 3 to Tier 2 because the State's determinations after
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1 being provided the information that clarifies what everybody's

2 roles were with the company and they still refuse to do so. 

3 And, again, providing the State the ability to remove the

4 autonomy from the corporation to say who should have been an

5 officer and let the State make that determination is wholly

6 inappropriate, and I think many people in this room would have

7 to take great issue if the State was allowed do that, Your

8 Honor.  Thank you.

9           THE COURT:  Thank you.

10 Mr. Shevorski.

11 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

12 Unfortunately, we've been here before dealing with

13 these petitions.  And I think Your Honor knows my response is

14 that there is an adequate remedy at law, and it's the appeal,

15 which NRAP 3(a) specifically says you could appeal a

16 preliminary injunction.  We're not making any new arguments in

17 support of the Tier 3 designation, but rather what we were

18 saying was the information you are providing in your petition

19 raises new issues, because there's conflicting information.

20 Now, we're not saying that they are dispositive

21 administratively of anything.  But we're not saying that, oh,

22 this is yet another reason to put you in Tier 3, but rather

23 the information you are providing has conflict in it and

24 therefore we can't just look at it and turn a blind eye to it. 

25 Not that it is dispositive, not that it is a new argument, not
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1 that it is a new reason to be in Tier 3.

2 We think Your Honor asked a specific question, who

3 was disclosed, because we had the information Your Honor did

4 not have, and that we could not in good faith hear that

5 testimony on the stand and respond to Your Honor in any way

6 contrary.  We submit that the writ should be denied.

7           THE COURT:  Thank you.

8 Anybody else wish to speak against the writ?

9 MR. RULIS:  Good morning, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  'Morning.

11 MR. RULIS:  I'm going to echo what Mr. Shevorski

12 said in that you've heard a similar motion before and already

13 decided that there's an adequate remedy, the appeal.

14 But secondarily I want to talk a little bit about

15 what Mr. Kahn talked about Mr. Tertaryan testified about at

16 the preliminary injunction hearing.  And, you know, we cited

17 it in our brief, but Mr. Tertaryan's the one who said, quote,

18 "I'm the one who operates the business."  Now, I know they

19 come in here and say they want to qualify that as, oh, well,

20 that was a new thing that just happened before the preliminary

21 injunction hearing.  But he was specifically asked, quote --

22 and this is on page 5, between lines 1 and 4 of our

23 opposition, but he said -- the question was, "Why don't we

24 have a single female owner speaking on behalf Helping Hands,

25 as opposed to you today?"  And Mr. Tertaryan's testimony was,
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1 "Because I'm mostly involved with the operation of Helping

2 Hands from the beginning."  I mean, that's the thing.  It's

3 based on his testimony at the injunction hearing.  But, you

4 know, along with that, these same issues were presented as

5 part of -- I think we had our objection to -- Your Honor had

6 invited objections to the initial requests for the email or to

7 the email from the State.  These same issues were briefed in

8 those objections at that time.  This is not new.  There's

9 nothing that makes this unique that isn't part of the pending

10 appeal.

11 And finally, if we're going to start introducing new

12 evidence that's coming to light -- you know, we're getting

13 documents as part of discovery.  We have documents that show

14 Helping Hands is having meetings that do not include the

15 people that they listed as the owners on their application. 

16 In fact, at a meeting right after getting the licenses neither

17 Ms. Navallo-Herman, Ms. Tertaryan, nor Ms. Denian [phonetic]

18 were even at the meeting on behalf of the board and initial

19 team brainstorming people on behalf of Helping Hands.  So I

20 think that's all blending to this issue of -- that I think the

21 State has said they cannot determine with certainty the

22 ownership that was put on the application.

23           THE COURT:  Thank you.

24 Anyone else to speak against the petition for writ?

25 Mr. Kahn.
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1 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.  Just a couple

2 points.  I'll be quick.

3 The statement that Mr. Tertaryan was operating the

4 business from the beginning is not a secret.  In fact, the

5 State knows about in that document Exhibit 1 that we just

6 provided to you that says he's operations manager.  And in it

7 it basically outlines all those duties.  And the State never

8 objected to that role without him being an officer at the

9 time.  Therefore, the standard here is whether the State is

10 now arbitrarily and capriciously changing their position to

11 say that it was okay for him for years to have that position

12 as not an officer and then all of a sudden because the basis

13 of this litigation is to determine who is an officer, now they

14 say, well, maybe he should have been one.  Again, that's

15 arbitrary and capricious, and the State does not have any

16 legal justification to make that argument.

17 And in regards to Mr. Rulis's comment that is not

18 actually before Your Honor, he references discovery that's

19 been disclosed, Mr. Tertaryan actually testified there were

20 board meetings of the board members of Helping Hands

21 subsequent to winning the application.  He attended and in

22 fact I attended, Your Honor, and I think there were 10 people

23 in that room, at least.  That's because the company was

24 actually moving forward with its true board to do what it

25 needed to do for the dispensary, okay.  This wasn't what the
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1 allegations have been made that there's a sham board that

2 they've made against other remedies and applicants in this

3 proceeding.  This was a board actually getting together.  And

4 the fact that an owner doesn't show up to a board meeting is

5 not required under its own bylaws, corporate meeting minutes

6 laws, or anything of that nature, Your Honor.  The board

7 showed.  And Mr. Tertaryan as a representative also showed. 

8 And he testified to that.

9 And, again, Your Honor, just to conclude here, Mr.

10 Shevorski says, it was hard to hear that testimony and then

11 not be able to put them in this Tier 3 position, essentially. 

12 However, he now has all the facts and evidence before him as

13 to when Mr. Tertaryan became an officer, nine months after the

14 fact, after the transfer of shares was approved in July 2019. 

15 And they're still not changing course.  That's arbitrary and

16 capricious, Your Honor, and that's why a writ should issue. 

17 Thank you.

18           THE COURT:  Thank you.

19 The application is denied because it's a

20 discretionary act by the State.

21 All right.  Can I move you guys to Fridays?  Because

22 you're killing my Business Court docket.

23 MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, I don't think we've

24 addressed the Connor & Connor subpoena.

25           THE COURT:  Yes, we did.
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1 MR. GENTILE:  Did you consolidate that?

2           THE COURT:  That would be the part about

3 inspections, compliance --

4 MR. GENTILE:  Okay.  All right.

5           THE COURT:  -- incident reports.

6 So can I move you guys to Fridays?  You're killing

7 my Business Court docket.

8 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No objection from the State, Your

9 Honor.

10           THE COURT:  Anybody have an objection to Fridays? 

11 You're all welcome to call in if you don't want to come.

12 MR. PARKER:  No objection.

13           THE COURT:  Okay.  So do you want to move the

14 hearing on the 24th to the Friday before or the Friday after? 

15 And that would be either the 21st or the 28th.  Which do you

16 want?

17 MR. RULIS:  We'd like the Friday after, Your Honor,

18 because we have some depos that are right before that we'd

19 like some time to --

20           THE COURT:  So the 28th?

21 Dulce, if you would move everything that is on

22 February 24th to 28th, 9:00 a.m.

23 And I'm sorry, guys, but I can't kill the rest of my

24 business lawyers for you.  'Bye.

25 MR. RULIS:  And, Your Honor, sorry.  Before we
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1 leave, we do have at least one housekeeping matter that we

2 wanted to address.  The Nevada Supreme Court has issued an

3 order to show cause about the findings of fact and conclusions

4 of law, saying that they believe that they --

5           THE COURT:  I read it.  It didn't seem like it

6 applied to me.  It seemed like it applied to all y'all.

7 MR. RULIS:  Well, they've said that Your Honor

8 needs --

9           THE COURT:  I got a footnote.

10 MR. RULIS:  -- that it needs to be filed in all of

11 the cases which -- or, alteratively, within the --

12           THE COURT:  I get a footnote for a reason.

13 MR. FETAZ:  We agree with Your Honor's footnote. 

14 Unfortunately, the Nevada Supreme Court has twice now told us

15 that they don't.  So based upon what you're telling us I think

16 what we'll do is bring a motion before Your Honor to see if we

17 can't try to remedy this issue.

18           THE COURT:  You're now consolidated.  You were not

19 before.  You were invited guests.

20 MR. FETAZ:  Understood, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  All right.  The motion to redact is

22 granted, because it includes some commercially sensitive

23 information.

24 THE PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 10:24 A.M.

25 * * * * *
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55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation   

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
A-18-785818-W (Sub Case) 
A-18-786357-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-786962-B (Sub Case) 
A-19-787035-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-787540-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-787726-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-801416-B (Sub Case) 

 
Dept. No. XI 
 

 

OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

The State of Nevada ex. rel. the Department of Taxation, by and through its counsel, 

opposes Nevada Wellness Center, LLC’s motion to compel. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 This Court should deny the Motion to Compel filed by Nevada Wellness Center, LLC 

(Wellness).  First, the Department of Taxation complied with the Discovery 

Commissioner's Report and Recommendation (DCRR).  Second, Wellness has not 

demonstrated that the cell phones it seeks are relevant, or even that any relevant, public 

records exist on them to its claims.  Third, the Department of Taxation has no right to 

seize the private property of the Manpower individuals.  Fourth, Wellness failed to  

. . . 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/10/2020 3:03 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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demonstrate that it was unable to obtain the materials with less intrusive means while 

respecting the privacy rights of the Manpower individuals. 

 This Court should also reject the portion of Wellness’s motion that seeks the 

disclosure of material protected by deliberative-process privilege.  Wellness has not made 

the showing of overriding need required to overcome that privilege.   

 Strictly in the alternative, should the Court be inclined to grant Wellness any relief 

under the December 31, 2019 order, the Court should stay compliance to permit the State 

to file a writ petition, as it did in the MM Development case, which raised analogous non-

party privacy issues concerning Mr. Tenorio’s private cell phone.1   

II. BACKGROUND  

 A. Wellness’ allegations 

 Wellness alleges causes of action for declaratory relief, injunctive relief, violation of 

procedural due process, violation of substantive due process, violation of equal protection, 

petition for judicial review, and petition for writ of mandamus.  (Ex. B).  Wellness in its 

complaint alleges it was wrongfully denied a (conditional) license to operate a marijuana 

business, because in the 2015 licensing procedure under NRS 453A, it received the highest 

ranks when applying for a medical marihuana dispensary in Henderson and Las Vegas, 

whereas in 2018, it was denied licenses for recreational marijuana retail stores in Clark 

County, Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, and Reno.  (Id. at ¶¶ 11-13, 16).  

B. Department of Taxation’s prior compliance with prior preservation 
order on Manpower Contractors personal phones 

 On December 13, 2018, the court in the MM Development case issued an order to the 

Department of Taxation to: preserve certain ESI, including communications regarding the 

hiring of Manpower personnel; make such ESI available for copying; provide a list of 
                            

     1 In that case, Department VIII issued an order compelling the Department of Taxation 
to seize and turn over for copying non-party Department of Taxation employee Rino 
Tenorio’s personal cell phone.  The Department of Taxation filed an emergency writ to stay 
that court’s order and vacate the order to compel.  The Nevada Supreme Court granted the 
request for a stay and ordered a response to the writ.  See NSC Case 79825 and 
accompanying order.  Ex. A. 
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Department personnel, including Manpower personnel; provide a list of their phone 

numbers; make personnel phones available, including those used by the pertinent 

Manpower contractors; and, if such phones were not available, to provide a declaration 

saying so and explaining why the cell phones were not available.  (Ex. C).  The next day, 

the Department of Taxation sent a preservation letter to Manpower.  (Ex. D).  The 

Department of Taxation also charged a Cybercrime Investigator II with the Attorney 

General’s Office to contact the six Manpower individuals to obtain their cell phones.  (Ex. 

E).  She did so, but four refused and two of failed to respond.  (Id. ¶¶ 7-12).  The Department 

of Taxation filed its declaration on January 3, 2019.  (Ex. F).  

 C. Current dispute regarding Manpower Employee’s personal phones

 After this Court overruled the Department of Taxation’s objection to the Discovery 

Commissioner’s report and recommendation, Wellness’ counsel requested that the 

Manpower phones be provided by December 13, 2019.  Department of Taxation’s counsel 

advised that the Department of Taxation preserved all ESI devices used in the evaluation 

process, as well as all communications with Manpower related to the hiring process, and 

invited Mr. Parker to make arrangements for copying the records.  (Ex.  F).  Further, the 

Department of Taxation’s counsel asserted that he provided a list of Manpower personnel 

who assisted in license application rating and evaluations, that the phones of certain 

individuals had been imaged with a third-party ESI vendor, Holo Discovery, and that the 

Office of the Attorney General had sent a preservation letter to Manpower a year earlier.  

Id. at 1-2 (F-1).  However, the Department of Taxation does not have custody, possession, 

or control of the Manpower Contractors’ personal phones. 

 Wellness then filed its Motion to Compel.  

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. Wellness’ motion lacks compliance with Okada’s interpretation of 
Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 37(a)’s pre-existing request element 

 A motion to compel seeks compliance with a preexisting discovery request.  See 

NRCP 37(a); see also Okada v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 134 Nev. 6, 408 P.3d 566 (2018).  A 
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pre-existing discovery request is an essential element of a motion to compel.  Id.  To be 

sure, the Discovery Commissioner and this Court upheld a preservation order, but that is 

not the same thing (and Wellness does not argue it is), as a discovery request under Nevada 

Rule of Civil Procedure 34.  For this reason alone, this Court should deny Wellness’ motion. 

 It is true that, the Department of Taxation has an obligation under Rule 16.1 to 

identify relevant records and supplement such identification under Rule 26(e)(1).  But, 

those Rules could hardly be the basis for a motion to compel where Wellness fails to point 

out whether any even conceivably relevant information exists on the private cell phones of 

the non-party Manpower Contractors.   

 Nothing prevents Wellness from contacting the Manpower Contractors.  Wellness 

could have inquired, or even served a subpoena to compel testimony under oath, of whether 

the data or records it seeks even exist.  Because this basic prerequisite or foundation has 

not been met, there certainly is not a ripe dispute that could be the basis for a motion to 

compel against the Department of Taxation. 

 B. The Department of Taxation complied with the DCRR 

 Wellness never explains how the Department of Taxation failed to comply with the 

DCRR.  The May 10, 2019 DCRR provides, in relevant part, that “[i]n the event [the 

Manpower] cell phones are not available, the State shall file a sworn declaration . . . 

explaining why such cell phone is not available within 10 business days after notice of this 

order.”  Br., Ex. 2 at 4.  Wellness ignores that the Department of Taxation has been in 

compliance with preservation requirements for approximately a year. 

 This case has been consolidated with the MM Development matter.  Ms. Davis’ 

declaration detailing her efforts to obtain consent from the six Manpower Contractors was 

filed on January 3, 2019.  Wellness does not dispute that the Department of Taxation sent 

a litigation hold letter to Manpower on December 14, 2018.  Wellness does not dispute that 

the Manpower Contractors have actual knowledge of the requirements of preservation.  

There is no basis to compel the Department of Taxation to do what it already has done. 

. . . 
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 C.  Wellness’ interpretation of the Manpower Contract is not correct 

 Wellness’ reliance on the Manpower contract for its argument that the Department 

of Taxation must make the Manpower cell phones available, MTC at 6, is misplaced.  The 

court must interpret and enforce an unambiguous contract according to its plain meaning.  

See Farmers Ins. Exch. v. Young, 108 Nev. 328, 332, 832 P.2d 376, 378 (1992).  Wellness’ 

interpretation reads out of the contract an important limitation.  The Manpower contract 

is clearly not discussing subcontractor employee private cell phones because it discusses 

“copying” such records at any office or location of Contractor where such records “may be 

found.”  See Br., Ex. 5 ¶ 9.  Private cell phones of the Manpower Contractors (i.e. cell 

phones) are not within the contract.  Further, the contract does not give the State the right 

to obtain possession of private cell phones of the independent contractors hired by 

Manpower that contain personal and irrelevant information.  Thus, Wellness' argument 

that the State has "control" of the private cell phones finds no support in the contract. 

 Also, even assuming section 9 of the Manpower contract provided the State with 

"control" over the Manpower cell phones—it does not—the State would still have to respect 

the privacy rights of Manpower 1 through 6, who are third parties.  See, e.g., Soto v. City of 

Concord, 162 F.R.D. 603, 616 (N.D. Cal. 1995) (courts should give weight to 

constitutionally-based privacy rights when discovery requests are made); City of Ontario v. 

Quon, 560 U.S. 746, 756 (2010) (Fourth Amendment not limited to criminal investigations).  

Thus, the analogy Wellness seeks to draw between the cell phones at issue that belong to 

third parties and a party's tax returns or medical records, MTC at 7, 9-10, is simply 

inapposite.   

D. Wellness fails to explain why it does not use a subpoena duces tecum 
to obtain any putative records on the Manpower Contractors’ private 
cell phones 

 Wellness’ motion to compel ignores that discovery sought, and the means by which 

it is sought, must be proportionate to the case’s needs.  Unlike former NRCP 26(b), which 

Wellness quotes on page 7 of its Motion to Compel, the current version of NRCP 26(b) limits 

discovery to "nonprivileged matter that is relevant to any party's claims or defenses . . . ."  
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(emphasis added).  New Rule 26(b) also requires that the discovery sought be "proportional 

to the needs of the case, considering [factors such as] . . . the parties' relative access to 

relevant information . . . the importance of the discovery in resolving the issues, and 

whether the burden or expense of the proposed discovery outweighs its likely benefit."  Id.   

 Here, Wellness has not even established that the Manpower cell phones are relevant 

to its claims.  Wellness does not allege in its complaint that the Department of Taxation’s 

ranking and scoring process was corrupt and favored some applicants over others, as it now 

contends in its Motion to Compel.  Wellness also does not allege that the scoring performed 

in 2018 was incorrect, that Manpower failed to hire qualified personnel, or that Manpower 

personnel engaged in any other untoward conduct.  Without more, there is no basis to allow 

Wellness any discovery into the decision-making process.  See Dep't of Commerce v. New 

York, 139 S. Ct. 2551, 2573, 204 L. Ed. 2d 978 (2019) ("court is ordinarily limited to 

evaluating the agency's contemporaneous explanation in light of the existing record. . . . 

court may not reject an agency's stated reasons for acting simply because the agency might 

also have had other unstated reasons"). 

 Wellness seems to mistakenly rely on Rule 34.  Br. at 8:10-19.  But, as explained, 

Wellness cites to no request for production that is the basis for its motion to compel (a 

prerequisite for such a motion, Okada, supra).  Further, Rule 34 points to NRCP 45, under 

which "a nonparty [such as Manpower] may be compelled to produce . . . electronically 

stored information . . . or to permit an inspection."  NRCP 34(c).  Wellness could have used 

a subpoena to obtain the cell phones from Manpower, which would have allowed the 

Manpower individuals' right to voice objections based on privacy interests.  See NRCP 

45(c)(2)(B).  Wellness offers no excuse or justification for its failure to use this alternative 

discovery method.  

 E. The NPRA is not relevant to Wellness’ motion to compel 

 Wellness relies on Comstock Residents Ass'n v. Lyon Cnty. Bd. of Commissioners, 

134 Nev. ___, 414 P.3d 318, 322 (Adv. Op. 19, March 29, 2018) ("Comstock"), but that was  

. . . 
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a public records case, not a discovery dispute under Rule 37(a).  Moreover, Comstock did 

not make the findings Wellness attributes to the case on page 8 of its Motion.  

 Comstock merely held that records held on private devices are not "categorically" 

exempt from the NPRA.  Comstock, 414 P.3d at 320.  Notably, "the district court did not 

make any findings as to which specific communications [on the commissioner's private 

devices] were made in furtherance of the public's interests or would be exempt from the 

NPRA,” which is why the Nevada Supreme Court “remand[ed] this matter to the district 

court with instructions to determine whether the requested records regard the provision of 

a public service and are subject to disclosure."  Id. at 322.   

 Wellness ignores that the Comstock court noted that commissioners who wished "to 

challenge the disclosure of any particular record[] are free to do so in the district court."  

Id. at 323 n.2.  There, the record was insufficient to determine the "Board's argument that 

the privacy rights of the commissioners could be violated by disclosing public records from 

the commissioners' private devices and emails . . . ."  Id.  "Although only those records that 

concern the public's business are subject to disclosure, there are privacy protections 

available that allow the district court to determine the public records are protected as 

confidential . . . ."  Id. (emphasis added). 

 Here, no determination has been made to assess the privacy rights of the Manpower 

individuals whose cell phones are being sought.  Thus, even assuming their devices contain 

materials relevant to Wellness' claims, the individuals were never provided with an 

opportunity to challenge the disclosure of their devices.   

 Even if there were records that were pertinent to this case on the Manpower 

Contractors’ personal cell phones, it hardly follows that, absent a subpoena, Wellness could 

compel their disclosure.  Trial courts in other jurisdiction have determined “that a company 

does not possess or control the text messages from the personal phones of its employees 

and may not be compelled to disclose text messages from employees’ personal phones.” 

Lalumiere v. Willow Springs Care, Inc. , No. 1:16-cv-3133-RMP, 2017 WL 6943148, at *2  

. . . 

006375



 

Page 8 of 12 

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

(E.E. Wash. Sept. 18, 2017) (citing Cotton v. Costco Wholesale Corp., No. 12-2731, 2013 WL 

3819974, at *6 (D. Kan. July 24, 2013).2 

F. Nevada Wellness has failed to show an “overriding need” for the 
privilege-protected documents it seeks 

This Court should also deny Wellness’ motion to compel documents protected by the 

deliberative process privilege.  Before filing the motion to compel, Wellness’s counsel sent 

counsel for the Department of Taxation a letter challenging as “improperly withheld” a 

substantial proportion of the entries on the privilege log for the Department of Taxation’s 

eighth supplemental disclosure.  Br., Ex. 4, at 2.  Although the letter took issue with the 

Department of Taxation’s assertion of several different forms of privilege, the motion to 

compel seeks to compel only those documents protected by deliberative-process privilege.  

Deliberative-process privilege “protects materials or records that reflect a 

government official’s deliberative or decision-making process.”  DR Partners v. Cty. 

Comm’rs, 116 Nev. 616, 623, 6 P.3d 465, 469 (2000) (citing EPA v. Mink, 410 U.S. 73, 89 

(1973), superseded on other grounds by 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(4)(B), (b)(1)).  It thus “permits 

agency decision-makers to engage in that frank exchange of opinions and recommendations 

necessary to the formulation of policy without being inhibited by fear of later public 

disclosure.”  Id. (quoting Mink, 410 U.S. at 89) (quotation marks omitted).  Deliberative-

process privilege applies where a document is (1) “predecisional” – meaning that the agency 

can identify a decision or policy to which the document ultimately contributed – and (2) 

“deliberative” – meaning that the materials contain “opinions, recommendations, or advice 

about agency policies.”  Id.  

The Department of Taxation made a prima facie showing of the privilege’s 

applicability by supplying an appropriate privilege log.  See In re Grand Jury Investigation, 

974 F.2d 1068, 1071 (1992); Craig R. Delk, Nevada Civil Practice Manual § 16.04[5] (5th 

ed. 2014).  The privilege log satisfied state and federal law requirements by identifying the 

                            

     2 Cases interpreting the federal rules are persuasive authority.  Foster v. Dingwall, 126 
Nev. 49, 54, 228 P.3d 453, 456 (2010). 
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subject of each withheld document, the date it was transmitted, the sender and recipient(s) 

and the privilege asserted, as well as by generally describing each document’s contents.  

See Mem. P. & A., supra, Ex. 4, at 8-25. 

The privilege log shows that the vast majority of the entries are paradigmatic 

examples of deliberative-process privilege.  For example, the first two challenged entries 

are an “[e]-mail with proposed changes to regulations” and “[d]raft [t]emporary 

regulations.”  Br., Ex. 4, at 8.  An email describing the thought process behind proposed 

edits to a regulation and a copy of the proposed edits are predecisional because they 

contributed to the regulations that were ultimately promulgated.  See DR Partners, 116 

Nev. at 623, 6 P.3d at 469.  And they are deliberative because they are proposed edits 

circulated for discussion among agency staff.  See id.  Requiring disclosure of these types 

of documents would strike at the heart of the privilege and jeopardize agency decision 

makers’ ability to have frank discussions in the course of formulating policies.  See id.3 

Wellness does not dispute that the Department of Taxation has made the required 

prima facie showing that deliberative-process privilege applies to the documents on the log.  

See Br. at 10.  Instead, it notes that “a litigant seeking a document can overcome 

[deliberative-process] privilege by demonstrating an overriding need for the document.”  Id. 

(citing Mink, 410 U.S. at 90-91).  That principle dooms Wellness’s argument because it has 

not met its burden of showing an “overriding need” for the documents it is seeking.   

Wellness’s complaint boils down to an allegation that the manner in which the 

Department applied its policies to Nevada Wellness’s application was unlawful.  See 

Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review or Writ of Mandamus 5-10, Nevada Wellness 

Ctr., LLC v. State ex rel. Dep’t of Taxation, No. A-19-787540-W (8th Jud. Dist. Ct. Nev. Jan. 

15, 2019).  Its complaint is shot through with allegations that the Department 

misinterpreted or misapplied the relevant laws and regulations.  See, e.g., id. at 6 (alleging 

                            

     3 Upon receiving Nevada Wellness’s motion to compel, the Department undertook an 
independent review of the entries on the privilege log for which deliberative-process 
privilege was asserted.  It has reconsidered its assertion of privilege with respect to a small 
number of the documents.  It will produce those documents by January 17, 2020. 
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that Nevada Wellness “would have ranked high enough to entitle it to ‘conditional’ licenses 

had the Department properly applied the provisions of [among other things, chapter 453D 

of the Nevada Administrative Code and Regulation 092-17]”); id. at 7 (¶ 39); id. at 9 (¶¶ 62-

63).  That set of allegations is based on the implicit premise that the regulations were valid.  

Separately, the complaint alleges that the license-application procedures and the denial of 

the license to Wellness were unconstitutional.  Id. at 7-9.  That set of allegations has 

nothing to do with the regulations one way or the other.  

For both the misinterpretation claims and the constitutional claims, the Department 

of Taxation’s deliberative process in formulating emergency, temporary and then final 

regulations is irrelevant.  What matters to Wellness’s case is how the Department of 

Taxation applied the regulations on the books to the record in front of it – not how those 

regulations made it into the books in the first place.  See Dep’t of Commerce v. New York, 

139 S. Ct. 2551, 2573 (2019) (explaining that except in extraordinary circumstances a court 

is “limited to evaluating the agency’s contemporaneous explanation in light of the existing 

administrative record”).  Because the documents sought are tangential at best to Wellness’s 

claims, it has failed to show an overriding need for the privileged documents.   

IV. CONCLUSION 

 As our court recognized in Comstock, the privacy rights of individuals with respect 

to their private cell phones are not chopped liver.  This Court should not compel the 

Department of Taxation to seize private property for copying.  Moreover, Wellness could 

use less burdensome means such as a subpoena duces tecum, which would allow the owners 

of those phones to object and protect the privacy of information on their property.  

Alternatively, this Court should stay any order requiring the Department of Taxation to 

seize and copy the private cell phones of the non-party Manpower Contractors so that this 

 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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matter can be consolidated with the existing writ pending with the Nevada Supreme Court 

regarding Mr. Tenorio’s private cell phones. 

Respectfully submitted January 10, 2020. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 

 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 10th day of January, 2020, and e-

served the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 
      /s/ Traci Plotnick        
      Traci Plotnick, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
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James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 
JJP@pisanellibice.com  
Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
TLB@pisanellibice.com 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com 
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
Telephone:  702.214.2100 
Facsimile:    702.214.2101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 
Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, 
Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  
 
 
 

Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 
AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION  
 
 

 
Defendants/Respondents Essence Tropicana, LLC, and Essence Henderson, LLC (the 

"Essence Entities") respond to the allegations made by Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ First Amended 

Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and 

Prohibition ("Complaint") as set forth below. 

. . . 

. . . 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/14/2020 4:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. The allegations of Paragraph 1 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 1. 

2. The allegations of Paragraph 2 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 2. 

II. THE PARTIES 

3. The allegations of Paragraph 3 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 3. 

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 4 and therefore deny the same. 

5. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 5 and therefore deny the same. 

6. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 4 and therefore deny the same. 

B. Defendants/Respondents 

7. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 7. 

8. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 8. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana 
Establishment Licenses. 

9. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 9 and therefore deny the same. 

10. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 10 and therefore deny the same. 
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11. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 11 and therefore deny the same. 

12. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 12 and therefore deny the same. 

13. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 13 and therefore deny the same. 

14. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 14. 

15. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 15. 

16. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 16 and therefore deny the same. 

17. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 17 and therefore deny the same. 

18. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 18 and therefore deny the same. 

19. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 19 and therefore deny the same. 

20. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 20 and therefore deny the same. 

21. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 21 and therefore deny the same. 

22. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 22 and therefore deny the same. 

23. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 23 and therefore deny the same. 

24. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 24 and therefore deny the same. 

25. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 25 and therefore deny the same. 
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26. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 26 and therefore deny the same. 

27. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 27 and therefore deny the same. 

2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary 
Licenses. 

28. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 28 and therefore deny the same. 

29. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 29 and therefore deny the same. 

30. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 30 and therefore deny the same. 

31. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 31 and therefore deny the same. 

32. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 32 and therefore deny the same. 

33. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 33 and therefore deny the same. 

34. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 34 and therefore deny the same. 

35. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 35 and therefore deny the same. 

36. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 36 and therefore deny the same. 

37. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 37 and therefore deny the same. 

38. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 38 and therefore deny the same. 
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39. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 39 and therefore deny the same. 

40. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 40 and therefore deny the same. 

41. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 41 and therefore deny the same. 

42. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 42 and therefore deny the same. 

43. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 43 and therefore deny the same. 

44. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 44 and therefore deny the same. 

45. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 45 and therefore deny the same. 

46. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 46 and therefore deny the same. 

47. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 47 and therefore deny the same. 

48. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 48 and therefore deny the same. 

49. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 49 and therefore deny the same. 

50. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 50 and therefore deny the same. 

51. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 51 and therefore deny the same. 

52. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 52 and therefore deny the same. 
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53. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 53 and therefore deny the same. 

54. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 54 and therefore deny the same. 

55. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 55 and therefore deny the same. 

56. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 56 and therefore deny the same. 

57. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 57 and therefore deny the same. 

58. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 58 and therefore deny the same. 

59. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 59 and therefore deny the same. 

60. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 60 and therefore deny the same. 

61. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 61 and therefore deny the same. 

62. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 62 and therefore deny the same. 

63. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 63 and therefore deny the same. 

64. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 64 and therefore deny the same. 

65. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 65. 

66. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 66 and therefore deny the same. 
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67. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 67 and therefore deny the same. 

68. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 68 and therefore deny the same. 

69. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 69 and therefore deny the same. 

70. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 70 and therefore deny the same. 

71. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 71 and therefore deny the same. 

72. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 72 and therefore deny the same. 

73. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 73 and therefore deny the same. 

74. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 74 and therefore deny the same. 

75. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 75 and therefore deny the same. 

76. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 76 and therefore deny the same. 

77. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 77 and therefore deny the same. 

78. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 78 and therefore deny the same. 

79. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 79 and therefore deny the same. 

80. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 80 and therefore deny the same. 
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81. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 81 and therefore deny the same. 

82. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 82 and therefore deny the same. 

83. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 83 and therefore deny the same. 

84. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 84 and therefore deny the same. 

85. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 85 and therefore deny the same. 

86. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 86 and therefore deny the same. 

87. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 87 and therefore deny the same. 

88. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 88 and therefore deny the same. 

89. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 89 and therefore deny the same. 

90. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 90 and therefore deny the same. 

91. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 91 and therefore deny the same. 

92. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 92 and therefore deny the same. 

93. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 93 and therefore deny the same. 

94. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 94 and therefore deny the same. 
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95. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 95 and therefore deny the same. 

96. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 96 and therefore deny the same. 

97. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 97 and therefore deny the same. 

98. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 98 and therefore deny the same. 

99. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 99 and therefore deny the same. 

100. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 100 and therefore deny the same. 

101. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 101 and therefore deny the same. 

102. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 102 and therefore deny the same. 

103. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 103 and therefore deny the same. 

104. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 104 and therefore deny the same. 

105. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 105 and therefore deny the same. 

106. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 106 and therefore deny the same. 

107. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 107 and therefore deny the same. 

108. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 108 and therefore deny the same. 
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109. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 109 and therefore deny the same. 

110. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 110 and therefore deny the same. 

111. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 111 and therefore deny the same. 

112. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 112 and therefore deny the same. 

113. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 113 and therefore deny the same. 

114. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 114 and therefore deny the same. 

115. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 115 and therefore deny the same. 

116. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 116 and therefore deny the same. 

117. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 117 and therefore deny the same. 

118. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 118 and therefore deny the same. 

119. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 119 and therefore deny the same. 

120. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 120 and therefore deny the same. 

121. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 121 and therefore deny the same. 

122. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 122 and therefore deny the same. 
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123. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 123 and therefore deny the same. 

124. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 124 and therefore deny the same. 

125. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 125 and therefore deny the same. 

126. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 126 and therefore deny the same. 

127. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 127 and therefore deny the same. 

128. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 128 and therefore deny the same. 

129. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 129 and therefore deny the same. 

130. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 130 and therefore deny the same. 

131. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 131 and therefore deny the same. 

132. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 132 and therefore deny the same. 

133. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 133 and therefore deny the same. 

134. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 134 and therefore deny the same. 

135. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 135 and therefore deny the same. 

136. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 136 and therefore deny the same. 
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III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Department. 

137. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 137. 

138. The allegations of Paragraph 138 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 138. 

139. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 139 and therefore deny the same. 

140. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 140 and its footnote and therefore deny the same. 

141. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 141 and therefore deny the same. 

142. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 142 and therefore deny the same. 

143. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 143 and therefore deny the same. 

B. The Ballot Initiative. 

144. The allegations of Paragraph 144 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 144, as the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

145. The allegations of Paragraph 145 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 145, as the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

146. The allegations of Paragraph 146 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 146, as the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 
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147. The allegations of Paragraph 147 and its footnote call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 147, as the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

148. Essence Entities admit that the Nevada Constitution so provides, but denies any 

other allegation or inference contained in Paragraph 148. 

149. Essence Entities admit the statements of the Nevada Supreme Court but deny any 

other allegation, inference or suggestion alleged in Paragraph 149. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

150. The allegations of Paragraph 150 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 150 and therefore deny 

the same. 

151. The allegations of Paragraph 151 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 151 and therefore deny 

the same. 

152. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 152 and therefore deny the same. 

153. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 153 and therefore deny the same. 

154. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 154 and therefore deny the same. 

155. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 155 and therefore deny the same. 

156. The allegations of Paragraph 156 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 156. 
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157. Essence Entities admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference 

from the allegations in Paragraph 157. 

158. Essence Entities admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference 

from the allegations in Paragraph 158. 

159. Essence Entities admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference 

from the allegations in Paragraph 159.  

160. Essence Entities admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference 

from the allegations in Paragraph 160. 

161. Essence Entities deny the allegations of Paragraph 161 as phrased because it fails 

to note that it is up to the Department to determine the appropriate implementation of the statute. 

162. Essence Entities deny the allegations of Paragraph 162 as phrased because it fails 

to note that it is up to the Department to determine the appropriate implementation of the statute. 

163. The allegations of Paragraph 163 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 163. 

D. The Department's Request for License Applications.  

164. The allegations of Paragraph 164 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 164. 

165. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 165 and therefore deny the same. 

166. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 166 and therefore deny the same. 

167. The allegations of Paragraph 167 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 167. 
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168. The allegations of Paragraph 168, its chart, subparts, and footnote call for a legal 

conclusion to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence 

Entities deny the allegations in Paragraph 168. 

169. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 169 and therefore deny the same. 

170. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 170 and therefore deny the same. 

171. Paragraph 171 makes no factual allegation, therefore no responses is required. 

172. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 172 and therefore deny the same. 

173. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 173 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

174. The allegations of Paragraph 174 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required. To the extent a response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 169 and therefore deny 

the allegations in Paragraph 174. 

E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners' Applications. 

175. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 175 and therefore deny the same. 

176. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 176 and therefore deny the same. 

177. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 177 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

178. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 178 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

179. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 179 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 
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180. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 180 and therefore deny the same. 

F. The Department's Decision.  

181. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 181 and therefore deny the same. 

182. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 182 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

183. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 183 and therefore deny the same. 

184. The allegations of Paragraph 184 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 184 and therefore deny 

the same. 

185. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 185 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

186. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 186 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

187. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 187 and its suparts and therefore deny the same. 

G. The Department Refuses Plaintiffs' Requests to Review All Scores. 

188. The allegations of Paragraph 188 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 188. 

189. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 189 and therefore deny the same. 

190. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 190 and therefore deny the same. 
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191. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 191 and therefore deny the same. 

192. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 192 and therefore deny the same. 

193. The allegations of Paragraph 193 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 193. 

194. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 194, its subparts, and chart and therefore deny the same. 

195. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 195 and therefore deny the same. 

196. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 196 and therefore deny the same. 

197. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 197 and its chart and therefore deny the same. 

198. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 198 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

199. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 199 and therefore deny the same. 

200. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 200 and therefore deny the same. 

201. The allegations of Paragraph 201 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 201. 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption. 

202. Essence Entities admit that Dr. Spirtos claims he was stopped two individuals 

leaving the Department of Taxation but affirmatively avers that the two individuals who 

purportedly spoke to Dr. Spirtos claim that Dr. Spirtos is not telling the truth.  Instead, they claim 

that it is Dr. Spirtos who approached them asserting defamatory statements against others.  The 

Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the 

remaining allegations in Paragraph 202. 

203. Essence Entities admit that Dr. Spirtos claims he received text messages but 

affirmatively avers that Dr. Spirtos and plaintiffs have failed to provide any proof of the supposed 

text messages.  Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the remaining allegations in Paragraph 203. 

204. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 204 and therefore deny the same. 

2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks. 

205. The allegations of Paragraph 205 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 205. 

206. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 206 and therefore deny the same. 

207. Essence Entities deny the allegations because it falsely states Mr. Pupo's 

testimony. 

208. Essence Entities deny the allegations as set forth in response to Paragraph 207. 

209. Essence Entities admit the allegations in Paragraph 209. 

210. Essence Entities deny the allegations as set forth in response to Paragraph 207. 

211. Essence Entities admit Ms. Connor represented the Essence Entities.  Essence 

Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations 

in Paragraph 211 and therefore deny the same. 

006457



 

   19

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

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

212. Essence Entities deny the allegations as they pertain to themselves and otherwise 

lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in 

Paragraph 212 and therefore deny the same. 

213. Essence Entities deny the allegations, including the fact that Mr. Pupo played no 

role in deciding who was awarded licenses. 

214. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 214 and therefore deny the same. 

3. Scrubbing of Licensee Records.  

215. The allegations of Paragraph 215 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 215. 

216. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 216 and therefore deny the same. 

217. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 217 and therefore deny the same. 

218. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 218 and therefore deny the same. 

219. The allegations of Paragraph 219 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities lack knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 219 and 

therefore deny the same. 

220. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 220 and therefore deny the same. 

4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order.  

221. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 221 and therefore deny the same. 

222. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 222 and therefore deny the same. 
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223. The allegations of Paragraph 223 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 223. 

I. Public Records Request. 

224. The allegations of Paragraph 224 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 224. 

225. The allegations of Paragraph 225 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 225. 

226. The allegations of Paragraph 226 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 226. 

227. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 227 and therefore deny the same. 

228. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 228 and therefore deny the same. 

229. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 229 and therefore deny the same. Footnote 7 calls for a 

legal conclusion to which no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Essence 

Entities deny the allegations in Footnote 7.  

230. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 230 and therefore deny the same. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission.  

231. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 231 and therefore deny the same. 

232. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 232 and therefore deny the same. 
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233. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 233 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

234. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 234 and therefore deny the same. 

235. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 235 and therefore deny the same. 

236. The allegations of Paragraph 236 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 236. 

237. The allegations of Paragraph 237 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 237. 

K. The Commission Meetings.  

238. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 238 and therefore deny the same. 

239. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 239 and therefore deny the same. 

240. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 240 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

241. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 241 and therefore deny the same. 

242. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 242 and therefore deny the same. 

243. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 243 and therefore deny the same. 

244. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 244 and therefore deny the same. 
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245. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 245 and therefore deny the same. 

246. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 246 and therefore deny the same. 

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing.  

247. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required.  To the extent a 

response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief 

about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 247 and therefore deny the same. 

248. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required.  To the extent a 

response is required, Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief 

about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 248 and therefore deny the same. 

249. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required. To the extent a 

response is required, the allegations of Paragraph 249 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion 

to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 249. 

250. The allegations of Paragraph 250 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 250. 

251. The allegations of Paragraph 251 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 251. 

M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review.  

252. The allegations of Paragraph 252 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 252. 

253. The allegations of Paragraph 253 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 253. 
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254. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 254 and therefore deny the same. 

255. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 255 and therefore deny the same. 

256. Essence Entities deny the allegations in Paragraph 256. 

257. Essence Entities deny the allegations in Paragraph 257 and affirmatively aver that 

it is plaintiffs who have attempted to corrupt the regulatory process, including by making 

knowingly false statements. 

258. Essence Entities deny the allegations in Paragraph 258. 

259. Essence Entities deny the allegations in Paragraph 259. 

260. The allegations in Paragraph 260 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required. To the extent a response is required, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 260. 

261. The allegations of Paragraph 261 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 261. 

262. The allegations of Paragraph 262 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 262. 

263. The allegations of Paragraph 263 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 263. 

264. The allegations of Paragraph 264 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 264. 

265. The allegations of Paragraph 265 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 265. 
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266. The allegations of Paragraph 266 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 266. 

267. The allegations of Paragraph 267 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 267. 

268. The allegations of Paragraph 268 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 268. 

269. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 269 and therefore deny the same. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

270. Essence Entities reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in 

all previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

271. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 271 and therefore deny the same. 

272. The allegations of Paragraph 272 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 272. 

273. The allegations of Paragraph 273 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 273. 

274. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 274 and therefore deny the same. 

275. Essence Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 275 and therefore deny the same. 

006463



 

   25

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

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

276. The allegations of Paragraph 276, its subparts, and footnote call for a legal 

conclusion to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence 

Entities lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations 

in Paragraph 276 and therefore deny the same. 

277. The allegations of Paragraph 277 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities lack knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 277 and 

therefore deny the same. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

278. Essence Entities reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in 

all previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

279. The allegations of Paragraph 279 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 279. 

280. The allegations of Paragraph 280 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities lack knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 280 and 

therefore deny the same. 

281. The allegations of Paragraph 283 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 281. 

282. The allegations of Paragraph 282 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 282.  

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

283. Essence Entities reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in 

all previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 
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284. The allegations of Paragraph 284 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to 

which no response is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the 

allegations in Paragraph 284. 

285. The allegations of Paragraph 285 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities lack knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 285 and 

therefore deny the same. 

286. The allegations of Paragraph 286 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 286. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

287. Essence Entities reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in 

all previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

288. The allegations of Paragraph 288 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 288. 

289. The allegations of Paragraph 289 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities lack knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 289 and 

therefore deny the same. 

290. The allegations of Paragraph 290 call for a legal conclusion to which no response 

is required.  To the extent a response is necessary, Essence Entities deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 290. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over Plaintiffs’ Complaint and Petition 
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THIRD AFFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Judicial review is not an available remedy to Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

Plaintiff’s claims sounding in equity are barred by equitable defenses, including but not 

limited to unclean hands, estoppel, waiver, and laches. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

Plaintiffs lack standing. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable limitations period.  

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants reserve the right to amend this answer to assert additional affirmative 

defenses consistent within NRCP Rule 11.  

 WHEREFORE, having fully answered Plaintiff's Complaint, Defendants/Respondents 

pray for Judgment in his favor as follows: 

1. That Plaintiffs' Compliant against Defendants/Respondents be dismissed with 

prejudice, with Plaintiff taking nothing thereby; 

2. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their costs incurred herein; 

3. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their reasonable attorneys' fees 

incurred herein; and 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

006466



 

   28

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

PI
SA

N
EL

LI
 B

IC
E 

 
40

0 
SO

U
TH

 7
TH

 S
TR

EE
T,

 S
U

IT
E 

30
0 

LA
S 

V
EG

A
S,

 N
EV

A
D

A
 8

91
01

 
 

4. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded such other and further relief as the 

Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 14th day of January, 2020. 

      PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
 
      By:  /s/ Todd L. Bice     
       James J. Pisanelli, Esq., Bar No. 4027 

Todd L. Bice, Esq., Bar No. 4534 
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 

       400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
       Las Vegas, Nevada  89101 
 
      Attorneys for Defendants in Intervention, 

Integral Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis 
Dispensaries, Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence 
Henderson, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and that on this 

14th day of January, 2020, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service system true and 

correct copies of the above ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 

COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION to all parties listed on the Court's 

Master Service List. 

 
 
 

       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 

006468



104



 

Page 1 of 2 

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

AARON FORD 
Attorney General 

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel  

555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702) 486-3420 (phone) 
(702) 486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation   

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
IN RE DOT 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Case No.  A-19-787004-B 
A-18-785818-W (Sub Case) 
A-18-786357-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-786962-B (Sub Case) 
A-19-787035-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-787540-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-787726-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-801416-B (Sub Case) 

 
Dept. No. XI 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Order Denying Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC’s 

Amended Application for Writ of Mandamus to Compel State of Nevada, Department of 

Taxation to Move Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC in to “Tier 2” of Successful Conditional 

License Applicants was entered on the 14th day of January, 2020, a copy of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit “A”. 

DATED this 14th day of January, 2020. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 

 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/14/2020 2:17 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing document with the Clerk of 

the Court by using the electronic filing system on the 14th day of January, 2020, and e-

served the same on all parties listed on the Court’s Master Service List. 

 
      /s/ Traci Plotnick        
      Traci Plotnick, an employee of the 

Office of the Attorney General 
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ANS 
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
JASON R. MAIER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8557 
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Telephone: (702) 629-7900 
Facsimile: (702) 629-7925 
E-mail: jrm@mgalaw.com 
 jag@mgalaw.com 
 
DENNIS M. PRINCE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5092 
KEVIN T. STRONG, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 12107 
PRINCE LAW GROUP 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
Telephone: (702) 534-7600 
Facsimile: (702) 534-7601 
E-mail: eservice@thedplg.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant in Intervention,  
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 
 

 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, 

 

 
Case No. : A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-785818 
A-786357 
A-786962 
A-787035 
A-787540 
A-787726 
A-801416 
 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 
AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PRHIBITION 

 
 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/21/2020 9:27 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Defendants in Intervention CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace 

(collectively “Defendants”), by and through their attorneys of record, the law firm MAIER GUTIERREZ 

& ASSOCIATES and PRINCE LAW GROUP, hereby answers the First Amended Complaint and Petition 

for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and Prohibition (“Complaint”) filed by 

plaintiffs D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE, CLARK NATURAL 

MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a 

NuVEDA, CLARK NMSD LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, and INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY 

L.L.C., d/b/a INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY (collectively “Plaintiffs”), as follows:  

Defendants deny each and every allegation in the Complaint except those allegations which 

are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered.  

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. The allegations of Paragraph 1 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 1. 

2. The allegations of Paragraph 2 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 2. 

II. THE PARTIES 

3. The allegations of Paragraph 3 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 3. 

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 4 and therefore deny the same. 

5. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 5 and therefore deny the same. 

6. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 4 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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B. Defendants/Respondents 

7. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 7. 

8. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 8. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana Establishment 

Licenses. 

9. Defendants admit Cheyenne Medical, LLC is a Nevada Limited Liability Company 

doing business under fictitious firm names but denies the remainder of this paragraph.    

10. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 10 and therefore deny the same. 

11. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 11 and therefore deny the same. 

12. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 12 and therefore deny the same. 

13. Defendants admit Commerce Park Medical, LLC is a Nevada Limited Liability 

Company doing business under fictitious firm names but denies the remainder of this paragraph.    

14. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 14 and therefore deny the same. 

15. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 15 and therefore deny the same. 

16. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 16 and therefore deny the same. 

17. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 17 and therefore deny the same. 

18. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 18 and therefore deny the same. 

19. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 18 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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20. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 20 and therefore deny the same. 

21. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 21 and therefore deny the same. 

22. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 22 and therefore deny the same. 

23. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 23 and therefore deny the same. 

24. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 24 and therefore deny the same. 

25. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 25 and therefore deny the same. 

26. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 26 and therefore deny the same. 

27. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 27 and therefore deny the same. 

2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary Licenses. 

28. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 28 and therefore deny the same. 

29. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 29 and therefore deny the same. 

30. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 30 and therefore deny the same. 

31. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 31 and therefore deny the same. 

32. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 32 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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33. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 33 and therefore deny the same. 

34. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 34 and therefore deny the same. 

35. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 35 and therefore deny the same. 

36. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 36 and therefore deny the same. 

37. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 37 and therefore deny the same. 

38. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 38 and therefore deny the same. 

39. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 39 and therefore deny the same. 

40. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 40 and therefore deny the same. 

41. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 41 and therefore deny the same. 

42. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 42 and therefore deny the same. 

43. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 43 and therefore deny the same. 

44. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 44 and therefore deny the same. 

45. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 45 and therefore deny the same. 

46. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 46 and therefore deny the same. 
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47. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 47 and therefore deny the same. 

48. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 48 and therefore deny the same. 

49. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 49 and therefore deny the same. 

50. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 50 and therefore deny the same. 

51. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 51 and therefore deny the same. 

52. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 52 and therefore deny the same. 

53. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 53 and therefore deny the same. 

54. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 54 and therefore deny the same. 

55. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 55 and therefore deny the same. 

56. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 56 and therefore deny the same. 

57. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 57 and therefore deny the same. 

58. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 58 and therefore deny the same. 

59. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 59 and therefore deny the same. 

60. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 60 and therefore deny the same. 
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61. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 61 and therefore deny the same. 

62. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 62 and therefore deny the same. 

63. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 63 and therefore deny the same. 

64. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 64 and therefore deny the same. 

65. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 65 and therefore deny the same. 

66.  Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 66 and therefore deny the same. 

67. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 67 and therefore deny the same. 

68. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 68 and therefore deny the same. 

69. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 69 and therefore deny the same. 

70. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 70 and therefore deny the same. 

71. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 71 and therefore deny the same. 

72. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 72 and therefore deny the same. 

73. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 73 and therefore deny the same. 

74. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 74 and therefore deny the same. 
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75. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 75 and therefore deny the same. 

76. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 76 and therefore deny the same. 

77. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 77 and therefore deny the same. 

78. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 78 and therefore deny the same. 

79. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 79 and therefore deny the same. 

80. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 80 and therefore deny the same. 

81. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 81 and therefore deny the same. 

82. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 82 and therefore deny the same. 

83. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 83 and therefore deny the same. 

84. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 84 and therefore deny the same. 

85. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 85 and therefore deny the same. 

86. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 86 and therefore deny the same. 

87. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 87 and therefore deny the same. 

88. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 88 and therefore deny the same. 

006485



 

9 

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 
 

89. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 89 and therefore deny the same. 

90. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 90 and therefore deny the same. 

91. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 91 and therefore deny the same. 

92. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 92 and therefore deny the same. 

93. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 93 and therefore deny the same. 

94. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 94 and therefore deny the same. 

95. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 95 and therefore deny the same. 

96. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 96 and therefore deny the same. 

97. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 97 and therefore deny the same. 

98. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 98 and therefore deny the same. 

99. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 99 and therefore deny the same. 

100. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 100 and therefore deny the same. 

101. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 101 and therefore deny the same. 

102. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 102 and therefore deny the same. 
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103. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 103 and therefore deny the same. 

104. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 104 and therefore deny the same. 

105. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 105 and therefore deny the same. 

106. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 106 and therefore deny the same. 

107. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 107 and therefore deny the same. 

108. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 108 and therefore deny the same. 

109. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 109 and therefore deny the same. 

110. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 110 and therefore deny the same. 

111. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 111 and therefore deny the same. 

112. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 112 and therefore deny the same. 

113. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 113 and therefore deny the same. 

114. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 114 and therefore deny the same. 

115. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 115 and therefore deny the same. 

116. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 116 and therefore deny the same. 
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117. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 117 and therefore deny the same. 

118. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 118 and therefore deny the same. 

119. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 119 and therefore deny the same. 

120. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 120 and therefore deny the same. 

121. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 121 and therefore deny the same. 

122. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 122 and therefore deny the same. 

123. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 123 and therefore deny the same. 

124. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 124 and therefore deny the same. 

125. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 125 and therefore deny the same. 

126. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 126 and therefore deny the same. 

127. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 127 and therefore deny the same. 

128. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 128 and therefore deny the same. 

129. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 129 and therefore deny the same. 

130. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 130 and therefore deny the same. 
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131. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 131 and therefore deny the same. 

132. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 132 and therefore deny the same. 

133. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 133 and therefore deny the same. 

134. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 134 and therefore deny the same. 

135. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 135 and therefore deny the same. 

136. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 136 and therefore deny the same. 

III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Department. 

137. Defendants admit the allegations in Paragraph 137. 

138. The allegations of Paragraph 138 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 138. 

139. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 139 and therefore deny the same. 

140. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 140 and its footnote and therefore deny the same. 

141. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 141 and therefore deny the same. 

142. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 142 and therefore deny the same.  

143. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 143 and therefore deny the same. 
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B. The Ballot Initiative. 

144. The allegations of Paragraph 144 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 144, as 

the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

145. The allegations of Paragraph 145 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 145, as 

the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

146. The allegations of Paragraph 146 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 146, as 

the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

147. The allegations of Paragraph 147 and its footnote call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 147, as the complaint fails to include all components of the statute. 

148. Defendants admit that the Nevada Constitution so provides, but denies any other 

allegation or inference contained in Paragraph 148. 

149. Defendants admit the statements of the Nevada Supreme Court but deny any other 

allegation, inference or suggestion alleged in Paragraph 149. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

150. The allegations of Paragraph 150 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 150 and therefore deny the same. 

151. The allegations of Paragraph 151 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 151 and therefore deny the same. 

152. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 152 and therefore deny the same. 

153. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 153 and therefore deny the same. 
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154. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 154 and therefore deny the same. 

155. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 155 and therefore deny the same. 

156. The allegations of Paragraph 156 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 156. 

157. Defendants admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference from 

the allegations in Paragraph 157. 

158. Defendants admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference from 

the allegations in Paragraph 158. 

159. Defendants admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference from 

the allegations in Paragraph 159. 

160. Defendants admit the partial quote but deny any other insinuation or inference from 

the allegations in Paragraph 160. 

161. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 161 as phrased because it fails to note 

that it is up to the Department to determine the appropriate implementation of the statute. 

162. Defendants deny the allegations of Paragraph 162 as phrased because it fails to note 

that it is up to the Department to determine the appropriate implementation of the statute. 

163. The allegations of Paragraph 163 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 163. 

D. The Department’s Request of License Applications 

164. The allegations of Paragraph 164 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 164. 

165. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 165 and therefore deny the same. 

166. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 166 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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167. The allegations of Paragraph 167 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 167. 

168. The allegations of Paragraph 168, its chart, subparts, and footnote call for a legal 

conclusion to which no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny 

the allegations in Paragraph 168. 

169. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 169 and therefore deny the same. 

170. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 170 and therefore deny the same. 

171. Paragraph 171 makes no factual allegation, therefore no responses is required. 

172. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 172 and therefore deny the same. 

173. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 173 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

174. The allegations of Paragraph 174 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 169 and therefore deny the allegations 

in Paragraph 174. 

E. Plaintiffs’/Petitioners’ Applications 

175. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 175 and therefore deny the same. 

176. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 176 and therefore deny the same. 

177. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 177 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

178. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 178 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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179. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 179 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

180. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 180 and therefore deny the same. 

F. The Department’s Decision 

181. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 181 and therefore deny the same. 

182. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 182 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

183. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 183 and therefore deny the same. 

184. The allegations of Paragraph 184 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 184 and therefore deny the same. 

185. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 185 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

186. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 186 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

187. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 187 and its suparts and therefore deny the same. 

G. The Department Refuses Defendant’s Request to Review All Scores 

188. The allegations of Paragraph 188 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 188. 

189. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 189 and therefore deny the same. 

190. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 190 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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191. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 191 and therefore deny the same. 

192. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 192 and therefore deny the same. 

193. The allegations of Paragraph 193 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 193. 

194. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 194, its subparts, and chart and therefore deny the same. 

195. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 195 and therefore deny the same. 

196. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 196 and therefore deny the same. 

197. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 197 and its chart and therefore deny the same. 

198. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 198 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

H. Corruption Within the Department 

199. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 199 and therefore deny the same. 

200. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 200 and therefore deny the same. 

201. The allegations of Paragraph 201 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 201. 

1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption.  

202. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 202 and therefore deny the same. 
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203. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 203 and therefore deny the same. 

204. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 204 and therefore deny the same. 

2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks. 

205. The allegations of Paragraph 205 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 205. 

206. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 206 and therefore deny the same. 

207. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 207 and therefore deny the same. 

208. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 208 and therefore deny the same. 

209. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 209 and therefore deny the same. 

210. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 210 and therefore deny the same. 

211. Defendants admit Ms. Connor represented the Defendants. Defendants lack knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 211 and 

therefore deny the same. 

212. Defendants deny the allegations as they pertain to themselves and otherwise lack 

knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 

212 and therefore deny the same. 

213. Defendants deny the allegations, including the fact that Mr. Pupo played no role in 

deciding who was awarded licenses. 

214. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 214 and therefore deny the same. 

/ / / 
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3. Scrubbing of License Records.  

215. The allegations of Paragraph 215 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 215. 

216. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 216 and therefore deny the same. 

217. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 217 and therefore deny the same. 

218. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 218 and therefore deny the same. 

219. The allegations of Paragraph 219 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 219 and therefore deny the same. 

220. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 220 and therefore deny the same. 

4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order. 

221. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 221 and therefore deny the same. 

222. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 222 and therefore deny the same. 

223. The allegations of Paragraph 223 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants  deny the allegations in Paragraph 223. 

I. Public Records Request. 

224. The allegations of Paragraph 224 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 224. 

225. The allegations of Paragraph 225 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 225. 

226. The allegations of Paragraph 226 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 226. 
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227. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 227 and therefore deny the same. 

228. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 228 and therefore deny the same. 

229. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 229 and therefore deny the same. Footnote 7 calls for a legal conclusion 

to which no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the 

allegations in Footnote 7. 

230. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 230 and therefore deny the same. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administration Review by the Tax Commission.  

231. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 231 and therefore deny the same. 

232. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 232 and therefore deny the same. 

233. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 233 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

234. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 234 and therefore deny the same. 

235. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 235 and therefore deny the same. 

236. The allegations of Paragraph 236 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 236. 

237. The allegations of Paragraph 237 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 237. 

K. The Commission Meetings.  

238. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 238 and therefore deny the same. 
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239. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 239 and therefore deny the same. 

240. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 240 and its subparts and therefore deny the same. 

241. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 241 and therefore deny the same. 

242. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 242 and therefore deny the same. 

243. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 243 and therefore deny the same. 

244. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 244 and therefore deny the same. 

245. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 245 and therefore deny the same. 

246. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 246 and therefore deny the same. 

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing.  

247. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required. To the extent a response 

is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of 

the allegations in Paragraph 247 and therefore deny the same. 

248. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required. To the extent a response 

is required, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of 

the allegations in Paragraph 248 and therefore deny the same. 

249. The court record speaks for itself and no response is required. To the extent a response 

is required, the allegations of Paragraph 249 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which no 

response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 249. 

/ / / 
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250. The allegations of Paragraph 250 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 250. 

251. The allegations of Paragraph 251 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 251. 

M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review.  

252. The allegations of Paragraph 252 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 252. 

253. The allegations of Paragraph 253 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 253. 

254. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 254 and therefore deny the same. 

255. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 255 and therefore deny the same. 

256. Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 256. 

257. Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 257 and affirmatively aver that it is 

plaintiffs who have attempted to corrupt the regulatory process, including by making knowingly false 

statements. 

258. Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 258. 

259. Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 259. 

260. The allegations in Paragraph 260 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is required, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 260. 

261. The allegations of Paragraph 261 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 261. 

262. The allegations of Paragraph 262 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 262. 

263. The allegations of Paragraph 263 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 263. 
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264. The allegations of Paragraph 264 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 264. 

265. The allegations of Paragraph 265 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 265. 

266. The allegations of Paragraph 266 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 266. 

267. The allegations of Paragraph 267 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 267. 

268. The allegations of Paragraph 268 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 268.  

269. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 269 and therefore deny the same. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

270. Defendants reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in all 

previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

271. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 271 and therefore deny the same. 

272. The allegations of Paragraph 272 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 272. 

273. The allegations of Paragraph 273 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 273.  

274. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 274 and therefore deny the same. 

275. Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth 

of the allegations in Paragraph 275 and therefore deny the same. 
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276. The allegations of Paragraph 276, its subparts, and footnote call for a legal conclusion 

to which no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge 

or information sufficient to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 276 and 

therefore deny the same. 

277. The allegations of Paragraph 277 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 277 and therefore deny the same. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

278. Defendants reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in all 

previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

279. The allegations of Paragraph 279 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 279.  

280. The allegations of Paragraph 280 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 280 and therefore deny the same. 

281. The allegations of Paragraph 283 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 281. 

282. The allegations of Paragraph 282 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 282. 

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

283. Defendants reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in all 

previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

284. The allegations of Paragraph 284 and its subparts call for a legal conclusion to which 

no response is required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in 

Paragraph 284. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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285. The allegations of Paragraph 285 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 285 and therefore deny the same. 

286. The allegations of Paragraph 286 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 286. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

287. Defendants reallege and incorporate by reference their responses contained in all 

previous paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

288. The allegations of Paragraph 288 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 288. 

289. The allegations of Paragraph 289 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants lack knowledge or information sufficient 

to form a belief about the truth of the allegations in Paragraph 289 and therefore deny the same. 

290. The allegations of Paragraph 290 call for a legal conclusion to which no response is 

required. To the extent a response is necessary, Defendants deny the allegations in Paragraph 290. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The court lacks subject matter jurisdiction over Plaintiffs’ Complaint and Petition. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Judicial review is not an available remedy to Plaintiffs/Petitioners. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

Plaintiffs’ claims sounding in equity are barred by equitable defenses, including but not limited 

to unclean hands, estoppel, waiver, and laches. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

Plaintiffs lack standing. 

/ / / 
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SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable limitations period. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendants reserve the right to amend this answer to assert additional affirmative defenses 

consistent within NRCP Rule 11. 

WHEREFORE, having fully answered Plaintiffs Complaint, Defendants/Respondents pray for 

Judgment in his favor as follows:  

1. Plaintiffs’ take nothing by way of their Complaint against Defendants/Responses be 

dismissed with prejudice, with Plaintiff taking nothing thereby; 

2. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their costs incurred herein; 

3. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded their reasonable attorneys’ fees incurred 

herein; and 

4. That Defendants/Respondents be awarded such other and further relief as the Court 

deems just and proper. 

 Dated this 21st day of January 2020.  

  Respectfully submitted, 

MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 

___/s/ Joseph A. Gutierrez__________ 
JASON R. MAIER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8557 
JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Attorneys for Defendant in Intervention,  
CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis 
Marketplace 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, a copy of the CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A 

THRIVE CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 

MANDAMUS, AND PRHIBITION was electronically filed on the 21st day of January 2020 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. 

 

 

 

/s/ Brandon Lopipero 

An Employee of MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
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CONSULTING, LLC  
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 

(702) 702-2958 
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Jared Kahn, Esq. 
Nevada Bar # 12603 
JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
P: (702) 708-2958 
F: (866) 870-6758 
jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com 
 
Attorneys Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 

 

 

      In Re: DOT Litigation 
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CASE NO:   19-A-787004-B 
 
Consolidated with: A-785818 
                               A-786357 
                               A-786962 
                               A-787035 
                               A-787540 
                               A-787726 
                               A-801416 
 
DEPT NO.:  XI 
 
ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF 
ALFRED TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT 
OF HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
 
 

 
COMES NOW Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., (“HHWC”), by and through its 

counsel Jared Kahn, Esq., and hereby submits this Errata to Declaration of Alfred Terteryan in 

support of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.’s Application for Writ of Mandamus 

(“Errata”).   

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/24/2020 11:48 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

223054637
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JK LEGAL & 

CONSULTING, LLC  
9205 West Russell Rd., Suite 240 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 

(702) 702-2958 
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The original Declaration for Alfred Terteryan mistakenly was filed with the Declaration 

of Dr. Florence Jameson already submitted. Submitted herewith is the Declaration of Alfred 

Terteryan to be utilized in support of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.’s Application for 

Writ of Mandamus.   

 
DATED:  January 24, 2020. 

        /s/ Jared B. Kahn_______________ 
       Jared B. Kahn, Nevada Bar # 12603 
       JK Legal & Consulting, LLC 

9205 W. Russell Rd., Suite 240 
Las Vegas, NV 89148 
jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com 
Of Attorneys for Helping Hands Wellness 

Center, Inc. 
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64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
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TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN RE: D.O.T. LITIGATION,

Case No. A-19-787004-B
Consolidated with A-785818

A-786357
A-786962
A-787035
A-787540
A-787726
A-801416

Dept. No. XI

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order denying: 1) Clear River LLC’s Motion to Dismiss

Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari,

Mandamus, and Prohibition; 2) Defendant GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC’s Motion to Dismiss

First Amended Complaint; and 3) Lone Mountain Partners, LLC’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’

NEOJ
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

Nevada Bar No. 1462
JOSHUA M. DICKEY

Nevada Bar No. 6621
SARAH E. HARMON

Nevada Bar No. 8106
KELLY B. STOUT

Nevada Bar No. 12105
STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ

Nevada Bar No. 14878
BAILEYKENNEDY
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148-1302
Telephone: 702.562.8820
Facsimile: 702.562.8821
DKennedy@BaileyKennedy.com
JDickey@BaileyKennedy.com
SHarmon@BaileyKennedy.com
KStout@BaileyKennedy.com
SGlantz@BaileyKennedy.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Petitioners/
Counter-Defendants
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Electronically Filed
1/3/2020 2:44 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Page 2 of 2

First Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus,

and Prohibition was entered on January 3, 2020. A true and correct copy is attached hereto.

DATED this 3rd day of January, 2020.

BAILEYKENNEDY

By: /s/ Stephanie J. Glantz
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

JOSHUA M. DICKEY

SARAH E. HARMON

KELLY B. STOUT

STEPHANIE J. GLANTZ

Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Petitioners/
Counter-Defendants
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ANAC 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation  Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Consolidated with: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-8014416-B 

 
Dept. No.: XI 
 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC’S ANSWER TO D.H. 
FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT  
 
 

   

  GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC, (“Defendant”) by and through its undersigned 

counsel, McLetchie Law, hereby answers the First Amended Complaint filed by Plaintiffs 

D.H. Flamingo, Inc. d/b/a The Apothecary Shoppe; Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC 

d/b/a NuVeda; Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda; Clark NMSD LLC 

d/b/a NuVeda; and Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary L.L.C. d/b/a Inyo Fine Cannabis 

Dispensary (collectively “Plaintiffs”): 

  Defendant denies each and every allegation in the Complaint except those 

allegations which are hereinafter admitted, qualified, or otherwise answered. 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/6/2020 3:21 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Answering paragraph 1 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. 

II. THE PARTIES 

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Answering paragraph 4 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

5. Answering paragraph 5 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

6. Answering paragraph 6 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

B. Defendants/Respondents 

7. Answering paragraph 7 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the State 

of Nevada Department of Taxation (the “Department”) is an agency of the State of Nevada. 

8. Answering paragraph 8 of the Complaint, Defendant admits the Nevada Tax 

Commission is the head of the Department.  
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1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail 
Marijuana Establishment Licenses.  

9. Answering paragraph 9 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

10. Answering paragraph 10 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

11. Answering paragraph 11 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

12. Answering paragraph 12 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

13. Answering paragraph 13 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

14. Answering paragraph 14 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

15. Answering paragraph 15 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

16. Answering paragraph 16 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

17. Answering paragraph 17 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 
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18. Answering paragraph 18 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

19. Answering paragraph 19 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

20. Answering paragraph 20 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

21. Answering paragraph 21 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

22. Answering paragraph 22 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

23. Answering paragraph 23 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

24. Answering paragraph 24 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

25. Answering paragraph 25 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

26. Answering paragraph 26 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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27. Answering paragraph 27 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational 
Dispensary Licenses. 

28. Answering paragraphs 28 through 134 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

29. Answering paragraph 135 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations 

30. Answering paragraph 136 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

Defendants/Respondents in paragraphs 28-134 were denied licenses. With respect to ROES 

1-100 referenced in paragraph 135 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the remainder of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 136 of the Complaint and, therefore deny them. 

III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

31. Answering paragraph 137 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

32. Answering paragraph 138 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 
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33. Answering paragraph 139 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

34.  Answering paragraph 140 of the Complaint, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

35. Answering paragraph 141 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

36. Answering paragraph 142 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

37. Answering paragraph 143 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity 

of the allegations contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

B. The Ballot Initiative. 

38. Answering paragraph 144 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

39. Answering paragraph 145 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 
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allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

40. Answering paragraph 146 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

41. Answering paragraph 147 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

42. Answering paragraph 148 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

43. Answering paragraph 149 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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C. The Approved Regulations. 

44. Answering paragraphs 150 through 155 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

45.  Answering paragraphs 156 through 163 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements 

regarding the contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the 

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits 

these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

D. The Department’s Request of License Applications. 

46. Answering paragraph 164 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

47. Answering paragraphs 165 through 168 of the Complaint, no response is 

required as the allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent 

a response is required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document 

referenced therein, Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are 

inconsistent with the document referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

48. Answering paragraph 169 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required and the allegations 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant admits these 

allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 
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49. Answering paragraph 170 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response is 

required and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced therein, 

Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations are inconsistent with the 

document referenced therein, Defendant denies them. 

50. Paragraph 171 of the Complaint is blank; therefore, no response is required. 

51. Answering paragraph 172 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations therein reference a document that speaks for itself. To the extent a response is 

required, and the allegations accurately state the contents of the document referenced therein, 

Defendant admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 172 are 

inconsistent with the contents of the document reference therein, Defendant denies them.    

52. Answering paragraph 173 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws and regulations 

referenced therein, no response is required. To the extent a further response is required, 

Defendant responds that the Application exists in different forms, that the documents speak 

for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the application as referenced, 

Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 173 are 

inconsistent with the terms of the applications, Defendant denies them. 

53. Answering paragraphs 174 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

E. Plaintiffs’/Petitioners’ Applications. 

54. Answering paragraphs 175 through 180 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations 

contained therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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F. The Department’s Decision. 

55. Answering paragraph 181 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that it 

received written notice from the Department on December 5, 2018 regarding the granting 

and/or denial of its applications.  

56. Answering paragraph 182 of the Complaint, Defendant admits the 

allegations contained therein.  

57. Answering paragraph 183 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

58. Answering paragraph 184 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent a response is required, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

59. Answering paragraphs 185 through 187 of the Complaint, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

G. The Department Refuses Defendants’ Request to Review All Scores. 

60. Answering paragraph 188 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, no response is required. To the extent the allegations accurately state the 

laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the 

allegations in paragraph 188 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, 

Defendant denies them.  

61. Answering paragraphs 189 through 192, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

/ / / 
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62. Answering paragraph 193 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced therein, no response is required. To the extent the allegations accurately state the 

laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations.  

63. Answering paragraphs 194 through 198, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

64. Answering paragraphs 199 through 222, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

65. Answering paragraph 223 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 223 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant 

denies them.  

I. Public Records Request. 

66. Answering paragraph 224 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 224 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant 

denies them. 

67. Answering paragraph 225 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 
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paragraph 225 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant 

denies them. 

68. Answering paragraph 226 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 226 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant 

denies them. 

69. Answering paragraph 227 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

70. Answering paragraph 228 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

71. Answering paragraph 229 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

72. Answering paragraph 230 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission. 

73. Answering paragraph 231 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

74. Answering paragraph 232 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 
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75. Answering paragraph 233 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

76. Answering paragraph 234 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

77. Answering paragraph 235 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

78. Answering paragraph 236 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 236 are inconsistent with the laws or regulations referenced therein, Defendant 

denies them. 

79. Answering paragraph 237 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, no response is necessary. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 237 of the 

Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them. 

K. The Commission Meetings. 

80. Answering paragraph 238 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

81.  Answering paragraph 239 of the Complaint, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

/ / / 
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82. Answering paragraph 240 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

83. Answering paragraph 241 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

84. Answering paragraph 242 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

85. Answering paragraph 243 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

86. Answering paragraph 244 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

87. Answering paragraph 245 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

88. Answering paragraph 246 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

L. The Preliminarily Injunction Hearing. 

89. Answering paragraph 247 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

90. Answering paragraph 248 of the Complaint, Defendant admits these 

allegations. 

91. Answering paragraph 249 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws of regulations 
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referenced, no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant responds 

that the Court issued Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the document speaks for itself, and to the extent the 

allegations accurately state the Court’s findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendant 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 249 are inconsistent with 

the Court’s August 23, 2019 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction, Defendant denies them. 

92. Answering paragraph 250 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws of regulations 

referenced, no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant responds 

that the Court issued Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the document speaks for itself, and to the extent the 

allegations accurately state the Court’s findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendant 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 250 are inconsistent with 

the Court’s August 23, 2019 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction, Defendant denies them. 

93. Answering paragraph 251 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws of regulations 

referenced, no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant responds 

that the Court issued Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the document speaks for itself, and to the extent the 

allegations accurately state the Court’s findings and/or conclusions as referenced, Defendant 

admits these allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 251 are inconsistent with 

the Court’s August 23, 2019 Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary 

Injunction, Defendant denies them. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review. 

94. Answering paragraph 252 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

contents of laws or regulations. To the extent is required, Defendant denies them. 

95.  Answering paragraph 253 of the Complaint, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained 

therein, and on that basis denies these allegations. 

96. Answering paragraph 254 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

97. Answering paragraph 255 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

98. Answering paragraph 256 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

99. Answering paragraph 257 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

100. Answering paragraph 258 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

101. Answering paragraph 259 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information as to the truth or falsity of the allegations contained therein, and 

on that basis denies these allegations. 

102. Answering paragraph 260 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that on July 

6, 2018, the Department published the Notice of Intent to Accept Applications, and admits 

that the Department revised the application after publishing on July 6. 2018. As to the 
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remaining allegations in paragraph 260, this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein and no 

response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them.  

103. Answering paragraph 261 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them.  

104. Answering paragraph 262 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

105. Answering paragraph 263 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

106. Answering paragraph 264 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

107. Answering paragraph 265 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

108. Answering paragraph 266 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

109. Answering paragraph 267 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced therein 

and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, Defendant denies them. 

110. Answering paragraph 268 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced therein and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, 

Defendant denies them. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 268, Defendant is 
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without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

111. Answering paragraph 269 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

112. Answering paragraph 270 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 269 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

113. Answering paragraph 271 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

114. Answering paragraph 272 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

115. Answering paragraph 273 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

116. Answering paragraph 274 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

117. Answering paragraph 275 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

118. Answering paragraph 276 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 
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119. Answering paragraph 277 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

120. Answering paragraph 278 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 277 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

121. Answering paragraph 279 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

122. Answering paragraph 280 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced therein and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, 

Defendant denies them. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 280, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

123. Answering paragraph 281 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

124. Answering paragraph 282 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained therein, and therefore denies them. 

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

125. Answering paragraph 283 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 282 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

126. Answering paragraph 284 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 
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required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

127. Answering paragraph 285 of the Complaint, to the extent this paragraph 

contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced therein and no response is required. To the extent a response is required, 

Defendant denies them. 

128. Answering paragraph 286 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

129. Answering paragraph 287 of the Complaint, Defendant hereby repeats and 

realleges its answers to paragraphs 1 through 286 above, and incorporates the same herein 

by reference as though fully set forth herein. 

130. Answering paragraph 288 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

131. Answering paragraph 289 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

132. Answering paragraph 290 of the Complaint, no response is required as the 

allegations contained therein are Plaintiffs’ legal conclusions. To the extent a response is 

required, Defendant denies these allegations.  

GENERAL DENIAL 

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

Complaint, Defendant denies such allegation. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  Answering the allegations contained in the entirety of Plaintiffs’ prayer for relief, 

Defendant denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to the relief sought therein or to any relief in this 

matter. 
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

  Defendant, without altering the burdens of proof the parties must bear, asserts the 

following affirmative defenses to Plaintiffs’ Complaint, and all causes of action alleged 

therein, and specifically incorporates into these affirmative defenses its answers to the 

preceding paragraphs of the Complaint as if fully set forth herein. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The Complaint, and all the claims for relief alleged therein, fails to state a claim 

upon which relief can be granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have not been damaged directly, indirectly, proximately, or in any manner 

whatsoever by any conduct of Defendant. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The State of Nevada, Department of Taxation is immune from suit when 

performing the functions at issue in this case. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation were all official acts 

that were done in compliance with applicable laws and regulations. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred because Plaintiffs have failed to exhaust administrative 

remedies. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The actions of the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, were not arbitrary or 

capricious, and the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation had a rational basis for all the 

actions taken in the licensing process at issue. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

under Nev. R. Civ. P. 19, as the Court cannot grant any of Plaintiffs’ claims without affecting 

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

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  The claims, and each of them, are barred by the failure of Plaintiffs to plead those 

claims with sufficient particularity. 

NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have failed to allege sufficient facts and cannot carry the burden of proof 

imposed on them by law to recover attorney’s fees incurred to bring this action. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Injunctive relief is not available to Plaintiffs, because the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation has already completed the task of issuing conditional licenses. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs have no constitutional right to obtain privileged licenses. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs are not entitled to judicial review on the denial of a privileged license. 

THIRTEENTH  AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

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

perform non-ministerial, discretionary tasks. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred, in whole or in part, to the extent that any injury or loss 

sustained was caused by intervening or supervening events over which GreenMart had no 

control. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands.  

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by waiver, estoppel, release, and/or discharge. 

/ / / 
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EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE  

  Pursuant to the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure, all possible affirmative defenses 

may not have been alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after 

reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this answer and, therefore, Defendant hereby reserves 

the right to amend this answer to allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent 

investigation warrants.  

NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

  Defendant expressly reserves the right to amend this Answer to bring counterclaims 

against Plaintiffs.  

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

  WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment as follows: 

1. Plaintiffs take nothing by way of their Complaint. 

2. The Complaint, and all causes of action alleged against Defendant therein 

be dismissed with prejudice. 

3. For reasonable attorney’s fees and costs be awarded to Defendant. 

4. For any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper under 

the circumstances. 

 
DATED this 6th day of January, 2020. 

 
 

/s/ Alina M. Shell        

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE LAW 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com 
Counsel for GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify, pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I did 

cause a true copy of the foregoing GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 

TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT to be submitted 

electronically to all parties currently on the electronic service list on January 6, 2020. 

 

 
 

/s/ Lacey Ambro     
  An Employee of McLetchie Law 
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RIS 
H1 LAW GROUP 
Eric D. Hone, NV Bar No. 8499 
eric@h1lawgroup.com 
Joel Z. Schwarz, NV Bar No. 9181 
joel@h1lawgroup.com 
Jamie L. Zimmerman, NV Bar No. 11749 
jamie@h1lawgroup.com 
Moorea L. Katz, NV Bar No. 12007 
moorea@h1lawgroup.com 
701 N. Green Valley Parkway, Suite 200 
Henderson NV 89074 
Phone 702-608-3720 
Fax 702-608-3759 

Attorneys for Intervenor/Defendant 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

) Case No. A-19-787004-B 
) Consolidated with  A-785818 
) A-786357

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation, ) A-786962
) A-787035
) A-787540
) A-787726
) A-801416
) Dept. No. XI 
) 
) Hearing Date:  January 13, 2020 
) Hearing Time:   9:00 a.m. 
) 

LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

Lone Mountain Partners, LLC (“Lone Mountain”), by and through counsel, hereby files its 

Reply in support of its Motion to Dismiss Second Amended Complaint (the “Motion”).  

This Reply is made and based on the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities; 

the papers and pleadings already on file, including the Motion which is incorporated by reference 

as if fully set forth herein1; and any argument of counsel that may be permitted at the hearing of 

this matter.   

1 Except where otherwise noted, the capitalized terms used herein shall have the same definitions as set forth in the 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
1/8/2020 3:41 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Second Amended Complaint represents the third iteration of Plaintiffs’ ill-conceived 

claims.  Still, despite their numerous attempts and ample opportunities, Plaintiffs remain unable 

to articulate any legally cognizable due process or equal protection claims.  Indeed, Plaintiffs’ 

Opposition is forced to clarify what is not clear from the face of their Second Amended 

Complaint, which is that Plaintiffs’ constitutional claims are founded not on an alleged 

deprivation of process or property based on the denial of Plaintiffs’ license applications, but are, 

instead, based upon Plaintiffs’ novel theory that “by permitting competing applicants to 

effectuate an incursion upon [Plaintiffs’] preexisting market share by unlawfully granting them 

new licenses, state administrative action has served to diminish that preexisting market share 

under color of state law and has thereby effectuated a due process violation.”  Opposition at 11 

(emphasis in original). 

Specifically, Plaintiffs’ newest theory asserts that because Nevada’s anti-trust laws 

generally prohibit unfair trade practices, Plaintiffs have a property interest in the market share 

derived from their existing marijuana licenses such that they have standing to challenge licenses 

awarded to their competitors.  Plaintiffs might be entitled to creativity points for this novel 

theory if it weren’t so readily, and directly, undone by reference to Nevada’s Unfair Trade 

Practices Act codified in NRS Chapter 598A, which specifically excludes government and 

agency action, as well as regulated industries, from its purview.  Furthermore, abundant case law 

demonstrates Plaintiffs have neither a property interest, nor any procedural due process rights, 

with respect to the issuance of licenses to Plaintiffs’ competitors.  

Plaintiffs arguments defy logic as well as existing statutory and case law and the Court 

should grant Lone Mountain Partners’ Motion to Dismiss.  

/ / / 

/ / / 

 
Motion.   
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II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Dismissal is required where it appears beyond a doubt the plaintiff could prove no set of 

facts entitling him to relief.  Munda v. Summerlin Life & Health Ins. Co., 127 Nev. 918, 923, 267 

P.3d 771, 774 (2011).  As set forth below, each of Serenity’s claims must be dismissed for 

failure to state legally cognizable claims. 

A. NRS 598A Is by Its Own Terms Inapplicable to State Regulation 

 Plaintiffs argue that because the “the retail marijuana establishment licenses issued to 

[Plaintiffs’] competitors by the DoT at-issue [sic] in this case were conferred in violation of both 

state and federal constitutional provisions.”  Opposition at 9.  In other words, Plaintiffs argue that 

their due process rights were violated because the DoT violated the constitution, and the DoT 

violated the constitution by violating their due process rights.  Plaintiffs’ circular argument has 

no meaning outside of itself.  Citation to Nevada’s Unfair Trade Practice Act as codified in NRS 

Chapter 598A cannot save Plaintiffs’ illogical and ill-pleaded claims.  

 NRS Chapter 598A makes clear that it is not applicable to prohibit acts in restraint of 

trade or commerce where such acts are “properly regulated as provided by law.”  NRS 

598A(2)(A).  Likewise, as Plaintiffs themselves point out, NRS Chapter 598A by its explicit 

terms is not applicable to “[a]n administrative agency of this State or of the United States . . . 

having jurisdiction of the subject matter.”  NRS 598A.040(3)(c).2  Here, NRS Chapter 453D, and 

Nevada’s voters, unambiguously committed regulation of Nevada’s retail marijuana industry to 

Nevada’s Department of Taxation. Thus, by its own terms NRS Chapter 598A is inapplicable 

here.  

 Furthermore, Nevada’s Unfair Trade Practice Act specifies that “[t]he provisions of this 

chapter shall be construed in harmony with prevailing judicial interpretations of the federal 

 
2 Plaintiffs argue that this section does not apply because the conduct of the DOT at issue was pursuant to “an 
unconstitutional statute, ordinance, or administrative regulation” and is therefore not exempt from Chapter 598A.  
Opposition at 9.  Plaintiffs miss the point.  If Plaintiffs want to allege a claim that a particular statute or regulation is 
unconstitutional, either on its face or as applied, Plaintiffs must comply with the requirements for such a claim.  
However, Plaintiffs cannot assert a vague claim of unconstitutional statute/ordinance and avoid the explicit 
limitation contained in Chapter 598A, which by its own terms does not apply to state agency action.   
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antitrust statutes.”  NRS 598A.050.  Yet, a well-recognized exception to the Sherman Antitrust 

Act is state action that results in anticompetitive practices as a result of state policy to regulate an 

industry or public service.  See generally City of Lafayette v. Louisiana Power and Light 

Company, 435 U.S. 389 (1978); Parker v. Brown, 317 U.S. 341 (1943); Bates v. State Bar of 

Arizona, 433 U.S. 350 (1977). 

Indeed, it is well-settled that “acts of both state governments and federal instrumentalities 

are immune from antitrust liability.”  Sakamoto v. Duty Free Shoppers, Ltd., 764 F.2d 1285, 

1288 (9th Cir. 1985). Federal antitrust laws and Nevada’s Unfair Trade Practice Act (NRS 

Chapter 598A) simply do not apply to a regulated industry that must comply with more specific 

statutes and regulations.  See Op. Atty. Gen. Opinion No. 80-43 (Dec. 30, 1980), 1980 WL 

111125 (concluding that under NRS 598A.040(3), the anticompetitive prohibitions in Nevada’s 

Unfair Trade Practice Act were not applicable in connection with a state agency obtaining 

insurance because state insurance is governed by a separate statutory scheme).  

 Any state or agency regulation of an industry is in a sense “anti-competitive,” which is 

precisely why Nevada’s Unfair Trade Practice Act specifically exempts state regulation from the 

reach of the Act.  Plaintiffs simply have no claim under NRS 598A under the statute’s plain 

terms and reference to this statute cannot save Plaintiffs’ ill-plead constitutional claims from 

dismissal.  
 
B. Plaintiffs Have No Constitutionally Protected Property Right in Even a “Pre-

Existing” Market Share 

 In a final hail Mary attempt to save their ill-pleaded claims from dismissal, Plaintiffs 

concoct yet another legally unsupported theory for claiming a deprivation of their constitutional 

rights.  Specifically, Plaintiffs now claim that the property interest they claim to have be 

unconstitutionally deprived of is not the market share lost as a result of their failed dispensary 

applications, but instead, is “their property interest in their preexisting market share . . . [which] 

has been or will be diminished.”  Opposition at 6 (emphasis in original).  To further elaborate on 

this confusing distinction, Plaintiffs offer that “Serenity’s current assertion of an alternative 
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property interest in the SAC is not based upon a claim that, by virtue of the denial of their own 

applications for further licensure . . . .”  Opposition at 7 (emphasis in original).  Plaintiffs 

continue, “Rather, Serenity contends in its SAC that, by granting additional licenses to other 

preexisting competitor applications under color of the regulatory scheme heretofore challenged, 

the Nevada Department of Taxation (‘DoT’) has unlawfully empowered them to diminish 

Serenity’s preexisting property interest in their share of the retail marijuana market under 

previous, valid licensure without due process of law owing to the constitutional defects in the 

regulatory scheme….”  Id.  Then, Plaintiffs declare, without citation to any legal authority or 

principal, that “where participation in an industry is only permitted when the participant has a 

validly issued government license, competition in that industry enabled by an administrative 

licensing scheme in violation of constitutional constraints or imperatives permits the grantee to 

engage in an “Unfair Trade Practice” in violation of Nevada statutes.”  Opposition at 7 

(emphasis in original).   

Plaintiffs appear to be under the impression that if the Court cannot understand their 

claims, the Court might be less likely to dismiss them.  To be sure, the reason Plaintiffs have 

such difficulty in articulating the property right at issue is because it does not exist, and it has no 

support under statute or case law.  In fact, just the contrary, as numerous cases have held just the 

opposite. 

As provided in the Motion, market share, even that which is “pre-existing,” is “neither 

tangible nor intangible property.”  See Lancaster Cmty. Hosp. v. Antelope Valley Hosp. Dist., 

940 F.2d 397, 406 (9th Cir. 1991); see also In re ANC Rental Corp., 57 F. App'x 912, 915-16 (3d 

Cir. 2003) (market share not a property right, even if at times considered a component of 

damages).  Numerous courts have held that there is no constitutionally-protected property right 

to “pre-existing” market share in a regulated industry, because “there is no constitutionally 

protected property right to be free from competition, to have a monopoly or oligopoly over an 

industry, or to obtain economic benefit from a license, even in industries in which governmental 

regulation had traditionally limited the amount of competition.” Long v. Liquor Control 
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Comm’n, 322 Mich. App. 60, 72-73, 910 N.W.2d 674, 681 (2017) (citing Illinois Transp. Trade 

Ass’n v. Chicago, 839 F.3d 594, 596 (7th Cir. 2016) (“‘Property’ does not include a right to be 

free from competition.”); Joe Sanfelippo Cabs, Inc. v. Milwaukee, 839 F.3d 613, 615 (7th Cir. 

2016); Minneapolis Taxi Owners Coalition, Inc. v. Minneapolis, 572 F.3d 502, 508–509 (8th Cir. 

2009); Rogers Truck Line, Inc. v. United States, 14 Cl. Ct. 108, 115 (1987) (“[P]laintiff does not 

have a constitutionally protected freedom from competition.”); Jaffe v. United States, 220 Ct. Cl. 

666, 669, 618 F.2d 122 (1979) (order) (“[T]here is no constitutional right to be free of 

competition or to enjoy a monopoly. ... Nor are alleged anticipated profits protected by the just 

compensation clause.”) (citations omitted); Jackson Sawmill Co., Inc. v. United States, 580 F.2d 

302, 307 (8th Cir. 1978); Miadeco Corp. v. Miami-Dade Co., 249 F. Supp. 3d 1296 (S.D. Fla. 

2017); Mich. Soft Drink Ass’n, 206 Mich. App. at 405, 522 N.W.2d 643 (“[T]here is 

no property right to potential or future profits.”) (quotation marks and citation omitted)). “These 

cases persuasively reason that collateral interests of ownership are not property protected by the 

constitution.”  Id. (citing Minneapolis Taxi Owners Coalition, Inc., 572 F.3d at 509). 

As one court noted, “While plaintiff’s [pre-existing] market share may have been adversely 

affected by the [government agency’s] decision, plaintiff’s interest in such share is certainly not 

akin to the types of property interests entitled to due process protections.  No rule or law forever 

entitles plaintiff to such [pre-existing] share.” Cathedral Rock of Granite City, Inc. v. Illinois 

Health Facilities Planning Bd., 308 Ill. App. 3d 529, 540, 720 N.E.2d 1113, 1121 (1999) (first and 

third alterations added). 

Plaintiffs wholly ignore and refuse to address this clearly-relevant case law discussed in 

the Motion..  Instead, Plaintiffs cite numerous inapposite cases that all address market share as a 

measure of damages.  Because Plaintiffs had no property right in any pre-existing market share, 

Plaintiffs’ constitutional claims all fail.  

/ / / 

 

/ / / 
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C. Plaintiffs’ Existing Marijuana Licenses Were Neither Repealed Nor Revoked 

So Plaintiffs Are Not Entitled to Any Procedural Due Process Regarding 
Their Existing Licenses  

 Plaintiffs’ arguments, although difficult to follow, essentially assert that the DOT’s 

procedure for issuing licenses to Plaintiffs’ competitors was unfair and because additional 

licenses in the marijuana market will mean increased competition for Plaintiffs with respect to 

Plaintiffs’ existing licenses, and Plaintiffs’ due process rights therefore have been violated.   

 Plaintiffs mistake the bounds of their procedural due process rights. Indeed, although 

Plaintiffs might be entitled to procedural due process were the DOT to repeal or revoke 

Plaintiffs’ own, existing licenses, Plaintiffs are not entitled to any process with respect to the 

DOT issuing licenses to other entities, even if those entities are Plaintiffs’ competitors.   

 A market competitor has no right to be heard as to a license issued to a fellow competitor, 

and as a company’s procedural due process rights are not invoked absent a threat to the 

company’s license. Cathedral Rock of Granite City, Inc. v. Illinois Health Facilities Planning 

Bd., 308 Ill. App. 3d 529, 539-40, 720 N.E.2d 1113, 1121 (1999).   

In Winston Plaza Currency Exch. v. Dep’t of Financial Institutions, the plaintiff filed a 

complaint for judicial review alleging, among other things, that it had a due process right to be 

heard before a new license was granted by the Illinois Department of Financial Institutions 

(Agency) to a competitor of the plaintiff.  211 Ill. App. 3d 1062, 570 N.E.2d 855 (1991).  The 

court held that the plaintiff, just by being a competitor, had no direct interest in the matter that 

could give rise to a right to be heard. The court further held that the Agency's obligation to 

conduct an investigation prior to the issuance of a new license did not confer any protectable 

property interest upon the plaintiff in the new license. Because the actions of the Agency were 

not directed at the plaintiff’s own license, the court found plaintiff’s claim of a due process 

violation unavailing. Winston, 211 Ill. App. 3d at 1069, 156 Ill. Dec. 379, 570 N.E.2d at 860. 

 Courts routinely reject the argument that companies in an industry have any protectible 

interest in a government-issued license sufficient to be able to prohibit further expansion of the 

regulated market under the guise of so-called due process rights.  See Ill. Transp. Trade Ass'n v. 
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City of Chicago, 839 F.3d 594, 596 (7th Cir. 2016) (holding that “ ‘[p]roperty’ does not include a 

right to be free from competition” in the transportation market from companies like Uber), cert. 

denied, 137 S. Ct. 1829 (Apr. 24, 2017); Boston Taxi Owners Ass'n, Inc. v. City of Boston, 180 F. 

Supp. 3d 108, 117 (D. Mass. 2016) (dismissing Takings Clause claim because taxicab drivers 

“do[ ] not possess a property interest in the transportation-for-hire market itself”); Minneapolis 

Taxi Owners Coal., Inc. v. City of Minneapolis, 572 F.3d 502, 508–10 (8th Cir. 2009) 

(dismissing due process claim because “taxicab licensees do not have protected property interests 

in the market value of their licenses” where municipality or state did not grant them “an 

unalterable monopoly over the Minneapolis taxicab market”); Baldwin v. Town of W. Tisbury, 

No. 16-CV-10736-ADB, 2017 WL 3940932, at *5 (D. Mass. Sept. 7, 2017). 

 “The opportunity to collect additional fares from customers [] is not a legally protected 

property right in that Plaintiff does not have a property right to be free from the competition 

introduced by a [a new regulated industry].”  Baldwin, No. 16-CV-10736-ADB, 2017 WL 

3940932, at *5.  For example, taxicab licensees lack standing to restrict regulators from issuing 

licenses to Uber and Lyft drivers because “taxicab licensees do not have a protected property 

interest[] in the market value of their licenses where [a] municipality or state did not grant them 

an unalterable monopoly over the [] taxicab market.”  See id. (internal quotations omitted).  

 Here, Plaintiffs have clarified that their constitutional claims are based not on their 

rejected license applications, but rather, upon the fact that their existing market share will be 

diminished by competitors that Plaintiffs believe were improperly awarded a license.  However, 

Plaintiffs have no protectible property interest in existing market share, and no standing to 

challenge the award of licenses to their competitors, or to be entitled to any procedural notice or 

process with respect to the same.  Accordingly, Plaintiffs’ constitutional claims should be 

dismissed.  

/ / / 

 

/ / / 
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D. Plaintiffs’ Cited Cases Are Inapposite  

 Although Plaintiffs cite an impressive number of cases in their opposition, not a single 

one stands for the proposition that a commercial entity has a protectable property interest in its 

market share of a regulated industry.  

Given that none of the cases cited by Plaintiffs involve a government agency or even a 

regulatory or licensing decision in the context of claims for due process and equal protection, the 

cases are not controlling over, or even relevant to, Plaintiffs’ constitutional claims and the Court 

should dismiss the same.  

E. Plaintiffs Fail to Address Remaining Arguments for Dismissal, Thus 
Conceding Dismissal Is Warranted  

With respect to the other claims asserted in Plaintiffs’ SAC, Plaintiffs neglect to address 

the abundant authorities supporting movant’s arguments regarding dismissal of Plaintiffs’ 

additional claims for relief and refuse to address or distinguish the applicable cases.  As an 

example, and despite the case being raised in numerous prior motions, Plaintiffs have not once 

addressed Nev., Dep’t of Health and Human Servs. v. Samantha, Inc., 407 P.3d 327, 328, 332 

(Nev. 2017), in which the Nevada Supreme Court held that a disappointed applicant for a 

marijuana license did not have a right to judicial review under the Administrative Procedures Act 

(“APA”) because the licensing process “does not constitute a contested case.”  Id.  Rather than 

respond to this authority, or to the numerous other cases cited in the Motion, Plaintiffs simply 

refer to the Court to the Court’s own prior, and preliminary, rulings.  Plaintiffs’ refusal to 

address the authorities supporting dismissal is telling and is tantamount to a concession that 

dismissal is warranted.  

/ / / 

 

/ / / 

 

/ / / 
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III. CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, Lone Mountain respectfully requests that this Court dismiss 

Serenity’s SAC for failure to state any claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to NRCP 

12(b)(5). 
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NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, 
FINE, PUZEY, STEIN & THOMPSON 
James W. Puzey, Esq. (NV Bar No. 5745) 
Michael Ayers, Esq. (NV Bar No. 10851) 
800 South Meadows Parkway, #800 
Reno, Nevada 89521 
Telephone: 775-851-8700 
Facsimile: 775-851-7681 
 
Attorney for High Sierra Holistics, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
       ) Case No. A-19-787004-B 
       ) Consolidated with  A-785818 
       )    A-786357 
 In Re: D.O.T. Litigation,   )    A-786962 
       )    A-787035 
       )    A-787540 
       )    A-787726 
       )    A-801416 
       ) Dept. No.  XI 
__________________________________________) 
 

DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

Defendant HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through its 

counsel of record, JAMES W. PUZEY, ESQ. and MICHAEL AYERS, ESQ, of Holly Driggs 

Walch Fine Puzey Stein & Thompson, hereby files its Answer to DH FLAMINGO, INC’s et al. 

First Amended Complaint (hereinafter “Complaint”) as follows: 

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. To the extent paragraph 1 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent paragraph 1 

contains allegations, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base 

a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

2. To the extent paragraph 2 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
12/16/2019 3:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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-2- 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 2, if any. 

II.  THE PARTIES 

3. As to the allegations in paragraph 3 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, therefore no 

response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained 

in paragraph 3 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 4-6 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

B. Defendants/Respondents 

5. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 7-8 of the Complaint. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana 
Establishment Licenses 

6. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 9-26 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

7.  Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint.  

 2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary  
   Licenses 

8. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 28-71 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

9.   Defendant admits in paragraph 72 of the Complaint that it is a Nevada Limited 

Liability Company. As to all remaining allegations in paragraph 72 of the Complaint, Defendant 
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-3- 

is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 72 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.   

10. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 73-135 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

11. Defendant incorporates by reference its responses to paragraphs 28-135, as though 

fully set forth herein. To the extent paragraph 136 pertains to other parties, no response is required. 

As to the allegations in paragraph 136 concerning Defendant, Defendant admits the allegations. 

I. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Department. 

12.  Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 137 of the Complaint. 

13. As to the allegations in paragraph 138 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 138 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

14. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 139-143 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

B. The Ballot Initiative. 

15. To the extent paragraphs 144-149 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 144-149, if any. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

16. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 150-155 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 
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-4- 

17. To the extent paragraphs 156-163 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 156-163, if any. 

D. The Department’s Request for License Applications.  

18. To the extent paragraph 164 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 164, if any. 

19. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 165-167 of the Complaint.  

20. To the extent paragraph 168 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent a further 

response is required, Defendant responds that the Application exists in different forms, that the 

documents speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the Application 

as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 168 are 

inconsistent with the terms of the Application, Defendant denies them.  

21. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 169-170 of the Complaint.  

22. Paragraph 171 is blank and no response is required.  

23. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 172 of the Complaint.  

24. To the extent paragraph 173 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent a further 

response is required, Defendant responds that the Application exists in different forms, that the 

documents speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the Application 

as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 173 are 

inconsistent with the terms of the applications, Defendant denies them.  

25. To the extent paragraph 174 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

006091



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

 

-5- 

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 174, if any. 

E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Applications. 

26.  Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 175-180 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

F. The Department’s Decision. 

27. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 181 of the Complaint. 

28. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 182-183 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

29. As to the allegations in paragraph 184 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 184 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

30. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 185-187 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

G. The Department Refuses Defendants’ Request to Review All Scores. 

31. To the extent paragraph 188 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 188, if any. 

32. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 189-192 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  
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-6- 

33. To the extent paragraph 193 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 193, if any. 

34. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 194-198 of the Complaint and, 

therefore denies them. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

35. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 199-200 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

36. To the extent paragraph 201 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 201, if any. 

 1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption 

37. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 202-204 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

 2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks 

38. To the extent paragraph 205 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 205, if any. 

39. As to the allegation in paragraph 206 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified about employment offers by licensees, including from some of the successful 

applicants.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 206 of the Complaint, Defendant is without 
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-7- 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

and, therefore, denies them.  

40. As to the allegations in paragraph 207 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified about having discussions about employment with Armen Yemenidjian. As to the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 207 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, 

therefore, denies them.  

41. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 208 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

42. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 209 of the Complaint. 

43. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 210 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

44. As to the allegations in paragraph 211 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified he met Amanda Connor outside of the Department offices. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 211 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

45. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 212-213 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

46. As to the allegations in paragraph 214 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified he had discussions about the physical location criteria in the application. As to the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 214 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, 

therefore, denies them.  
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 3. Scrubbing of License Records 

47. To the extent paragraph 215 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 215, if any. 

48. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 216 of the Complaint.  

49. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 217 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

50. To the extent paragraph 218 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 218, if any. 

51. As to the allegations in paragraph 219 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

Department employees testified at the preliminary injunction hearing that they did not provide any 

compliance information to the people that scored the applications.  As to the remaining allegations 

in paragraph 219 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

52. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 220 of the Complaint. 

 4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order 

53. As to the allegations in paragraph 221 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

Judge Bailus ordered the Department to preserve electronically-stored information relating to the 

application process and its grading, including but not limited to server or any standalone computers 

(including laptops, iPads or thumb drives) in its possession and used in the evaluation and rating 

of marijuana dispensary license applications as part of the September 2018 application period and 

all cell phones (personal and/or business) of each such person that assisted in the processing of 

applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluated such license applications and asserts the 

Order speaks for itself. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in paragraph 221, if any. 
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54. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 222 of the Complaint.  

55. To the extent paragraph 223 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 223, if any. 

I. Public Records Request.  

56. To the extent paragraphs 224-226 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 224-226, if any. 

57. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 227-228 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

58. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 229 of the Complaint – including 

any footnote – and, therefore, denies them.  

59. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 230 and, therefore denies them. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission.  

60. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 231-235 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

61. To the extent paragraph 236 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 236, if any.  

62. To the extent paragraph 237 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. As to the remaining 
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allegations in paragraph 237 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

K. The Commission Meetings.  

63. As to the allegations in paragraph 238 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Nevada Tax Commission held a meeting on January 14, 2019. As to the remaining allegations in 

paragraph 238 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

64. As to the allegations in paragraph 239 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Dr. Spirtos, Dr. 

Bady, and Dr. Thanos spoke. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 239 of the Complaint, 

Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore denies them.  

65. As to the allegations in paragraph 240 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis spoke about making request and the context for those requests. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 240 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

66. Defendant admits the allegation in paragraph 241 of the Complaint. 

67. As to the allegations in paragraph 242 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis requested a special meeting. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 242 of the 

Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief 

as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

68. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 243 of the Complaint.  

69. As to the allegations in paragraph 244 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Nevada Tax Commission held a meeting on March 4, 2019. Defendant also admits that the 
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transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on March 4, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis inquired about the status of the administrative appeals filed by applicants whose 

applications for retail marijuana stores were denied in December 2018 and made the statements 

quoted in the Complaint. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 244 of the Complaint, 

Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

70. As to the allegations in paragraph 245 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on March 4, 2019 shows that Director Young 

made the statements quoted in the Complaint.  

71. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 246 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing.  

72. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 247-248 of the Complaint.  

73. To the extent paragraphs 249-250 contains legal conclusions or statements 

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

a further response is required, Defendant responds that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact 

and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents 

speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or 

conclusions as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 249-250 are inconsistent with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction, Defendant denies them. 

74. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 251 of the Complaint. 

M. Plaintiffs are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review.  

75. As to the allegations in paragraph 252 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

neither NRS Chapter 453D nor the Department’s Approved Regulations expressly provide for an 

appeal or reconsideration of the Department’s licensing determination. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 252 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 
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information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them. 

76. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 253-258 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

77. As to the allegations in paragraph 259 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 259 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, and no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 259, if any. 

78. As to the allegations in paragraph 260 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department published the Notice of Intent to Accept Applications on July 6, 2018, and that the 

Department revised the application form after publishing it on July 6, 2018. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 260 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, and no response is 

necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 260, if 

any. 

79. As to the allegations in paragraph 261 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 
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regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations.  Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 261, if any. 

80. As to the allegations in paragraphs 262-266 of the Complaint, Defendant admits 

that the Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 262-266 of the Complaint, these 

paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, and no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraphs 262-266, if any. 

81. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 267 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

82. To the extent paragraph 268 is in regard to other parties, no response is required. 

As to the allegations in paragraph 268 of the Complaint that are in regard to Defendant, Defendant 

admits that the Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a 

recreational marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial 

evidence, and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and 

irreparable harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 268 of the Complaint, 

this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or 

regulations referenced, and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state 

the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all 

remaining allegations in paragraph 268, if any. 

83. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 269 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 
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IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

84. In response to paragraph 270, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

85. As to the allegations in paragraphs 271-273 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 271-273 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them. 

86. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 274 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

87. As to the allegations in paragraph 275 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 275 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them. 

88. In answering the allegations contained in paragraphs 276-277 of the Complaint, 

Defendant responds that it contains no allegations to which any response is required. To the extent 

any response is required, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which 

to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 276-277, and therefore 

denies them. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

89. In response to paragraph 278, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.  

90. As to the allegations in paragraph 279 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 
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and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 279 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 279, if any. 

91. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 280-282 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

92. In response to paragraph 283, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.  

93. As to the allegations in paragraph 284 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 284 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 284, if any. 

94. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 285-286 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

95. In response to paragraph 287, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.   
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96. As to the allegations in paragraph 288 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 288 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 288, if any. 

97. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 289-290 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

98. All paragraphs, including subparagraphs, in the Complaint not expressly admitted 

by Defendant are hereby denied. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Complaint fails to state a claim against Defendant upon which relief may be 

granted. 

2. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred due to the absence of any legitimate 

controversy between Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ and Defendant.  

3. Plaintiffs/Petitioners failed to mitigate, minimize, or otherwise avoid its losses, 

damages, or expenses. 

4. If Plaintiffs/Petitioners was injured and damaged as alleged, which is specifically 

denied, then the injuries and damages were caused, in whole or in part, by the acts or omissions of 

others, whether individual, corporate or otherwise, whether named or unnamed in the Complaint, 

for whose conduct Defendant is not responsible. 

5. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by waiver. 

6. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

7. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
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8. In performing the actions complained of, Defendant acted in the ordinary course of 

business. 

9. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims fail because of intervening and superseding causes for 

the injury alleged in the Complaint. 

10. Defendant has insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form a belief 

as to whether there may be additional affirmative defenses and, therefore, reserves the right to 

allege other affirmative defenses as they become appropriate or known through the course of 

discovery.  

 WHEREFORE, Defendant pray for judgment as follows:  

1. That Plaintiffs/Petitioners takes nothing by way of its Complaint and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice;  

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

3. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 16th day of December, 2019. 

 
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH FINE PUZEY  
STEIN & THOMPSON 
 
/s/ James W. Puzey 
James W. Puzey, Esq. (NV Bar No. 5745) 
Michael Ayers, Esq. (NV Bar No. 10851) 
800 South Meadows Parkway, #800 
Reno, Nevada 89521 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Holley Driggs Walch Fine Puzey Stein & 

Thompson and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, I 

caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO FIRST 

AMENDED COMPLAINT to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic 

service list on December 16th, 2019.  

 
 

/s/ Susan Matejko______________     
an employee of Holley Driggs Walch Fine Puzey Stein & 
Thompson 
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HOLLEY, DRIGGS, WALCH, 
FINE, PUZEY, STEIN & THOMPSON 
James W. Puzey, Esq. (NV Bar No. 5745) 
Michael Ayers, Esq. (NV Bar No. 10851) 
800 South Meadows Parkway, #800 
Reno, Nevada 89521 
Telephone: 775-851-8700 
Facsimile: 775-851-7681 
 
Attorney for High Sierra Holistics, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
       ) Case No. A-19-787004-B 
       ) Consolidated with  A-785818 
       )    A-786357 
 In Re: D.O.T. Litigation,   )    A-786962 
       )    A-787035 
       )    A-787540 
       )    A-787726 
       )    A-801416 
       ) Dept. No.  XI 
__________________________________________) 
 

DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

Defendant HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS (hereinafter “Defendant”), by and through its 

counsel of record, JAMES W. PUZEY, ESQ. and MICHAEL AYERS, ESQ, of Holly Driggs 

Walch Fine Puzey Stein & Thompson, hereby files its Answer to DH FLAMINGO, INC’s et al. 

First Amended Complaint (hereinafter “Complaint”) as follows: 

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. To the extent paragraph 1 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent paragraph 1 

contains allegations, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base 

a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

2. To the extent paragraph 2 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
12/16/2019 3:33 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 2, if any. 

II.  THE PARTIES 

3. As to the allegations in paragraph 3 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal 

conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, therefore no 

response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained 

in paragraph 3 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners 

4. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 4-6 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

B. Defendants/Respondents 

5. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 7-8 of the Complaint. 

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana 
Establishment Licenses 

6. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 9-26 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

7.  Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint.  

 2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary  
   Licenses 

8. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 28-71 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

9.   Defendant admits in paragraph 72 of the Complaint that it is a Nevada Limited 

Liability Company. As to all remaining allegations in paragraph 72 of the Complaint, Defendant 
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is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 72 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.   

10. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 73-135 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

11. Defendant incorporates by reference its responses to paragraphs 28-135, as though 

fully set forth herein. To the extent paragraph 136 pertains to other parties, no response is required. 

As to the allegations in paragraph 136 concerning Defendant, Defendant admits the allegations. 

I. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Department. 

12.  Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 137 of the Complaint. 

13. As to the allegations in paragraph 138 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is 

without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations contained in paragraph 138 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

14. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 139-143 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

B. The Ballot Initiative. 

15. To the extent paragraphs 144-149 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 144-149, if any. 

C. The Approved Regulations. 

16. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 150-155 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 
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17. To the extent paragraphs 156-163 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 156-163, if any. 

D. The Department’s Request for License Applications.  

18. To the extent paragraph 164 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in Paragraph 164, if any. 

19. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 165-167 of the Complaint.  

20. To the extent paragraph 168 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent a further 

response is required, Defendant responds that the Application exists in different forms, that the 

documents speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the Application 

as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 168 are 

inconsistent with the terms of the Application, Defendant denies them.  

21. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 169-170 of the Complaint.  

22. Paragraph 171 is blank and no response is required.  

23. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 172 of the Complaint.  

24. To the extent paragraph 173 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent a further 

response is required, Defendant responds that the Application exists in different forms, that the 

documents speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the Application 

as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in paragraph 173 are 

inconsistent with the terms of the applications, Defendant denies them.  

25. To the extent paragraph 174 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations 
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accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 174, if any. 

E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Applications. 

26.  Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 175-180 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

F. The Department’s Decision. 

27. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 181 of the Complaint. 

28. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 182-183 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

29. As to the allegations in paragraph 184 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 184 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them.  

30. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 185-187 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

G. The Department Refuses Defendants’ Request to Review All Scores. 

31. To the extent paragraph 188 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 188, if any. 

32. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 189-192 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  
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33. To the extent paragraph 193 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 193, if any. 

34. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 194-198 of the Complaint and, 

therefore denies them. 

H. Corruption Within the Department. 

35. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 199-200 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

36. To the extent paragraph 201 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 201, if any. 

 1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption 

37. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 202-204 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

 2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks 

38. To the extent paragraph 205 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant 

denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 205, if any. 

39. As to the allegation in paragraph 206 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified about employment offers by licensees, including from some of the successful 

applicants.  As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 206 of the Complaint, Defendant is without 
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sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

and, therefore, denies them.  

40. As to the allegations in paragraph 207 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified about having discussions about employment with Armen Yemenidjian. As to the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 207 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, 

therefore, denies them.  

41. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 208 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

42. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 209 of the Complaint. 

43. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 210 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

44. As to the allegations in paragraph 211 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified he met Amanda Connor outside of the Department offices. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 211 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

45. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 212-213 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

46. As to the allegations in paragraph 214 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that Mr. 

Pupo testified he had discussions about the physical location criteria in the application. As to the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 214 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient 

knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, 

therefore, denies them.  
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 3. Scrubbing of License Records 

47. To the extent paragraph 215 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 215, if any. 

48. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 216 of the Complaint.  

49. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 217 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

50. To the extent paragraph 218 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 218, if any. 

51. As to the allegations in paragraph 219 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

Department employees testified at the preliminary injunction hearing that they did not provide any 

compliance information to the people that scored the applications.  As to the remaining allegations 

in paragraph 219 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

52. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 220 of the Complaint. 

 4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order 

53. As to the allegations in paragraph 221 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

Judge Bailus ordered the Department to preserve electronically-stored information relating to the 

application process and its grading, including but not limited to server or any standalone computers 

(including laptops, iPads or thumb drives) in its possession and used in the evaluation and rating 

of marijuana dispensary license applications as part of the September 2018 application period and 

all cell phones (personal and/or business) of each such person that assisted in the processing of 

applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluated such license applications and asserts the 

Order speaks for itself. Defendant denies the remaining allegations in paragraph 221, if any. 
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54. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 222 of the Complaint.  

55. To the extent paragraph 223 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 223, if any. 

I. Public Records Request.  

56. To the extent paragraphs 224-226 contain legal conclusions or statements regarding 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraphs 224-226, if any. 

57. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 227-228 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

58. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 229 of the Complaint – including 

any footnote – and, therefore, denies them.  

59. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 230 and, therefore denies them. 

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission.  

60. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 231-235 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

61. To the extent paragraph 236 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

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

allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. 

Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 236, if any.  

62. To the extent paragraph 237 contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the 

content of the laws or regulations referenced, no response is necessary. As to the remaining 
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allegations in paragraph 237 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

K. The Commission Meetings.  

63. As to the allegations in paragraph 238 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Nevada Tax Commission held a meeting on January 14, 2019. As to the remaining allegations in 

paragraph 238 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon 

which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

64. As to the allegations in paragraph 239 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Dr. Spirtos, Dr. 

Bady, and Dr. Thanos spoke. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 239 of the Complaint, 

Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore denies them.  

65. As to the allegations in paragraph 240 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis spoke about making request and the context for those requests. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 240 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 

information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them.  

66. Defendant admits the allegation in paragraph 241 of the Complaint. 

67. As to the allegations in paragraph 242 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on January 14, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis requested a special meeting. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 242 of the 

Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief 

as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

68. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 243 of the Complaint.  

69. As to the allegations in paragraph 244 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Nevada Tax Commission held a meeting on March 4, 2019. Defendant also admits that the 
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transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on March 4, 2019 shows that Commissioner 

Kelesis inquired about the status of the administrative appeals filed by applicants whose 

applications for retail marijuana stores were denied in December 2018 and made the statements 

quoted in the Complaint. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 244 of the Complaint, 

Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies them.  

70. As to the allegations in paragraph 245 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

transcript of the Nevada Tax Commission meeting on March 4, 2019 shows that Director Young 

made the statements quoted in the Complaint.  

71. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 246 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them.  

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing.  

72. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 247-248 of the Complaint.  

73. To the extent paragraphs 249-250 contains legal conclusions or statements 

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

a further response is required, Defendant responds that Judge Gonzalez issued her Findings of Fact 

and Conclusions of Law Granting Preliminary Injunction on August 23, 2019, that the documents 

speak for themselves, and to the extent the allegations accurately state the findings and/or 

conclusions as referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. To the extent the allegations in 

paragraph 249-250 are inconsistent with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law Granting 

Preliminary Injunction, Defendant denies them. 

74. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 251 of the Complaint. 

M. Plaintiffs are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review.  

75. As to the allegations in paragraph 252 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that 

neither NRS Chapter 453D nor the Department’s Approved Regulations expressly provide for an 

appeal or reconsideration of the Department’s licensing determination. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 252 of the Complaint, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or 
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information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations and, therefore, denies 

them. 

76. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 253-258 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them.  

77. As to the allegations in paragraph 259 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 259 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, and no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 259, if any. 

78. As to the allegations in paragraph 260 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department published the Notice of Intent to Accept Applications on July 6, 2018, and that the 

Department revised the application form after publishing it on July 6, 2018. As to the remaining 

allegations in paragraph 260 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains legal conclusions or 

statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, and no response is 

necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or regulations referenced, 

Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining allegations in paragraph 260, if 

any. 

79. As to the allegations in paragraph 261 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 
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regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations.  Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 261, if any. 

80. As to the allegations in paragraphs 262-266 of the Complaint, Defendant admits 

that the Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 262-266 of the Complaint, these 

paragraphs contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced, and no response is necessary. To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraphs 262-266, if any. 

81. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 267 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

82. To the extent paragraph 268 is in regard to other parties, no response is required. 

As to the allegations in paragraph 268 of the Complaint that are in regard to Defendant, Defendant 

admits that the Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a 

recreational marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial 

evidence, and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and 

irreparable harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 268 of the Complaint, 

this paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or 

regulations referenced, and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state 

the laws or regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all 

remaining allegations in paragraph 268, if any. 

83. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 269 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 
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IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

84. In response to paragraph 270, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint. 

85. As to the allegations in paragraphs 271-273 of the Complaint, these paragraphs 

contain legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraphs 271-273 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them. 

86. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 274 of the Complaint and, therefore, 

denies them. 

87. As to the allegations in paragraph 275 of the Complaint, this paragraph contains 

legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations referenced, 

therefore no response is necessary.  To the extent that a response is necessary, Defendant is without 

sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations 

contained in paragraph 275 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies them. 

88. In answering the allegations contained in paragraphs 276-277 of the Complaint, 

Defendant responds that it contains no allegations to which any response is required. To the extent 

any response is required, Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which 

to base a belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 276-277, and therefore 

denies them. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

89. In response to paragraph 278, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.  

90. As to the allegations in paragraph 279 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 
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and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 279 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 279, if any. 

91. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 280-282 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

92. In response to paragraph 283, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.  

93. As to the allegations in paragraph 284 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 284 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 284, if any. 

94. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 285-286 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

95. In response to paragraph 287, Defendant repeats and reincorporates all previous 

responses to the Complaint.   
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96. As to the allegations in paragraph 288 of the Complaint, Defendant admits that the 

Department’s improper denial of “conditional” licenses for the operation of a recreational 

marijuana establishment to Defendant was arbitrary and capricious, lacked substantial evidence, 

and was in contravention of a legal duty, which constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable 

harm to Defendant. As to the remaining allegations in paragraph 288 of the Complaint, this 

paragraph contains legal conclusions or statements regarding the content of the laws or regulations 

referenced and no response is necessary.  To the extent the allegations accurately state the laws or 

regulations referenced, Defendant admits the allegations. Defendant denies all remaining 

allegations in paragraph 288, if any. 

97. Defendant is without sufficient knowledge or information upon which to base a 

belief as to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraphs 289-290 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies them. 

98. All paragraphs, including subparagraphs, in the Complaint not expressly admitted 

by Defendant are hereby denied. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. The Complaint fails to state a claim against Defendant upon which relief may be 

granted. 

2. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred due to the absence of any legitimate 

controversy between Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ and Defendant.  

3. Plaintiffs/Petitioners failed to mitigate, minimize, or otherwise avoid its losses, 

damages, or expenses. 

4. If Plaintiffs/Petitioners was injured and damaged as alleged, which is specifically 

denied, then the injuries and damages were caused, in whole or in part, by the acts or omissions of 

others, whether individual, corporate or otherwise, whether named or unnamed in the Complaint, 

for whose conduct Defendant is not responsible. 

5. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by waiver. 

6. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

7. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 
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8. In performing the actions complained of, Defendant acted in the ordinary course of 

business. 

9. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ claims fail because of intervening and superseding causes for 

the injury alleged in the Complaint. 

10. Defendant has insufficient knowledge or information upon which to form a belief 

as to whether there may be additional affirmative defenses and, therefore, reserves the right to 

allege other affirmative defenses as they become appropriate or known through the course of 

discovery.  

 WHEREFORE, Defendant pray for judgment as follows:  

1. That Plaintiffs/Petitioners takes nothing by way of its Complaint and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice;  

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

3. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper. 

 DATED this 16th day of December, 2019. 

 
HOLLEY DRIGGS WALCH FINE PUZEY  
STEIN & THOMPSON 
 
/s/ James W. Puzey 
James W. Puzey, Esq. (NV Bar No. 5745) 
Michael Ayers, Esq. (NV Bar No. 10851) 
800 South Meadows Parkway, #800 
Reno, Nevada 89521 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Holley Driggs Walch Fine Puzey Stein & 

Thompson and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), EDCR 8.05, Administrative Order 14-2, and NEFCR 9, I 

caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO FIRST 

AMENDED COMPLAINT to be submitted electronically to all parties currently on the electronic 

service list on December 16th, 2019.  

 
 

/s/ Susan Matejko______________     
an employee of Holley Driggs Walch Fine Puzey Stein & 
Thompson 
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OPP
AARON FORD

Attorney General
Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256)

Chief Litigation Counsel
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101
(702) 486-3420 (phone)
(702) 486-3773 (fax)
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov

Attorneys for Defendant
State of Nevada of Nevada, Department of Taxation

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

IN RE DOT Case No. A-19-787004-B
A-18-785818-W (Sub Case)
A-18-786357-W (Sub Case)
A-19-786962-B (Sub Case)
A-19-787035-C (Sub Case)
A-19-787540-W (Sub Case)
A-19-787726-C (Sub Case)
A-19-801416-B (Sub Case)

Dept. No. XI

OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICA-
TION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

The State of Nevada ex. rel. the Department of Taxation, by and through its counsel,

opposes Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.’s application for writ of mandamus.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. Introduction

This Court should deny Helping Hands’ petition for extraordinary relief. First,

mandamus is not available to compel the Department of Taxation to file a motion to move

Helping Hands into Tier 2, a discretionary act. Second, even if the mandamus standard

applied (it doesn’t), the Department of Taxation did not abuse its discretion. The mere fact

that Mr. Terteryan was labelled a “Director of Cultivation” does not mean that he does not

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
12/27/2019 12:00 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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fit within the definition of a corporate officer due to his appointment by the owners and his

position of trust within company. Third, Helping Hands had an adequate remedy at law

because the Court’s preliminary injunction was an appealable order.

II. Legal Background

A. Court’s query on applicant disclosures of each prospective owner,

officer, and board member in Attachment A of the application

Nevada’s voters passed Ballot Question 2, known as Regulation and Taxation of

Marijuana Act. See NRS §453D.010. The initiative provides, “[t]he Department shall

conduct a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a

marijuana establishment license applicant.” NRS §453D.200(6). The words “prospective”

and “officer” were not defined in the initiative.

At the conclusion of the hearing on the plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary injunction,

the Court asked the Department of Taxation which of the applicants who were successful

in obtaining a conditional license had listed each prospective owner, officer, and board

member. Ex. A, pgs. 164-165.

B. Corporate officers, as opposed to mere employees, under Nevada law

Helping Hands is a Nevada corporation. Nevada law requires a corporation to have

a president, secretary and a treasurer or an equivalent of such titles. NRS §78.125(1).

Nevada corporations may also have such other officers as it chooses. NRS §78.130(2).

Chapter 78 does not define an officer in terms of the nature of the officer’s work, but

rather by method of appointment. An officer is appointed and has such duties as are set

by the corporation’s bylaws or by the board of directors. NRS §78.130(3).

Separately from the chapter 78 definition of an officer, the Nevada Supreme Court

has indicated that certain high level employees have sufficient powers to be considered

managers. In Palmer v. Pioneer Inn Assoc., Ltd., the court defined a managing-speaking

agent of a corporation as someone who can bind the corporation. 118 Nev. 943, 955, 59

P.3d 1237, 1244-45 (2002). Given their special status and important powers, managing-

speaking agents are properly considered to be officers as well.
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Other jurisdictions have likewise offered a broad definition of who is an officer. In

California, an officer has been defined as “one occupying a position of trust or authority in

regular and continuing employment.” Classen v. Weller, 145 Cal.App.3d 27, 48 n.12 (Cal.

Ct. App. 1983).

III. Factual background

A. Conflict between Helping Hands’ Attachment A and other evidence

Helping Hands is a Nevada corporation. Helping Hands described Alfred Terteryan

in its application as “Director of Operations for Cultivation.” Ex. B. Helping Hands did

not list Alfred Terteryan in its organizational chart. Ex. C.

Dr. Florence Jameson is described as CEO in the organizational chart. Id. Helping

Hands did not identify Dr. Jameson as an officer in Attachment A of its application, but

only as a board member. Ex. B.

Klaris Terteryan is described as president in the organizational chart. Ex. C.

However, Ms. Terteryan is not described as an officer in Attachment A. Ex. B.

Subsequent to the evidentiary hearing on plaintiffs’ motion for preliminary

injunction, the Department of Taxation (through its litigation counsel) received a letter

from Helping Hands. Ex. D. In this letter is a Helping Hands corporate resolution, which

announces, inter alia, that Ms. Alyssa Navallo-Herman had resigned as Helping Hands’

president. Id. at Ex. 1. This is odd since Ms. Terteryan is described as Helping Hands

president in its organizational chart, yet the corporate resolution describes Ms. Navallo-

Herman as corporate president until July 19, 2019. Compare Ex. C and Ex. D-1.

B. Alfred Terteryan’s testimony at the evidentiary hearing

Alfred Terteryan testified during the evidentiary hearing. He described his title as

chief operating officer. Ex. E at 5:3-5. He also testified that he was appointed by the

owners to his position. Id. at 90:5-9. Mr. Terteryan indicated he personally received term

sheets from an entity to purchase Helping Hands Wellness Center’s conditional license to

operate a retail dispensary in the City of Las Vegas in March 2019. Id. at 9:25-11:1-12.

Mr. Terteryan indicated he discussed the term sheets with other owners and officers of
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Helping Hands. Id. at 11:13-16. Finally, Mr. Terteryan indicated he received other offers

to purchase Helping Hands’ conditional licenses to operate retail dispensaries in Nevada.

Id. at 21:9-11.

IV. Legal argument

A. No clear, specific duty to put Helping Hands in Tier 2

This Court should deny Helping Hands’ petition for writ of mandamus. A writ of

mandamus can issue only against officials under a “clear” and “specific” duty required by

law. Round Hill Gen. Imp. Dist. v. Newman, 97 Nev. 601, 603, 637 P.2d 534, 536 (1981)

(“clear”); Douglas Cty. Bd. of Cty. Comm’rs v. Pederson, 78 Nev. 106, 108, 369 P.2d 669, 671

(1962) (“specific”).

Here, Helping Hands cannot point to any rule or statute under which it can compel

the Department of Taxation and the Office of the Attorney General to file a motion with a

court. Helping Hands writes that “the Department could move applicants between Tiers…”

Br. at 10:11-12. This hardly equates to a legal duty to do so, let alone a clear and specific

one as required for mandamus relief.

The abuse of discretion standard does not apply. Mandamus is available to control

a manifest abuse or an arbitrary or capricious exercise of discretion. Round Hill Gen. Imp.

Dist., 97 Nev. at 603-04, 637 P.2d at 536. But, that standard has never been deployed to

interfere with an agency’s discretionary legal judgment – that is, the agency’s discretion

with respect to filing or not filing a motion or general legal strategy. Helping Hands

certainly does not cite any authority supporting its position.

Even if a litigant could petition a court to compel an adverse party to make specific

filings, as Helping Hands seeks to do here, mandamus would be inappropriate because the

Department did not abuse its discretion. In the licensing context, the licensing authority

abuses its discretion by acting without any reason for doing so. City Council of City of Reno

v. Irvine, 102 Nev. 277, 280, 721 P.2d 371, 373 (1986) (citing Cty. of Clark v. Atl. Seafoods,

96 Nev. 608, 615 P.2d 233 (1980)). Helping Hands writes that Mr. Terteryan was not an

officer of the company at the time Helping Hands submitted its application. Br. 13:20-28.
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However, Helping Hands never provides any explanation of why a Director of Cultivation

is not an officer.

Even if Mr. Terteryan merely held the title of Director of Cultivation at the time of

the application, that does not mean he was not an officer of Helping Hands as that term is

legally understood. An officer stands in a position of trust to the corporation. An officer

can be appointed by the bylaws, or by the board of directors. Helping Hands’ owners

appointed Mr. Terteryan to his position. His personal receipt of offers to purchase the

conditional licenses of Helping Hands shows that he stood in a position of trust with the

company. Accordingly, there is an open question as to whether Mr. Terteryan’s testimony

shows that he fits into both of these definitions.

Far from assisting Helping Hands, the materials that Helping Hands submitted with

its motion raise more questions. Helping Hands’ organization chart shows Ms. Terteryan

as president when it submitted its application in September 2018. However, the corporate

resolution indicates that Ms. Navallo-Herman was corporate president until July 19, 2019.

Nevada law requires a corporation to have a president, secretary, and treasurer, but

Helping Hands’ Attachment A did not list any persons for these roles. Accordingly, the

Department had reason to act in the way it did, and its action was not an abuse of

discretion.

B. An appeal is adequate remedy

This Court should not order mandamus where Helping Hands has an adequate legal

remedy. By statute, mandamus relief is not available where an adequate remedy at law is

available to the party alleging it was aggrieved. NRS §34.170. An appeal was an adequate

remedy at law. Int’l Game Tech. v. Dist. Ct., 124 Nev. 193, 197, 179 P.3d 556, 558 (2008).

There are exceptions where an appeal may not serve as an adequate remedy, but

none of them apply here. See D.R. Horton, Inc. v. State of Nev. ex. rel. Eighth Jud. Dist.

Ct., 123 Nev. 468, 474-75, 168 P.3d 731, 736 (2007). These exceptions reference the

underlying case’s status, the types of issues raised, and whether a future appeal will allow

the Nevada Supreme Court to consider adequately the issues presented in the writ. Id. An
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appeal was an inadequate remedy in D.R. Horton because the issue in the writ, whether a

pre-litigation notice was complied with or necessary, was to determine whether litigation

could have been commenced lawfully in the first place. Id.

Helping Hands is mistaken that it lacked an adequate remedy on appeal. Contrary

to its briefing, the Court’s ruling is not solely based on the validity of the 5% regulation.

Br. at 16:9-15. Two concomitant legal duties underline the Court’s preliminary injunction

order. First, an applicant must disclose to the Department of Taxation each prospective

owner, officer, and board member. Second, the Department of Taxation must conduct a

background check of them. Naturally understood, the Court’s view on the validity of the

5% regulation is an example, but not the exclusive one, that is inconsistent with the

aforementioned associated duties of disclosure and security.1

But, that does not mean that Helping Hands could not appeal the Court’s

preliminary injunction order. Helping Hands could simply have argued on appeal that the

evidence in the record, Helping Hand’s Attachment A that identifies Mr. Terteryan as

Director of Cultivation and his testimony, is not consistent with the definition of an officer

under either Chapter 453D, Chapter 78, or the common law. That is an argument that

would be proper for determination on appeal, but improper to determine by way of a writ

of mandamus to this Court.

V. Conclusion

For these reasons, this Court should deny Helping Hands’ application for writ of

mandamus.

Respectfully submitted December 27, 2019.

AARON D. FORD
Attorney General

By: /s/ Steve Shevorski
Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256)
Chief Litigation Counsel

1 Recognizing the character of the Court’s order is by no means a concession by the
Department of Taxation that it agrees with the Court that the 5% regulation is invalid.
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118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
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71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
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309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
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thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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ANAC 
Richard D. Williamson, Esq. 
State Bar No. 9932 
Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. 
State Bar No. 11874 
ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Telephone No.: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile No.: (775) 348-8300 
rich@nvlawyers.com  
jon@nvlawyers.com   
Attorneys for Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE 
APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada corporation; 
et al. 
 
  Plaintiffs, 
 
  vs.  
   
 
STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION et al. 
 
  Defendants. 

 
 

Case No.:    A-19-787035-C 
 
Department:  XIII 

 
 
 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL 
LLC’S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 
 

 

Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC (“Defendant”), by and through its undersigned counsel of 

record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson, hereby answers Plaintiffs’ First 

Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and 

Prohibition (“Complaint”) as follows: 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

THE PARTIES 

2. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 3-6 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

Case Number: A-19-787035-C

Electronically Filed
11/12/2019 3:23 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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3. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 7 of the Complaint. 

4. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 8-12 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

5. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 13 of the Complaint. 

6. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 14-26 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

7. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint as they relate to 

Deep Roots Medical LLC.  Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to 

the truth of the remaining allegations in paragraph 27 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

8. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 28-136 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

9. Defendant admits the allegations in paragraphs 137 and 138 of the Complaint. 

10. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 139-142 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

11. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 143 of the Complaint. 

12. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 144-170 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

13. There is no text in Plaintiffs’ Complaint for paragraph 171.  To the extent that a 

response is required, Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations in paragraph 171 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

14. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 172-254 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

15. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 255 of the Complaint. 

16. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 256-258 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

17. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 259 of the Complaint. 
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18. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraph 260 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

19. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 261 of the Complaint. 

20. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 262-268 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

21. To the extent that a response is required, Defendant is presently without sufficient 

information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 269 of the Complaint and, 

therefore, denies same. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review 

22. To the extent that paragraph 270 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous and subsequent paragraphs of the Complaint. 

23. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 271 and 272 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

24. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 273 of the Complaint. 

25. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 274-277 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari 

26. To the extent that paragraph 278 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous and subsequent paragraphs of the Complaint. 

27. Defendant denies the allegations in paragraph 279 of the Complaint. 

28. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 280-282 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same.  

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus 

29. To the extent that paragraph 283 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous and subsequent paragraphs of the Complaint. 

30. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 284-286 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same.  
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Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition 

31. To the extent that paragraph 287 of the Complaint requires a response, Defendant 

incorporates herein its responses to all previous and subsequent paragraphs of the Complaint. 

32. Defendant is presently without sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of 

the allegations in paragraphs 288-290 of the Complaint and, therefore, denies same. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 As separate and affirmative defenses to each cause of action, claim and allegation contained in 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint, Defendant alleges as follows: 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.  

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs are precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Estoppel. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs are precluded from recovery by the doctrine of Waiver. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs, with full knowledge of all the complained facts surrounding the application process, 

nonetheless participated in and thereby ratified and confirmed in all respects the acts of Defendants. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 As a result of Plaintiffs’ acts, actions, omissions, failures to act and knowledge, Plaintiffs are 

estopped from bringing this action, from proving the allegations of the Complaint and from recovering 

any judgment against Defendant. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendant acted within its scope of authority and has no duty or liability to Plaintiffs. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs’ Complaint should be dismissed or, alternatively, venue should be transferred 

because venue in this judicial district is improper. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Defendant’s conduct was privileged, proper, lawful, necessary and/or justified. 
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NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs’ Complaint and the claims for relief contained therein alleged against Defendant for 

are barred by the doctrine of volenti non fit injuria. 

TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant has, at all times, acted in good faith and has complied with each and every one of its 

obligations under all statutes and regulations; as a consequence, Plaintiffs are barred from bringing this 

Complaint, from proving the allegations contained therein and from recovering a judgment against 

Defendant or otherwise interfering with Defendant’s rights. 

ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ claims are barred based on Plaintiffs’ failure to satisfy conditions precedent. 

TWELFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ damages, if any, are the result of its own illegal, fraudulent, improper, insufficient 

and/or inequitable conduct. 

THIRTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs lack standing to assert the claims set forth in the Complaint. 

FOURTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ Complaint and each and every claim for relief alleged therein against Defendant is 

barred by the doctrines of Res Judicata, Claim Preclusion, Issue Preclusion, and Stare Decisis. 

FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

A petition for judicial review is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case and 

the statutory scheme at issue. 

SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

A petition for writ of certiorari is inappropriate and unavailable under the facts of this case and 

the statutory scheme at issue. 

SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Defendant incorporates by this reference the affirmative defenses enumerated in NRCP Rule 

8(c) to avoid waiver thereof. 
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EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP Rule 11, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged herein 

insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of Defendant’s 

Answer to Plaintiffs’ Complaint and, therefore, Defendant reserves the right to amend this Answer to 

allege additional affirmative defenses if subsequent information so warrants. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant prays for judgment against Plaintiffs, and each of them, as follows: 

 1. That Plaintiffs take nothing by reason of their Complaint and that the same be 

dismissed with prejudice; 

 2. That Defendant receives judgment for its costs and attorneys’ fees incurred herein; and 

 3. For such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper in this case. 

AFFIRMATION 

 Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document 

does not contain the social security number of any person. 

 DATED this 12th day of November, 2019. 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
 
 

 
By: /s/ Richard D. Williamson     
 Richard D. Williamson, Esq. 
 Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. 
 Attorneys for Defendant Deep Roots Medical LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller 

& Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of eighteen, and 

not a party within this action.  I further certify that on the 12th day of November, 2019, I electronically 

filed the foregoing DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S ANSWER TO FIRST 

AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF 

system, which served all parties currently on the electronic service list on November 12, 2019.  

 

/s/ Stefanie E. Smith 

An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
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ANAC 
JEFFREY F. BARR, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7269 
BarrJ@AshcraftBarr.com 
ALICIA R. ASHCRAFT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6890 
AshcraftA@AshcraftBarr.com 
ASHCRAFT & BARR | LLP 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 900 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89102 
Telephone:  (702) 631.7555 
Facsimile:  (702) 631.7556 
Attorneys for Defendant/Respondent  
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD. 

 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
 

D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE 
APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada 
corporation; CLARK NATURAL 
MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a 
NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL 
SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a 
Nevada limited liability company; CLARK 
NMDS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada 
limited liability company; and INYO FINE 
CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a 
INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a 
Nevada limited liability company, 
 
          Plaintiffs/Petitioners, 
v. 
 
STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION; et al., 
                                 
                                Defendants/Respondents      

 
 
 
 
 
Case No.: A-19-787035-C  
 
Dept. No.: VI 
 
 
 

ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

(GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD.) 
 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 

     Defendant/Respondent GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD. (“Gravitas Nevada”) hereby answers 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ First Amended Complaint (“Complaint”) on file as follows: 

1. Gravitas Nevada is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to 

the truth of the allegations in Paragraphs 3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
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11/12/2019 4:51 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 

46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 

72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 

97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 

116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 

135, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 153, 154, 155, 169, 170, 171, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 183, 

184, 185, 186, 187, 189, 190, 191, 192, 194, 195, 196, 198, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 206, 207, 

208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 227, 228, 229, 230, 

231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 254, 255, 256, 

257, 258, 259, 268, 269, 271, 274, 276, 277, 280, 281, 282, 285, 286, 288, 289, and 290 of the 

Complaint, and therefore denies the same. 

2. In answering the allegations contained in Paragraph 57, Gravitas Nevada admits 

that it is a Nevada limited-liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names of 

The Apothecarium Las Vegas and The Apothecarium Nevada.  Gravitas Nevada denies the 

remainder of the allegations contained in Paragraph 57. 

3. As to Gravitas Nevada, only, Gravitas Nevada admits the allegations contained in 

Paragraph 136 of the Complaint.  Gravitas Nevada is without knowledge or information 

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations in Paragraph 136, and 

therefore denies the same. 

4. In answering the allegations contained in Paragraphs 137, 138, 144, 145, 146, 147, 

148, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 172, 173, 174, 181, 182, 

188, 193, 201, 205, 215, 249, 250, and 273, Gravitas Nevada affirmatively states that the 

document(s) referred to therein speak for themselves and do not require a response.  To the 

extent those paragraphs require a response, Gravitas Nevada is without knowledge or 

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the paragraphs, and therefore denies 

the same. 

. . . . 
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5. Paragraphs 1, 2, 7, 8, 149, 150, 151, 152, 197, 224, 225, 226, 236, 237, 251, 252, 

253, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 272, 275, 279, and 284 of the Complaint contain 

legal conclusions to which no response is required.  To the extent a response is required, 

Gravitas Nevada is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth 

of the paragraphs, and therefore denies the same. 

6. In response to Paragraph 270, Gravitas Nevada repeats and realleges its responses 

to Paragraphs 1 through 269 as though fully set forth herein. 

7. In response to Paragraph 278, Gravitas Nevada repeats and realleges its responses 

to Paragraphs 1 through 277 as though fully set forth herein. 

8. In response to Paragraph 283, Gravitas Nevada repeats and realleges its responses 

to Paragraphs 1 through 282 as though fully set forth herein. 

9. In response to Paragraph 287, Gravitas Nevada repeats and realleges its responses 

to Paragraphs 1 through 286 as though fully set forth herein. 

GENERAL DENIAL 

 Gravitas Nevada denies each and every allegation in the Complaint to which Gravitas 

Nevada has not expressly admitted or to which Gravitas Nevada has not otherwise responded. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs/Petitioners have named Gravitas Nevada as a nominal defendant in this matter 

pursuant to the requirements of Nevada law, and Plaintiffs/Petitioners do not seek relief from 

this answering defendant for their claimed damages. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 The acts, errors or omissions causing damage to Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ for which they seek 

recovery were entirely caused by one or more third-parties over which Gravitas Nevada has 

no control. 

. . . . 

. . . . 
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs/Petitioners are not entitled to any equitable relief as against this answering 

defendant. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Plaintiffs/Petitioners have failed to exhaust administrative remedies. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

      Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defenses may not have been 

alleged herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the 

filing of the answering defendant’s Answer to this First Amended Complaint, and therefore, 

Gravitas Nevada reserves the right to amend this Answer. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Defendant/Respondent GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD. prays for the 

following relief: 

A. That Plaintiffs/Petitioners take nothing by way of their Complaint as against Gravitas 

Nevada; 

B. That the Court award Gravitas Nevada reasonable attorney’s fees for having to defend 

this matter; 

C. For such other and proper relief as the Court deems appropriate in the premises. 
 

 DATED this 12th day of November, 2019. 
 

ASHCRAFT & BARR | LLP 
 
 
/s/ Jeffrey F. Barr    
Jeffrey F. Barr, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 7269 
2300 West Sahara Avenue, Suite 900 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89102 
Telephone:  (702) 631.7555 
Facsimile:  (702) 631.7556 
Attorneys for Defendant/Respondent  
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 12th day of November, 2019, and pursuant to NRCP 5(b), 

a true and correct copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT  

(GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD.) was filed and served on the parties of record via the Eighth 

Judicial District Court’s electronic case e-filing service system.  

         
/s/ Michelle Harrell       

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

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
IN RE DOT 
_________________________________________ 
 
AND ALL CONSOLIDATED CASES. 

CASE NO.: A-19-787004-B (Lead Case) 
A-18-785818-W (Sub Case) 
A-18-786357-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-786962-B (Sub Case) 
A-19-787035-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-787540-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-787726-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-801416-B (Sub Case)  

 
DEPT. 11 

 
AMENDED APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF 
SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 
 

 
 

Defendant-Intervenor and Counterclaimant Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 

(“NOR”) hereby amends its application to this Court for the issuance of a writ of 

mandamus pursuant to NRS 34.160 to compel the State of Nevada, Department of 

Taxation (the “Department”) to move NOR into the Department-created “Tier 2” of 

successful applicants for recreational marijuana licenses. This Amended Application is 

supported by the following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and exhibits 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
11/21/2019 10:02 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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attached thereto, the Declarations of David R. Koch and Brandon Wiegand, the 

pleadings and papers on file herein, and any other materials this Court may wish to 

consider. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

NOR originally filed this Application for Writ of Mandamus in MM 

Development Company, Inc. v. State of Nevada, Department of Taxation, Case No. A-

18-785818-W in front of Department 8. NOR believed at the time that the 

marijuana licensing cases were likely to be consolidated in front of that 

department. Since filing the Application, the cases have been consolidated in 

front of this Court, and the Application is now set to be heard on December 8, 

2019.  

NOR is filing this Amendment to the Application due to the events that 

have unfolded since filing the original Application. The Amended Application 

still asks for the same relief for the same reasons, but the Amended Application 

is tailored to this Court, which has significantly more knowledge about the 

relevant events than Department 8 had available to it. Therefore, NOR directs the 

Court’s attention to the Amended Application in preparing for the hearing on 

December 8.  

II. INTRODUCTION 

In connection with this Court’s Preliminary Injunction issued August 26, 2019, the 

Court instructed the Department to determine which successful applicants had listed all 

owners on their respective applications. NOR’s application listed the owners of 100% of 

the membership interests of the applicant, even down to the owners of 0.1% of the 

company. As stated in the application at the time it was submitted:  

• GGB Nevada, LLC owned 95% of the membership interests of NOR 

• Andrew Jolley owned 2.2% of the membership interests of NOR 

• Stephen Byrne owned 1.7% of the membership interests of NOR 
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• Patrick Byrne owned 0.5% of the membership interests of NOR 

• Harvest Dispensaries owned 0.5% of the membership interests of NOR 

• Darren Petersen owned 0.1% of the membership interests of NOR  

(Ex. 3.) The total of these ownership percentages is 100%.  There was no additional 

membership interest owned by any person or entity.   

The Department expressly approved this ownership list in August 2018, weeks 

before the application period opened.  But despite the complete listing of every single 

owner of any membership interest of the applicant, and despite the Department’s 

express acknowledgement and approval of NOR’s listed ownership, the Department 

changed course one year later in August 2019 and stated that it now “could not 

determine whether there were shareholders who owned a membership interest in the 

applicant at the time the application was submitted, but who were not listed.”  (Ex. 4.)   

The Department provided no support or explanation of this change of course 

regarding the ownership of NOR membership interests.  Even when NOR specifically 

requested the Department to clarify or explain what it believes NOR should have listed 

in its application, the Department has not provided any explanation nor stated any 

grounds or reasons for its vaguely worded statement.  NOR has subsequently met in 

person with the Department and again walked through all of the ownership interests of 

the applicant at the time of the application, and while the Department received the 

information, it has not corrected its designation or provided any explanation or response 

as to its failure to move NOR to Tier 2.   

The Department’s continued designation of NOR in Tier 3 is an arbitrary and 

capricious action, as it has not provided a basis for doing so, and this Court should 

compel the Department to redesignate NOR into Tier 2 of the applicants. Doing so will 

allow NOR to move forward to open establishments with its approved licenses just as 

numerous other licensees with similar ownership structures have been permitted to 

proceed by the Department and this Court.     
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III. LEGAL AND FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. The Department Approves NOR’s Ownership Structure Prior to NOR 

Submitting Its Application 

Pursuant to NRS 453D.200, the Department accepted recreational marijuana 

establishment license applications in September 2018.  Months prior to the application 

period, NOR had submitted to the Department a transfer of ownership request with an 

ownership list that included all owners of any membership interest in NOR, no matter 

how small.  In preparing this list, NOR specifically asked the Department for 

confirmation on how the ownership should be properly listed under Department 

regulations and guidelines.  The Department provided a response of how the ownership 

should be listed to comply with applicable laws and regulations.  (Ex. 1.)   

NOR submitted its ownership list, and the Department reviewed and approved 

the ownership list on August 20, 2018, several weeks before applications were 

submitted.  (Ex. 2.)  The list specified that the membership interests of NOR were owned 

by GGB Nevada, LLC 95%, Andrew Jolley 2.2%, Stephen Byrne 1.7%, Patrick Byrne 

0.5%, Harvest Dispensaries 0.5%, Darren Petersen 0.1%. (Id.) The total of these 

ownership percentages is 100%, and there were no additional membership interest 

owned by any entity.   

The Department’s own ownership register was updated to include this full list of 

NOR owners in August 2018.  This same list of owners continues to be listed on the 

Department’s register to this day.  (Ex. 4.)  The same list of owners was included in 

NOR’s applications for recreational marijuana licenses in September 2018.  NOR’s 

application expressly referenced the Department’s approval, stating that “this 

ownership structure was approved by the Department of Taxation on August 20, 

2018….[and] the Department was provided notice of the officers of the Company on 

August 31, 2018 and September 7, 2018.”  (Ex. 3 at DOT-NVOrganic 001427.)   

/// 

/// 
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B. The Preliminary Injunction Is Issued Regarding Background Checks of 

Owners, Officers, and Board Members 

At some point during the many weeks of the evidentiary hearing on plaintiffs’ 

motions for preliminary injunction, the Department’s mandate under NRS 453D.200(6) 

to “conduct a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and board member 

of a marijuana establishment license applicant” began to be part of the discussion.  This 

issue was not part of any complaint in the various actions and was not argued in the 

motions for preliminary injunction that were filed.   

In January 2018, the Department adopted NAC 453D.255(1) providing that the 

application of NRS 453D would “only apply to a person with an aggregate ownership 

interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment” (the “5% rule”). As discussed 

in the preliminary injunction hearing, the 5% rule was already part of the medical 

marijuana regulatory framework (NAC 453A.302(1) included the same 5% limitation 

since 2014), and the 5% rule was specifically requested by the industry and 

recommended by the Governor’s Task Force.  Though the 5% rule was not mentioned in 

any motion for preliminary injunction, this Court determined that the 5% rule did not 

comply with NRS 453D.200(6), because the Department’s decision “to not require 

disclosure on the application and to not conduct background checks on persons owning 

less than 5% prior to award of a conditional license is an impermissible deviation from 

the mandatory language of…NRS 453D.200(6).” (FFCL, ¶ 82).  

In conjunction with its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, this Court asked 

the Department to determine which successful applicants it could confirm had listed 

“each prospective owner, officer, and board member” at the time they filed their 

applications. The Department, through the Attorney General’s office, sent an email in 

response preliminarily placing each successful applicant into one of three Tiers, 

including “Tier 2” for successful applicants that had all owners listed in their 

applications and “Tier 3” for successful applicants that did not list all owners.  (Ex. 5.)  
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The Court decided that the preliminary injunction would prevent the Department from 

conducting final inspections only for those applicants designated to be in Tier 3.  

C. The Court Directs the Department to Redesignate an Applicant’s Tier When 

Warranted.  The Department Has Failed to Do So. 

The initial assessment of applicant Tiers was not intended to be set in stone.  This 

Court expressly stated that the Department should move applicants between Tiers, if 

warranted, after reviewing the information that the applicants had submitted to the 

Department.  The Court stated that it was “merely seeking to exclude applicants who 

filed applications in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time the applications were 

filed from the injunctive relief that I have granted…Any issues should be directed to 

the Department for you to resolve based upon the information that was in your 

applications at the time.”  (Ex. 6 at 57: 3-16.)   

On August 26, 2019, NOR filed a “Response to the Department’s Statement 

Regarding Completeness of Applications with Reference to NRS 453D.200(6)” which set 

forth the ownership structure of NOR in its application and confirmed that each and 

every owner had been listed in its September 2018 application (even those with less than 

a 5% ownership interest).  The Department did not oppose or take any position with 

respect to this Response, but it also did not take the action required to correct its earlier 

designation of NOR in Tier 3. 

NOR has subsequently corresponded with and met with representatives from the 

Department to provide any additional necessary information to resolve any questions 

the Department had regarding the content of NOR’s September 2018 applications.  

(Koch Decl., ¶ 9.)  Since August 26, 2019, NOR has requested on several occasions that 

the Department correct its erroneous determination of NOR in Tier 3, but as of this 

writing the Department has not taken any action to correct its miscategorization of NOR.  

Nor has the Department made any statement to NOR as to why it has not moved NOR 

to Tier 2. To this day, the Department has not made any specific statement to explain its 

lack of action or reasoning with respect to NOR’s ownership listing.  At present, it 
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appears that the Department will not take any action to correct its miscategorization 

unless it is instructed to do so by this Court.   

IV. ARGUMENT 

A. Standard for Writ of Mandamus Relief 

Pursuant to NRS 34.160, a district court may issue a writ of mandamus “to 

compel the performance of an act which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting 

from an office, trust or station; or to compel the admission of a party to the use and 

enjoyment of a right or office to which the party is entitled and from which the party is 

unlawfully precluded by such inferior tribunal, corporate, board or person.”                  

A writ of mandamus will issue when the respondent “has a clear, present legal duty to 

act.” Round Hill Gen. Imp. Dist. v. Newman, 637 P.2d 534, 536 (Nev. 1981).  When “factual 

issues are critical in demonstrating the propriety of a writ of mandamus, the writ should 

be sought in the district court.” Id. at 536.   

Writs of mandamus are available to compel government agencies such as the 

Department to perform “an act that the law requires as a duty or to control an arbitrary 

or capricious exercise of discretion.” Gumm ex rel. Gumm v. Nevada Dept. of Educ., 113 

P.3d 853, 856 (Nev. 2005) (holding that a writ of mandamus is the proper vehicle to 

challenge the Nevada Department of Education’s compliance with the Individuals with 

Disabilities Education Act).  A government action will be deemed arbitrary and 

capricious “when it denies a license without any reason for doing so” and “is most often 

found in an apparent absence of any grounds or reasons for the decision. ‘We did it 

just because we did it.’” City Council of City of Reno v. Irvine, 721 P.2d 371, 372-373 (Nev. 

1986) 

The Nevada Supreme Court has recently held that parties may utilize mandamus 

to challenge agency decisions regarding marijuana licensing. See, State Dept. of Health and 

Human Services, Div. of Pub. and Behavioral Health Med. Marijuana Estab. Program v. 

Samantha Inc., 407 P.3d 327, 332 (Nev. 2017) (noting that the Department of Health and 

Human Services, the agency then tasked with issuing medical marijuana registration 
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certificates, had itself acknowledged that mandamus may be available to challenge 

licensing decisions). 

Under the recreational marijuana statutory framework, the Department is 

required to approve a license if the requirements of the application process have been 

met.  NRS 453D.210(5) imposes a mandatory requirement that “the Department shall 

approve a license application” if the listed criteria are satisfied.  The issuance of a writ of 

mandamus is therefore appropriate to challenge the Department’s determination of an 

applicant being included in Tier 3 and to compel the Department to move NOR into the 

Tier 2 group.     

B. The Department’s Failure to Recategorize NOR into Tier 2 Is Arbitrary and 

Capricious 

NOR’s recreational marijuana establishment applications complied with the 

requirement to provide the information necessary to allow the Department to fulfill its 

obligation under NRS 453D.200(6) to “conduct a background check of each prospective 

owner, officer, and board member of [the] marijuana license applicant.”  This is true 

even without applying the limitation of the 5% rule set forth in NAC 453D.255(1), which 

this Court found to be improper.  While NOR considers the 5% rule to be a valid exercise 

of the Department’s discretion,1 that issue can be set aside for purposes of this 

Application, as the 5% rule has no bearing on NOR’s requested relief here.  

NOR indisputably listed every owner of a membership interest in the applicant.  

NOR’s applications list every “owner”—even those with less than 5% ownership—and 

provides the percentage of ownership of each owner at the time of the application. As 

stated in the application when it was submitted: GGB Nevada, LLC owned 95% of the 

membership interests of NOR, Andrew Jolley owned 2.2%, Stephen Byrne owned 1.7%, 

Patrick Byrne owned 0.5% of the membership interests of NOR, Harvest Dispensaries 

owned 0.5%, and Darren Petersen owned 0.1%.  (Ex. 3.)  The total of these ownership 

 
1 NOR and additional parties have filed an Appeal of the Preliminary Injunction, and certain 
plaintiffs in this case, including MM Development and LivFree, have filed a Cross-Appeal.   
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percentages is 100%.  There is no additional membership interest owned by any 

person or entity.   

Despite the complete accounting for 100% of NOR’s membership interests, the 

Department has vaguely stated that it “could not determine whether there were 

shareholders who owned a membership interest in the applicant at the time the 

application was submitted, but who were not listed [in the application].”  (Ex. 5.) 

(emphasis added).)  To this day, the Department has never explained what this 

statement means, nor has it provided a specific explanation of its inclusion of NOR 

within Tier 3. NOR does not know why the Department states that it has an 

“unanswered question” regarding ownership, because the owners of all membership 

interests are included. The Department has never explained what it believes should have 

been listed in the application if it perceives any shortcoming in the application. In failing 

to do so, the Department has violated the law and failed to comply with the directive of 

this Court.     

In making its vague statement, the Department appears to be introducing a 

definition of “owner” that is not included in the statute. NRS 453D does not define 

“owner,” nor does it provide any method to determine the “owner” of an applicant. If 

the Legislature had “independently defined [a] word or phrase contained within a 

statute,” then the court “must apply that definition wherever the Legislature intended it 

to apply.…” Knickmeyer v. State ex. Rel. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct., 133 Nev. 675, 679 (2017).  

But when no definition is provided, the court must give the words “their plainest and 

most ordinary meaning unless the Legislature clearly used them differently, or the 

words are used in an ambiguous way.”  Id.  

Neither this Court nor the Department have ever defined the term “owner” in the 

context of the statutory scheme. The only place where “owner” is addressed is in the 

regulations interpreting the statute.  NAC 453D.250(2) states that “the following persons 

must comply with the provisions governing owners, officers and board members of a 

marijuana establishment: … (c) If a limited-liability company is applying for a license 
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for a marijuana establishment, the members of a limited-liability company” (emphasis 

added). This provision aligns with NRS Chapter 86, which provides that “members” of 

an LLC are the “owner[s] of a member’s interest in a limited-liability company.”  NRS 

86.081. And during the preliminary injunction hearing, Department representative Steve 

Gilbert confirmed that when the Department considered “owners” of limited liability 

company applicants, it determined the owners to be the “members” of the LLC.  (Ex. 9 at 

84:3-15.) 2 

In compliance with this statutory and regulatory framework, NOR’s application 

listed every owner of any membership interest in NOR, including owners with less than 

a 5% membership interest.  This fact is undisputed, yet the Department has failed to 

explain why it believes there may be other membership interests that were not listed on 

the application, as there are no other members of NOR that were not listed.   

Even before the Department approved the ownership list, NOR asked the 

Department how it should list its owners, officers, and board members on its transfer of 

interest forms.  The Department confirmed that NOR’s proposed list was correct, and 

this same ownership structure was provided to the Department well before the 

application time period. In response to NOR’s submission, the Department issued a 

Notice of Transfer of Interest Approval letter expressly stating that NOR’s ownership 

list was “reviewed and APPROVED.” (Ex. 2.)  This same ownership list has been 

included in the Department’s register of owners maintained by the Department since 

before the time that applications were submitted.  This same list was in place prior to the 

application period, and the same list is still available on the Department’s website.   (Ex. 

4.)  In submitting its ownership list, NOR therefore relied not only on the terms of the 

statutes and regulations but also upon direction and express approval from the 

Department.  The Department’s own correspondence indicated that it defined the 

 
2 The transcript of Gilbert’s testimony states that the Department looked to the statute to 
determine owners, and provided that owners are defined for each entity: “Corporations are 
officers, partnerships are partners, and     are members.”  The transcript appears to have left a 
blank space for “LLC”, which was Gilbert’s statement made during the hearing and reflects the 
terms of the applicable regulation.   
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members of NOR to be the owners and further confirmed that NOR had properly 

disclosed its full ownership.  

For the Department to now flip-flop and say it has an “unanswered question” or 

that it “cannot determine” whether the list was correct, is the epitome of arbitrary and 

capricious action. See State v. Dist. Ct., 127 Nev. 927, 931-932 (2011) (board acts arbitrarily 

and capriciously “when it denies a license without any reason for doing so”).  The 

Department gave specific approval, and the Department cannot now change course with 

no basis for doing so.  The Department is estopped based on its previous action and 

approvals, and it must be required to maintain consistency with its own prior approval 

in this very matter.   

D. Subsequent Ownership by a Parent Company Is Not Relevant under the 

Statute 

Any purported “question” regarding NOR’s ownership appears to arise from a 

new idea that because one of NOR’s owners, GGB Nevada, LLC, is in turn owned by a 

parent company, Xanthic Biopharma, Inc., there may be shareholders of Xanthic that 

were not listed as owners of NOR.  Such a construction or interpretation of an “owner” 

would directly contradict applicable regulations and would contradict the prior 

direction and approval from the Department.   

As a parent company of the GGB Nevada, LLC entity, Xanthic Biopharma is listed 

on the Department’s own register of owners, officers, and board members as an 

“affiliated entity.” (Exhibit 3.)  This is consistent with how the Department handled 

establishments such as NOR and many other companies with similar ownership 

structures, including MM Development and LivFree and now companies such as 

Essence, which have parent companies that are publicly owned.  The Department does 

not list up-the-ladder parent companies that may have some interest in the owner of an 

applicant as direct “owners” of the applicant. There is no statutory or regulatory 

provision to do so, and this Court has not issued such a directive, as it would be 

improper to do so.   
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There was no need to list shareholders of a parent company like Xanthic, because 

Xanthic and its shareholders are not members of NOR and do not own any 

membership interest of NOR.  Nothing in the application, the statute, or this Court’s 

Preliminary Injunction requires the Department to trace down every layer of ownership 

or require applicants to further break down ownership of its constituent owners.  Once 

NOR provided the Department with the information necessary to confirm ownership 

and to conduct a background check on each owner—which NOR did provide—the 

Department had sufficient information to comply with the requirements of NRS 

453D.200(6), whether or not the 5% rule applied. 

Moreover, each applicant for recreational marijuana licenses in this lawsuit is 

already operating a medical or a recreational marijuana establishment (applicants for 

recreational licenses were required by statute to already have a medical marijuana 

license), and any concern about background checks for “each owner” would and could 

have already been addressed for existing establishments, as the ownership is identical 

for the ongoing operations of the currently operating and existing establishments.    

E. NOR Is Suffering Serious Harm as a Result of the Department’s Failure to Act 

Since receiving its seven conditional licenses, NOR has worked to secure 

locations, receive local permits, hire employees, obtain inventory, and prepare for the 

final inspections on those locations across all of the jurisdictions where it has obtained a 

license. (Declaration of Brandon Wiegand, ¶ 3). As of the date of this Application, NOR 

has received special permits, business licenses, and other necessary jurisdictional 

approvals required to open dispensaries in the City of Las Vegas, the City of Reno, and 

the Town of Pahrump. It has secured specific locations in those jurisdictions, performed 

necessary tenant improvements, purchased security systems, signed agreements for 

operations systems, and has hired and trained employees, NOR is, in all respects, ready 

to open the doors to these locations after obtaining a final inspection from the 

Department. (Id. at ¶ 4). It is also moving forward in the other locations. In North Las 

Vegas, NOR has secured a location and has been paying rent since early 2019. In Clark 
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County, NOR has already lost a highly desirable location that it had secured and was 

ready to move forward but could not do so because of the Department’s inaction in 

moving NOR to the proper Tier.  (Id. at ¶ 5).  

The Department’s failure to move NOR into Tier 2, which precludes the 

completion of final inspections on specified applicants, is causing tremendous damage 

to NOR, which will only increase in the coming weeks, as locations are lost and 

employees are laid off.  NOR stands to lose all of the work it has put into the process to 

this point. It will likely lose its special permits, its employees, and all other work it has 

put into opening a viable business.  

Under NAC 453D.295 and the extension recently granted by the Department, 

NOR only has until June 5, 2020 to receive final inspections. Once the injunction is lifted, 

it will take NOR months to obtain all necessary permits and prepare for final inspections 

in those jurisdictions. (Id. at ¶ 6).   

The Department should be required to address this issue by confirming that NOR 

did in fact listed each owner of the applicant in its applications.  Five other similarly 

situated intervenors have been permitted to move forward by the Department by being 

placed into Tier 2, and there is no defensible basis to preclude NOR from doing the 

same.  

F. The Pending Appeal Is Not an Adequate Remedy  

NOR has filed an appeal of this Court’s Preliminary Injunction.  The focus of that 

appeal is the validity of the 5% rule in NAC 453D.255(1).  The Department’s separate 

determination here that NOR is in Tier 3 is not the subject of that appeal.  To be sure, if 

the Nevada Supreme Court determines that the 5% rule is valid and reverses the 

issuance of the Preliminary Injunction, then the determination of Tiers will likely be 

moot, but the appeal will not correct the Department’s independent act in determining 

the Tiers of applicants.  

Accordingly, NOR’s pending appeal is not a “plain, speedy, and adequate 

remedy in the ordinary course of the law.”  See, State v. Dist. Ct. (Armstrong), 127 Nev. 
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927, 931 (2011).  The Department’s categorization of applicant Tiers was not performed 

by this Court, and the Supreme Court will not be addressing the Department’s 

determinations on this issue.  The existence of the appeal is not an adequate alternative 

to the mandamus remedy requested here.   

V. CONCLUSION 

A writ of mandamus is necessary and appropriate to compel the Department to 

comply with the statute and confirm that NOR did list each owner of NOR in its 

application.  The Department must be compelled to move NOR into “Tier 2” of 

applicants so it may move forward with opening its stores under its conditional licenses.   
 
 
DATED: November 21, 2019    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch                
David R. Koch, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor, 
Counterclaimant  
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
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DECLARATION OF DAVID R. KOCH   

I, David R. Koch, declare and state as follows: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and am 

attorney of record for Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) in this matter.  I have 

personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and make this declaration in support of 

NOR’s Amended Application for Writ of Mandamus to Compel State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation to Move Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC into “Tier 2” of 

Successful Conditional License Applicants. 

2. I am competent to testify to the matters asserted herein, of which I have 

personal knowledge, except as to those matters stated upon information and belief.  As to 

those matters stated upon information and belief, I believe them to be true. 

3. Attached as Exhibit 1 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of the emails between Amanda Connor, counsel for NOR, and Steve Gilbert from the 

Department wherein Mr. Gilbert confirmed what information NOR was required to place 

in its transfer of ownership request.  

4. Attached as Exhibit 2 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of the letter NOR received from the Department approving the transfer of ownership of 

NOR on August 20, 2018. 

5. Attached as Exhibit 3 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of the organizational chart found in NOR’s applications for licenses to open marijuana 

establishments that it submitted to the Department in September 2018. 

6. Attached as Exhibit 4 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of the list of owners and affiliated entities of NOR as of May 1, 2019, as found on the 

Department’s website, which can be found at the URL 

https://tax.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/taxnvgov/Content/FAQs/CURRENTLICENSEESM

AY12019.pdf. 

7. Attached as Exhibit 5 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of the email the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the “Department”) sent to Judge 

005964



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 

 

 
 -16-  

 

Gonzalez’s chamber and to counsel for the parties to the Lawsuit. The tiers referred to in 

the attached email are those that Judge Gonzalez referred to in issuing the Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law regarding the motion for preliminary injunction issued 

against the Department in the Lawsuit, and the email has been admitted as Court’s Exhibit 

3. 

8. Attached as Exhibit 6 to the Amended Application is a true and correct copy 

of select portions of the Hearing on Objections to State’s Response, Nevada Wellness 

Center’s Motion Re Compliance Re Physical Address, and Bond Amount Setting from 

August 29, 2019. 

9. After the State of Nevada Department of Taxation (the “Department”) sent 

an email placing NOR in what it deemed “Tier 3” because it had questions regarding 

whether NOR included all of its owners in its applications for licenses to operate 

marijuana establishments, I, along with other representatives of NOR, have subsequently 

corresponded with and met with representatives from the Department to provide any 

additional necessary information to resolve any questions the Department had regarding 

the content of NOR’s September 2018 applications. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the 

State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
Executed this 21st day of November, 2019. 
 

 
          /s/ David R. Koch    
              David R. Koch 
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DECLARATION OF BRANDON WIEGAND 

 I, Brandon Wiegand, declare and state as follows: 

1. I am the Regional General Manager of Nevada Organic Remedies and am 

responsible for the operation and opening of licensed marijuana establishments for the 

company in the State of Nevada.  I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this 

Declaration and could testify competently thereto. 

2. On December 5, 2018, NOR was notified that it had been awarded seven 

conditional licenses by the Department of Taxation.  Since December 5, 2018, NOR has 

been diligently acting to ensure that its stores can be inspected by the Department of 

Taxation and open for business no later than December 4, 2019.   

3. NOR has leased locations, hired employees, worked with city and county 

governmental bodies to obtain approvals and permits, and has expended hundreds of 

hours and hundreds of thousands of dollars to ensure that it will be able to open its 

stores within the defined timeframe.   

4. NOR has received special permits, business licenses, and other necessary 

jurisdictional approvals required to open dispensaries in the City of Las Vegas at 1725 S. 

Rainbow Blvd., Suite 21; City of Reno at 5270 Longley Lane, Suite 103; and Town of 

Pahrump at 2370-2380 Homestead Road. It has secured specific locations in those 

jurisdictions, performed necessary Tenant Improvements, purchased security systems, 

signed agreements for operations systems, and has hired and trained employees, NOR 

is, in all respects, ready to open the doors to these locations after obtaining a final 

inspection from the Department. 

5. NOR is also moving forward in the other locations. In North Las Vegas, 

NOR has secured a location and has been paying rent since early 2019. In Clark County, 

NOR had obtained a highly desirable location located at the intersection of Flamingo 

and Paradise to open a marijuana establishment, but it has already lost this location due 

to the subject litigation causing uncertainty in the minds of Clark County elected 

officials. 
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6. NOR has been informed and believes that it will not be able to move 

forward at a local level in either Clark County or the city of North Las Vegas until the 

injunction is lifted, and once the injunction is lifted, it will take NOR months to obtain all 

necessary permits and prepare for final inspections in those jurisdictions.  

7. Based on its currently operating locations and the demographics of the 

locations where NOR would open its new dispensaries, NOR projects that it will see 

$27.5MM in annual gross profits from the five locations closest to opening for business. 

 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge. 
 
 
Date: November 21, 2019  ____/s/ Brandon Wiegand_________ 
      BRANDON WIEGAND 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of eighteen 
(18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify that on 
November 21, 2019, I caused the foregoing document entitled:  

to be served as follows: 
 

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

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

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

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

ETW Management Group LLC: 
Adam Fulton (afulton@jfnvlaw.com) 
Jared Jennings (jjennings@jfnvlaw.com) 
Vicki Bierstedt (vickib@jfnvlaw.com) 
Norma Richter (nrichter@jfnvlaw.com) 
Adam Bult (abult@bhfs.com) 
Travis Chance (tchance@bhfs.com) 
Maximillen Fetaz (mfetaz@bhfs.com) 
Logan Willson (Logan@jfnvlaw.com) 
Emily Dyer (edyer@bhfs.com) 
William Nobriga (wnobriga@bhfs.com) 
 
Nevada Dept of Taxation: 
Traci Plotnick (tplotnick@ag.nv.gov) 
Theresa Haar (thaar@ag.nv.gov) 
Steven Shevorski (sshevorski@ag.nv.gov) 
Robert Werbicky (rwerbicky@ag.nv.gov) 
Mary Pizzariello (mpizzariello@ag.nv.gov) 
Ketan Bhirud (kbhirud@ag.nv.gov) 
David Pope (dpope@ag.nv.gov) 
Barbara Fell (bfell@ag.nv.gov) 
Victoria Campbell (vcampbell@ag.nv.gov) 
 
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC: 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
 
 
 
Integral Associates LLC: 

005968



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-  

 

Todd Bice (tlb@pisanellibice.com) 
Debra Spinelli (dls@pisanellibice.com) 
Dustun Holmes (dhh@pisanellibice.com) 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
Philip Hymanson (Phil@HymansonLawNV.com) 
Henry Hymanson (Hank@HymansonLawNV.com) 
James Pisanelli (lit@pisanellibice.com) 
Jordan Smith (jts@pisanellibice.com) 
Shannon Dinkel (sd@pisanellibice.com) 
Calendaring Hymanson (Assistant@HymansonLawNV.com) 
 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC: 
Eric Hone (eric@h1lawgroup.com) 
Jamie Zimmerman (jamie@h1lawgroup.com) 
Bobbye Donaldson (bobbye@h1lawgroup.com) 
Moorea Katz (moorea@h1lawgroup.com) 
Karen Morrow (karen@h1lawgroup.com) 
 
GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Clear River, LLC: 
Marsha Stallsworth (mstallsworth@blacklobello.law) 
 
D H Flamingo Inc: 
Joshua Dickey (jdickey@baileykennedy.com) 
Sarah Harmon (sharmon@baileykennedy.com) 
Kelly Stout (kstout@baileykennedy.com) 
Dennis Kennedy (dkennedy@baileykennedy.com) 
Bailey Kennedy, LLP (bkfederaldownloads@baileykennedy.com) 
Stephanie Glantz (sglantz@baileykennedy.com) 
 
Euphoria Wellness LLC: 
Justin Jones (jjones@joneslovelock.com) 
Nicole Lovelock (nlovelock@joneslovelock.com) 
Alison Anderson (aanderson@joneslovelock.com) 
Lorie Januskevicius (ljanuskevicius@joneslovelock.com) 
 
Other Service Contacts not associated with a party on the case: 
Peter Christiansen (pete@christiansenlaw.com) 
Whitney Barrett (wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com) 
R. Todd Terry (tterry@christiansenlaw.com) 
Eloisa Nunez (enunez@pnalaw.net) 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Jonathan Crain (jcrain@christiansenlaw.com) 
 
Mariella Dumbrique (mdumbrique@blacklobello.law) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Patricia Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) 
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Ali Augustine (a.augustine@kempjones.com) 
Nathanael Rulis (n.rulis@kempjones.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Theodore Parker III (tparker@pnalaw.net) 
Alicia Ashcraft (ashcrafta@ashcraftbarr.com) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
Michelle Harrell (harrellm@ashcraftbarr.com) 
Diane Meeter (dmeeter@blacklobello.law) 
J. Graf (Rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
Alisa Hayslett (a.hayslett@kempjones.com) 
Cami Perkins, Esq. (cperkins@nevadafirm.com) 
Joyce Martin (jmartin@blacklobello.law) 
Joseph Gutierrez (jag@mgalaw.com) 
Tanya Bain (tbain@gcmaslaw.com) 
ShaLinda Creer (screer@gcmaslaw.com) 
Dominic Gentile (dgentile@gcmaslaw.com) 
Vincent Savarese (vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com) 
Michael Cristalli (mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com) 
Ross Miller (rmiller@gcmaslaw.com) 
Jared Kahn (jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com) 
Rusty Graf (rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Thomas Gilchrist (tgilchrist@bhfs.com) 
Lisa Lee (llee@thedplg.com) 
Eservice Filing (eservice@thedplg.com) 
Anna Karabachev (a.karabachev@kempjones.com) 
Krystal Saab (KSaab@nvorganicremedies.com) 
 
 
DH FLAMINGO – A-19-787035-C SERVICE LIST 
 
D H Flamingo Inc: 
Joshua Dickey (jdickey@baileykennedy.com) 
Sarah Harmon (sharmon@baileykennedy.com) 
Kelly Stout (kstout@baileykennedy.com) 
Dennis Kennedy (dkennedy@baileykennedy.com) 
Bailey Kennedy, LLP (bkfederaldownloads@baileykennedy.com) 
Stephanie Glantz (sglantz@baileykennedy.com) 
 
Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc: 
Jared Kahn (jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com)7777 
 
Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Clear River LLC: 
Tisha Black (tblack@blacklobello.law) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Diane Meeter (dmeeter@blacklobello.law) 
J. Graf (Rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Joyce Martin (jmartin@blacklobello.law) 
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Mark Lounsbury (mlounsbury@blacklobello.law) 
 
Circle S Farms LLC: 
Amy Reams (areams@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
John Naylor (jnaylor@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
Jennifer Braster (jbraster@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
Andrew Sharples (asharples@naylorandbrasterlaw.com) 
 
Pure Tonic Concentrates LLC: 
Heather Motta (hmotta@mcllawfirm.com) 
Rick Hsu (rhsu@mcllawfirm.com) 
 
Agua Street LLC: 
Jarrod Rickard (jlr@skrlawyers.com) 
Christopher Kircher (cdk@skrlawyers.com) 
Olivia Kelly (oak@skrlawyers.com) 
Lawrence Semenza, III (ljs@skrlawyers.com) 
Teresa Beiter (tnb@skrlawyers.com) 
Angie Barreras (alb@skrlawyers.com) 
Katie Cannata (klc@skrlawyers.com) 
 
Bioneva Innovations of Carson City LLC: 
Amber Handy (amber@handelinlaw.com) 
Steven Handelin (steve@handelinlaw.com) 
Kristalei Wolfe (kristalei@handelinlaw.com) 
 
Blue Coyote Ranch LLC: 
Charles Vlasic (cvlasic@cv3legal.com) 
 
Compassionate Team of Las Vegas LLC: 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
 
DP Holdings Inc: 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
 
Euphoria Wellness LLC: 
Justin Jones (jjones@joneslovelock.com) 
Nicole Lovelock (nlovelock@joneslovelock.com) 
Alison Anderson (aanderson@joneslovelock.com) 
Lorie Januskevicius (ljanuskevicius@joneslovelock.com) 
 
Franklin Bioscience NV LLC: 
Jeffrey Barr (barrj@ashcraftbarr.com) 
 
Good Chemistry Nevada LLC: 
Kenneth Ching (ken@argentumnv.com) 
Mia Hurtado (mia@argentumnv.com) 
 
Green Life Productions LLC: 
Cary Domina (cdomina@peelbrimley.com) 
Rosey Jeffrey (rjeffrey@peelbrimley.com) 
Terri Hansen (thansen@peelbrimley.com) 
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Amanda Armstrong (aarmstrong@peelbrimley.com) 
Jeremy Holmes (jholmes@peelbrimley.com) 
 
Greenleaf Wellness Inc: 
Diana Wheelen (dwheelen@fclaw.com) 
 
Kindibles LLC: 
Charles Vlasic (cvlasic@cv3legal.com) 
 
LVMC C and P LLC: 
William Urga (wru@juwlaw.com) 
 
Linda Schone (ls@juwlaw.com) 
 
Natural Medicine LLC: 
Jeffery Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
Stephanie Smith (ssmith@bendavidfirm.com) 
Leilani Gamboa (lgamboa@bendavidfirm.com) 
 
Nevada Wellness Center LLC: 
Eloisa Nunez (enunez@pnalaw.net) 
Theodore Parker III (tparker@pnalaw.net) 
 
Qualcan LLC: 
Peter Christiansen (pete@christiansenlaw.com) 
Whitney Barrett (wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com) 
R. Todd Terry (tterry@christiansenlaw.com) 
Jonathan Crain (jcrain@christiansenlaw.com) 
 
RG Highland Enterprises Inc: 
Amy Sugden (amy@sugdenlaw.com) 
 
Rural Remedies LLC: 
Gail May (Gail@ramoslaw.com) 
 
Strive Wellness of Nevada LLC: 
Jeffery Bendavid (jbendavid@bendavidfirm.com) 
Stephanie Smith (ssmith@bendavidfirm.com) 
Leilani Gamboa (lgamboa@bendavidfirm.com) 
 
 
Twelve Twelve LLC: 
Chase Whittemore (chase@argentumnv.com) 
Mia Hurtado (mia@argentumnv.com) 
 
WSCC Inc: 
Heather Motta (hmotta@mcllawfirm.com) 
Rick Hsu (rhsu@mcllawfirm.com) 
 
Other Service Contacts not associated with a party on the case: 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
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Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Todd Bice (tlb@pisanellibice.com) 
Debra Spinelli (dls@pisanellibice.com) 
Dustun Holmes (dhh@pisanellibice.com) 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
Ali Augustine (a.augustine@kempjones.com) 
Nathanael Rulis (n.rulis@kempjones.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Adam Bult (abult@bhfs.com) 
Travis Chance (tchance@bhfs.com) 
Maximillen Fetaz (mfetaz@bhfs.com) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
James Pisanelli (lit@pisanellibice.com) 
Cami Perkins, Esq. (cperkins@nevadafirm.com) 
Desiree Staggs (dstaggs@kcnvlaw.com) 
Jordan Smith (jts@pisanellibice.com) 
Thomas Gilchrist (tgilchrist@bhfs.com) 
Shannon Dinkel (sd@pisanellibice.com) 
Julia Diaz (jd@juwlaw.com) 
L Rose (lcr@juwlaw.com) 
Rebecca Post (rebecca@connorpllc.com) 
 

Executed on November 21, 2019 at Henderson, Nevada. 
 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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From: Steve F. Gilbert <sfgilbert@tax.state.nv.us>
Date: Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 12:59 PM
Subject: Re: Transfer of Ownership forms
To: Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com>
Cc: Ruth Del Rio <rdelrio@tax.state.nv.us>, Rebecca Post <rebecca@connorpllc.com>, Melanie Lopez
<melanie@connorpllc.com>, Jorge Pupo <jpupo@tax.state.nv.us>

Hi Amanda
You’re correct. It must be officers and board members of the publicly traded company. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 25, 2019, at 2:20 PM, Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com> wrote:

Steve 

I just wanted to follow up the question below. I would appreciate guidance on who would need to sign the
transfer forms. 

Sincerely 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

On Mar 12, 2019, at 6:31 PM, Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com> wrote:
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Steve 

No the license holder is a Nevada LLC that would be owned 100% by XYZ LLC. DEF Inc is a publicly traded
Canadian company. DEF Inc is the sole shareholder of ABC Inc. ABC Inc is a foreign corporation but I am
unsure what state. 

Thank you 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

On Mar 12, 2019, at 6:15 PM, Steve F. Gilbert <sfgilbert@tax.state.nv.us> wrote:

Amanda.

Let	me	make	sure	I	understand	this	structure.	

	

Is	DEF	a	domes7c	corpora7on?	If	yes,	Nevada?

Where	is	ABC	located?

Is	XYZ	a	license	holder	in	Nevada?	

	

	

	

From: Amanda Connor [mailto:amanda@connorpllc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:28 AM
To: Steve F. Gilbert; Ruth Del Rio
Cc: Rebecca Post; Melanie Lopez
Subject: Transfer of Ownership forms

 

Good morning, 

 

I have a quick question, for a transfer of interest, if the proposed new owner is to be an LLC that is 100%
owned by a corporation that is 100% owned by a publicly traded corporation, who should sign the
transfer of interest forms? It is my understanding that it needs to be the officers and board members of
the publicly traded company and cannot be signed by an officer of the LLC without tracing back to the
publicly traded company. Can you please confirm that is correct?
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Here is the structure we are discussing:

 

License Holder

100% owned by XYZ, LLC (with an officer)

         ABC Inc (owns 100% of XYZ, LLC)

          DEF, Inc publicly traded (sole shareholder of ABC, INC)

              - board members and officers of DEF, Inc. 

 

Based on this structure it is my understanding that the board members and officers of DEF, Inc. need to
sign the transfer of interest forms and that the transfer forms could not be signed by the officer of XYZ,
LLC. Is that correct?

 

I appreciate your prompt attention to this question. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

 

The unauthorized disclosure or interception of  e-mail is a federal crime. See 18 U.S.C. Sec. 2517(4). This e-mail is
intended only for the use of  those to whom it is addressed and may contain information which is privileged, confidential
and exempt from disclosures under the law. If  you have received this e-mail in error, do not distribute or copy it. Please
return it immediately to the sender with attachments, if  any, and notify me by calling (702) 750-9139.  
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongsid   

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RP063 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Rec Production Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RP063 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Rec Production Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongsid   

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongsid   

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongsid   

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongsid   

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Bhumgara David W no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Hawkins Frank Owner Officer no no no no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Mack Luther Owner Officer no no no no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Rhodes Andre Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Hawkins Frank Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Mack Luther Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Rhodes Andre Owner Officer no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Adams Michael Owner no no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Aramini Eliene Owner no no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Coward Jeanine Owner no no no no no no no
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From: Steven G. Shevorski SShevorsk @ag.nv.gov
Subject: RE: A786962 Seren ty - Response to Judge s Quest on on NRS 453D.200(6)

Date: August 21, 2019 at 3:23 PM
To: Mer wether, Dan e e LC Dept11LC@c arkcountycourts.us, M chae  Cr sta mcr sta @gcmas aw.com, V ncent Savarese

vsavarese@gcmas aw.com, Ross M er rm er@gcmas aw.com, Ketan D. Bh rud KBh rud@ag.nv.gov, Robert E. Werb cky
RWerb cky@ag.nv.gov, Dav d J. Pope DPope@ag.nv.gov, Theresa M. Haar THaar@ag.nv.gov, jag@mga aw.com,
rgraf@b ack obe o. aw, bh gg ns@b ack obe o. aw, a na@nv t gat on.com, Work magg e@nv t gat on.com,
Er c Hone, Esq. (er c@h1 awgroup.com) er c@h1 awgroup.com, jam e@h1 awgroup.com, moorea@h1 awgroup.com,
jkahn@jk- ega consu t ng.com, dkoch@kochscow.com, sscow@kochscow.com, Bu t, Adam K. ABu t@bhfs.com,
tchance@bhfs.com, a.hays ett@kempjones.com, Nathanae  Ru s, Esq. (n.ru s@kempjones.com) n.ru s@kempjones.com,
tparker@pna aw.net, Fetaz, Max m en MFetaz@bhfs.com, ph @hymanson awnv.com, shane@ asvegas ega v deo.com,
joe@ asvegas ega v deo.com, Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) p.stoppard@kempjones.com, jde carmen@pna aw.net,
Kut nac, Dan e Kut nacD@c arkcountycourts.us, ShaL nda Creer screer@gcmas aw.com, Tanya Ba n tba n@gcmas aw.com,
Karen W eh  (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com) Karen@hymanson awnv.com, Kay, Pau a PKay@bhfs.com,
Denn s Pr nce (dpr nce@thedp g.com) dpr nce@thedp g.com, t b@p sane b ce.com, JTS@p sane b ce.com

Cc: Kut nac, Dan e Kut nacD@c arkcountycourts.us

Case : A-19-786962-B
Dept. 11
 
Danielle,
 
The Department of Taxation answers the Court’s question as follows:
 
Court's Question: Which successful applicants completed the application in
compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time the application was filed in
September 2018?
 
Answer:  The Department of Taxation answers the Court's question in three parts.
 
First, there were seven successful applicants who are not parties to the
coordinated preliminary injunction proceeding.  These entities are Green
Therapeutics LLC, Eureka NewGen Farms LLC, Circle S Farms LLC, Deep Roots
Medical LLC, Pure Tonic Concentrates LLC, Wellness Connection of Nevada LLC,
Polaris Wellness Center LLC, and TRNVP098 LLC.  Accepting as truthful these
applicants’ attestations regarding who their owners, officers, and board members
were at the time of the application, these applications were complete at the time
they were filed with reference to NRS 453D.200(6).
 
Second, there were five successful applicants who are parties to this coordinated
preliminary injunction proceeding whose applications were complete with reference
to NRS 453D.200(6) if the Department of Taxation accepts as truthful their
attestations regarding who their owners, officers, and board members were.  These
applicants were Clear River LLC, Cheyenne Medical LLC, Essence Tropicana LLC,
Essence Henderson LLC, and Commerce Park Medical LLC.  
Third, there were four successful applicants who are parties to this proceeding
regarding whom the Department of Taxation could not eliminate a question as to
the completeness of their applications with reference to NRS 453D.200(6).  These
applicants were Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc., Lone Mountain Partners LLC,
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC.  
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With respect to the third group, the Department of Taxation could not eliminate a
question as the completeness of the applications due to the following:
 

1.    Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. – The Department of Taxation
could not eliminate a question a question regarding the completeness of the
applicant’s identification of all of its officers on Attachment A in light of Mr.
Terteryan’s testimony that he is the Chief Operating Officer and was not
listed on Attachment A.  The Department of Taxation does note, however,
that Mr. Terteryan has been the subject of a completed background check.

2.    Lone Mountain Partners, LLC – The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners because the Department could not
determine whether Lone Mountain Partners, LLC was a subsidiary of an
entity styled “Verona” or was owned by the individual members listed on
Attachment A.

3.    Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC - The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners because the Department could not
determine whether there were shareholders who owned a membership
interest in the applicant at the time the application was submitted, but who
were not listed on Attachment A, as the applicant was acquired by a publicly
traded company on or around September 4, 2018.

4.    Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC - The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners.  The Department could not determine
whether the applicant listed all its owners on Attachment A because a
subsidiary of a publicly traded company owned a membership interest in the
applicant at the time the applicant submitted its application.
 

 
In creating this answer, the Department of Taxation sought to answer the Court’s
question in a neutral fashion based on the information available to it from the
applications themselves, testimony given at the hearing (without reference to
issues of admissibility, which an affected party may raise), and information publicly
available from a government website (the Canadian Securities Exchange website),
which was submitted by the applicant or information submitted about the applicant
by an entity claiming an affiliation to the applicant.  The Department of Taxation
expects that Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc., Lone Mountain Partners LLC,
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC may explain why
they believe they submitted complete applications in compliance with the provisions
of NRS 453D.200(6).
 
Best regards,
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Steve Shevorski
 
 
Steve Shevorski
Head of Complex Litigation
Office of the Attorney General
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101
702-486-3783
 
From:	Meriwether,	Danielle	LC	<Dept11LC@clarkcountycourts.us>	
Sent:	Wednesday,	August	21,	2019	10:11	AM
To:	Steven	G.	Shevorski	<SShevorski@ag.nv.gov>;	'Michael	Cristalli'	<mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com>;
'Vincent	Savarese'	<vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Ross	Miller'	<rmiller@gcmaslaw.com>;	Ketan	D.
Bhirud	<KBhirud@ag.nv.gov>;	Robert	E.	Werbicky	<RWerbicky@ag.nv.gov>;	David	J.	Pope
<DPope@ag.nv.gov>;	Theresa	M.	Haar	<THaar@ag.nv.gov>;	'jag@mgalaw.com'
<jag@mgalaw.com>;	'rgraf@blacklobello.law'	<rgraf@blacklobello.law>;
'bhiggins@blacklobello.law'	<bhiggins@blacklobello.law>;	'alina@nvliVgaVon.com'
<alina@nvliVgaVon.com>;	'Work'	<maggie@nvliVgaVon.com>;	'Eric	Hone,	Esq.
(eric@h1lawgroup.com)'	<eric@h1lawgroup.com>;	'jamie@h1lawgroup.com'
<jamie@h1lawgroup.com>;	'moorea@h1lawgroup.com'	<moorea@h1lawgroup.com>;
'jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com'	<jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com>;	'dkoch@kochscow.com'
<dkoch@kochscow.com>;	'sscow@kochscow.com'	<sscow@kochscow.com>;	'Bult,	Adam	K.'
<ABult@bhfs.com>;	'tchance@bhfs.com'	<tchance@bhfs.com>;	'a.haysle[@kempjones.com'
<a.haysle[@kempjones.com>;	'Nathanael	Rulis,	Esq.	(n.rulis@kempjones.com)'
<n.rulis@kempjones.com>;	'tparker@pnalaw.net'	<tparker@pnalaw.net>;	'Fetaz,	Maximilien'
<MFetaz@bhfs.com>;	'phil@hymansonlawnv.com'	<phil@hymansonlawnv.com>;
'shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com'	<shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com>;
'joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com'	<joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com>;	'Pat	Stoppard
(p.stoppard@kempjones.com)'	<p.stoppard@kempjones.com>;	'jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net'
<jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net>;	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>;	'ShaLinda	Creer'
<screer@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Tanya	Bain'	<tbain@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Karen	Wiehl
(Karen@HymansonLawNV.com)'	<Karen@hymansonlawnv.com>;	'Kay,	Paula'	<PKay@bhfs.com>;
'Dennis	Prince	(dprince@thedplg.com)'	<dprince@thedplg.com>;	'tlb@pisanellibice.com'
<tlb@pisanellibice.com>;	'JTS@pisanellibice.com'	<JTS@pisanellibice.com>
Cc:	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>
Subject:	RE:	A786962	Serenity	-	Request	for	1	day	extension	to	respond	to	Judge's	QuesVon	on
NRS	453D.200
	
Mr.	Shevorski,
	
Judge	said	she	understands	and	asks	that	you	please	get	us	an	answer	as	soon	as	you	can.
	
Thank	you,
	
D niell  M. Meri et er, sq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P  (702) 671 4375
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P: (702) 671-4375
F: (702) 671-4377
	
From: Meriwether, Danielle LC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 4:06 PM
To: 'Steven G. Shevorski'; Michael Cristalli; Vincent Savarese; Ross Miller; Ketan D. Bhirud; Robert E.
Werbicky; David J. Pope; Theresa M. Haar; jag@mgalaw.com; rgraf@blacklobello.law;
bhiggins@blacklobello.law; alina@nvlitigation.com; Work; Eric Hone, Esq. (eric@h1lawgroup.com);
jamie@h1lawgroup.com; moorea@h1lawgroup.com; jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com; sscow@kochscow.com; Bult, Adam K.; tchance@bhfs.com;
a.hayslett@kempjones.com; Nathanael Rulis, Esq. (n.rulis@kempjones.com); tparker@pnalaw.net;
Fetaz, Maximilien; phil@hymansonlawnv.com; shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;
joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com; Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com); jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;
Kutinac, Daniel; ShaLinda Creer; Tanya Bain; Karen Wiehl (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com); Kay, Paula;
Dennis Prince (dprince@thedplg.com); tlb@pisanellibice.com; JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc: Kutinac, Daniel
Subject: RE: A786962 Serenity - Request for 1 day extension to respond to Judge's Question on NRS
453D.200
	
Mr.	Shevorski,
	
Thank	you	for	your	email.	I	will	inform	Judge.
	
D niell  M. Meri et er, sq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P: (702) 671-4375
F: (702) 671-4377
	
From: Steven G. Shevorski [mailto:SShevorski@ag.nv.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 4:03 PM
To: Meriwether, Danielle LC; Michael Cristalli; Vincent Savarese; Ross Miller; Ketan D. Bhirud; Robert E.
Werbicky; David J. Pope; Theresa M. Haar; jag@mgalaw.com; rgraf@blacklobello.law;
bhiggins@blacklobello.law; alina@nvlitigation.com; Work; Eric Hone, Esq. (eric@h1lawgroup.com);
jamie@h1lawgroup.com; moorea@h1lawgroup.com; jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com; sscow@kochscow.com; Bult, Adam K.; tchance@bhfs.com;
a.hayslett@kempjones.com; Nathanael Rulis, Esq. (n.rulis@kempjones.com); tparker@pnalaw.net;
Fetaz, Maximilien; phil@hymansonlawnv.com; shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;
joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com; Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com); jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;
Kutinac, Daniel; ShaLinda Creer; Tanya Bain; Karen Wiehl (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com); Kay, Paula;
Dennis Prince (dprince@thedplg.com); tlb@pisanellibice.com; JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc: Kutinac, Daniel
Subject: A786962 Serenity - Request for 1 day extension to respond to Judge's Question on NRS
453D.200
	
To the Honorable Judge Gonzales,
 
The Department of Taxation needs until tomorrow to submit the email responding
to your query.  My office needs a little more time to confer with the DOT on the
answer to your question.  I also have to leave work early due to a medical
circumstance involving my wife’s family, which requires my wife to attend to her
mother in the hospital and I have the charge of my two children.
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I apologize for the delay.  The DOT requests an additional day to provide its
response, if possible.
 
Steve Shevorski
Head of Complex Litigation
Office of the Attorney General
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101
702-486-3783
 
From:	Meriwether,	Danielle	LC	<Dept11LC@clarkcountycourts.us>	
Sent:	Thursday,	August	15,	2019	8:23	AM
To:	Michael	Cristalli	<mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com>;	Vincent	Savarese	<vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com>;
Ross	Miller	<rmiller@gcmaslaw.com>;	Ketan	D.	Bhirud	<KBhirud@ag.nv.gov>;	Robert	E.	Werbicky
<RWerbicky@ag.nv.gov>;	David	J.	Pope	<DPope@ag.nv.gov>;	Steven	G.	Shevorski
<SShevorski@ag.nv.gov>;	Theresa	M.	Haar	<THaar@ag.nv.gov>;	jag@mgalaw.com;
rgraf@blacklobello.law;	bhiggins@blacklobello.law;	alina@nvliVgaVon.com;	Work
<maggie@nvliVgaVon.com>;	Eric	Hone,	Esq.	(eric@h1lawgroup.com)	<eric@h1lawgroup.com>;
jamie@h1lawgroup.com;	moorea@h1lawgroup.com;	jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com;	sscow@kochscow.com;	Bult,	Adam	K.	<ABult@bhfs.com>;
tchance@bhfs.com;	a.haysle[@kempjones.com;	Nathanael	Rulis,	Esq.	(n.rulis@kempjones.com)
<n.rulis@kempjones.com>;	tparker@pnalaw.net;	Fetaz,	Maximilien	<MFetaz@bhfs.com>;
phil@hymansonlawnv.com;	shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;	joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;	Pat
Stoppard	(p.stoppard@kempjones.com)	<p.stoppard@kempjones.com>;
jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>;	ShaLinda	Creer
<screer@gcmaslaw.com>;	Tanya	Bain	<tbain@gcmaslaw.com>;	Karen	Wiehl
(Karen@HymansonLawNV.com)	<Karen@hymansonlawnv.com>;	Kay,	Paula	<PKay@bhfs.com>;
Dennis	Prince	(dprince@thedplg.com)	<dprince@thedplg.com>;	tlb@pisanellibice.com;
JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc:	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>
Subject:	A786962	Serenity	-	Bench	Briefs	Received
	
Counsel:
	
I	am	emailing	to	confirm	the	receipt	of	the	following	briefs:

1.       MM	&	LivFree	(Kemp)
2.       CPCM/Thrive	(GuVerrez)
3.       NOR	(Koch)
4.       Essence	(Bice)
5.       Greenmart	(Shell)
6.       Clear	River	(Graf)
	

Thank	you,
	
D niell  M. Meri et er, sq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P: (702) 671-4375
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P: (702) 671 4375
F: (702) 671-4377
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TRAN
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
* * * * *

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER LLC,.
et al.                       .
                             .
             Plaintiffs      .   CASE NO. A-19-786962-B
                             .

     vs.                .
STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF.   DEPT. NO. XI
TAXATION                     .
                             .   Transcript of
             Defendant       .   Proceedings
 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

BEFORE THE HONORABLE ELIZABETH GONZALEZ, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S RESPONSE,
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S MOTION RE COMPLIANCE
RE PHYSICAL ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING

THURSDAY, AUGUST 29, 2019

COURT RECORDER: TRANSCRIPTION BY:

JILL HAWKINS           FLORENCE HOYT
District Court      Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

Proceedings recorded by audio-visual recording, transcript
produced by transcription service.

Case Number: A-19-786962-B

Electronically Filed
9/3/2019 3:48 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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ADAM BULT, ESQ.
MAXIMILIEN FETAZ, ESQ.
THEODORE PARKER, ESQ.

FOR THE DEFENDANTS: STEVE SHEVORSKI, ESQ.
THERESA HAAR, ESQ.
RUSTY GRAF, ESQ.
BRIGID HIGGINS, ESQ.
ERIC HONE, ESQ.
DAVID KOCH, ESQ.
ALINA SHELL, ESQ.
JARED KAHN, ESQ.
JOSEPH GUTIERREZ, ESQ.
TODD BICE, ESQ.
DENNIS PRINCE, ESQ.
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1 judgment if this matter should proceed.  And based upon the

2 limited information that was provided to the parties through

3 disclosures as part of the injunctive relief hearing we've had

4 a hearing based upon what I would characterize as extremely

5 limited information.

6 I am not granting any affirmative relief to Clear

7 River as requested, because that was not the purpose of this

8 hearing.  I have previously made a determination that I was

9 going to exclude applicants who properly completed the

10 applications in accordance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time

11 the application was filed in September 2018.

12 The applicants who fit into that category based upon

13 the State's email to me are those in the first and second tier

14 as identified by the State.  While I certainly understand the

15 arguments by the parties that certain other information was

16 available that may not be within the scope of my question, my

17 question was limited for a reason.  Those who are in the third

18 category will be subject to the injunctive relief which is

19 described on page 24 the findings of fact and conclusions of

20 law.  Those who are in the first and second category will be

21 excluded from that relief.

22 Any request for modifications by the State based

23 upon the State's review of the applications that were

24 submitted by the applicants during the application period will

25 be submitted by motion by the State, and then all of you will
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1 have an opportunity to submit any briefs and any argument you

2 think is appropriate.

3 I am not precluding the State from making any other

4 determinations related to this very flawed process the State

5 decides to make related to the application process.  That's

6 within the State's determination as to how they handle any

7 corrections to this process.  And I'm not going to determine

8 what that is.  I was merely seeking to exclude applicants who

9 filed applications in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the

10 time the applications were filed from the injunctive relief

11 that I have granted in order that was filed last Friday on

12 page 24.

13 Does anybody have any questions about the tiers? 

14 Any issues should be directed to the Department for you to

15 resolve based upon the information that was in your

16 applications at the time.

17 I am not going to do the goose-gander analysis that

18 was urged upon me by one of the parties under the Whitehead

19 decision.

20 Okay.  That takes me to the bond.  Anybody want to

21 talk about a bond?

22 MR. KEMP:  Judge, on the bond just some logistics

23 that you should be aware of.  Mr. Gentile's expert is

24 available on the 16th or 17th.

25           THE COURT:  That's why I'm doing the hearing today,
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ANAC 
Nicole E. Lovelock, Esq. 
Nevada State Bar No. 11187 
Georlen, K. Spangler Esq. 
Nevada State Bar No. 3818 
JONES LOVELOCK 
6675 S. Tenaya Way, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
Telephone: (702) 805-8450 
Fax: (702) 805-8451 
Email: nlovelock@joneslovelock.com 
Email: jspangler@joneslovelock.com 
    
Attorneys for Defendant/Respondent 
Euphoria Wellness, LLC 
 
 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, TGIG, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, NULEAF INCLINE 
DISPENSARY, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, TRYKE 
COMPANIES SO NV., LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
PARADISE WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, GBS NEVADA, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, FIDELIS 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, NEVADA PURE, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, MEDIFARM, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, DOE 
PLAINTIFFS I through X; and ROE ENTITY 
PLAINTIFFS I through X, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION, 
 
 Defendant, 
 
And 
 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, 
 Applicant in Intervention. 

Case No.: A-19-787035-C 
 
Consolidated with: 
A-19-787004-B 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 
 

  Effects All consolidated Case Nos. 
 
 
 
Case No.: A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No. 13 
 

  Effects this Case No.  
 
 
 
 
EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION  
 

Case Number: A-19-787035-C

Electronically Filed
11/21/2019 5:21 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
11/21/2019 5:36 PM
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ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS, LLC a Nevada limited liability company; 
GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; HERBAL CHOICE, INC., a  Nevada 
corporation; JUST QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; ROMBOUGH REAL 
ESTATE, INC., dba MOTHER HERB, a Nevada 
corporation; NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; THC NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; and ZION GARDENS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, 
 
 Plaintiffs, 
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
a Nevada administrative agency; DOES 1 through 20; 
inclusive; and ROE CORPORATION 1 through 20, 
inclusive, 
 
 Defendants. 
 

 
Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No. 13 
 

  Effects this Case No.  

 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, A Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 
 Plaintiff,  
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
and DOES I through X; and ROE Corporations I through 
X, inclusive, 
 
 Defendants. 
 

 
Case No.: A-19-787540-W 
Dept. No. 13 
 

 Effects this Case No. 

DH FLAMINGO, INC., et al, a Nevada corporation, 
 
 Plaintiffs,  
 
v. 
 
STATE EX REL DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION  
 
 Defendants. 

Case No.: A-19-787035-C 
Dept No. 13  
 

 Effects this Case No. 

 
MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC, dba The 
Dispensary, a Nevada limited liability company,  
 
 Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 

 
Case No.: A-18-785818-W 
Dept. No. 13 
 

 Effects this Case No 
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STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
and DOES 1 through 10; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1 
through 10. 
  Defendants. 
 
COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
and DOES 1 through 10; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1 
through 10. 
 
 Defendants.  
 

Case No.: A-18-786357-W 
Dept. No. 13 
 

 Effects this Case No 
 

HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability Company, 
 
 Plaintiff,  
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
and DOES 1 through 10; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1 
through 10. 
 
 Defendants.  
 

Case No.: A-19-78776-C 
Dept. No. 13 
 

 Effects this Case No 

QUALCAN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
 
 Plaintiff, 
v. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; 
and DOES 1 through 10; and ROE CORPORATIONS 1 
through 10. 
 
 Defendants.  

Case No.: A-19-801416-B 
Dept. No. 13  
 

 Effects this Case No 

 
  

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC’S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT  
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 

MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

Defendant/Respondent Euphoria Wellness, LLC (“Euphoria”), by and through its attorney of 

record, Nicole E. Lovelock, Esq., of the law firm of Jones Lovelock, and hereby answers the First 

Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, and 

Prohibition (“First Amended Complaint”) filed by Plaintiffs/Petitioners D.H. Flamingo, Inc. d/b/a 

006007
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The Apothecary Shoppe, Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda, Nye Natural 

Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda, Clark NMSD LLC d/b/a NuVeda, Inyo Fine Cannabis 

Dispensary L.L.C. d/b/a Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary, and Suterra Holdings, Inc. (collectively  

“Plaintiffs”) as follows: 

1. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraphs 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, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 

39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 

67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 

94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 

115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 

135, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 

156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 

176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 

196, 179, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 

216, 217, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 

236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254, 255, 

256, 257, 258, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 268, 269, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 

277, 279, 280, 281, 282, 284, 285, 286, 288, 289 and 290 of Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint, 

Euphoria is without knowledge or sufficient information to form a belief as to the truth of the 

allegations and therefore, Euphoria denies the allegations contained therein. 

2. With respect to the allegations contained in paragraph 46 of Plaintiffs’ First Amended 

Complaint, Euphoria admits that it is a limited liability company doing business in Nevada and denies 

the remainder of the allegations contained in paragraph 46. 

3. As to Euphoria, only, Euphoria admits that allegations contained in paragraph 136 of 

Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint.  Euphoria is without knowledge or information sufficient to 

form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations contained in paragraph 136, and therefore 

denies the same. 
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4. In response to paragraph 270 of Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, Euphoria 

repeats and realleges its responses to paragraphs 1 through 269 as though fully set forth herein.  

5. In response to paragraph 278 of Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, Euphoria 

repeats and realleges its responses to paragraphs 1 through 277 as though fully set forth herein. 

6. In response to paragraph 283 of Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, Euphoria 

repeats and realleges its responses to paragraphs 1 through 282 as though fully set forth herein. 

7. In response to paragraph 287 of Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, Euphoria 

repeats and realleges its responses to paragraphs 1 through 286 as though fully set forth herein. 

8. With respect to any allegation contained in Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint that 

is not specifically identified and responded to by Euphoria, Euphoria expressly denies the allegations.  

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The following affirmative defenses are alleged on information and belief by Euphoria, and 

except as expressly stated otherwise, each defense applies to the entire Plaintiffs’ First Amended 

Complaint and to each purported cause of action or claim for relief therein. Euphoria reserves the 

right to amend or withdraw any or all defenses or to raise any and all additional defenses as or after 

they may become known during or after the course of investigation, discovery, or trial. Euphoria 

reserves the right to seek leave to amend this Answer to specifically assert any such defense.  Such 

defenses are herein incorporated by reference for the specific purpose of not waiving any such 

defense. 

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs’ have named Euphoria as a nominal defendant in this matter pursuant to the 

requirements of Nevada law, and Plaintiffs do not seek relief from Euphoria for their claimed 

damages. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

 Any and all damages, if any, sustained by Plaintiffs are the result of a third party or parties 

over whom Euphoria has no control. 

/ / / 
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THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs are not entitled to any equitable relief as against Euphoria. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Pursuant to NRCP 11, as amended, all possible affirmative defense may not have been alleged 

herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this 

Answer, and therefore, Euphoria reserves the right to amend its Answer to allege additional 

affirmative defenses if subsequent investigation so warrants. 

 WHEREFORE, Euphoria prays as follows: 

1. That Plaintiffs takes nothing by virtue of Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint 

herein against Euphoria;  

2. For costs of suit and fees herein incurred to defend this matter; and  

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

DATED this 21st day of November 2019. 
 

          JONES LOVELOCK 

 By: /s/ Nicole Lovelock, Esq. 
  Nicole Lovelock, Esq.  

Nevada State Bar No. 11187 
Georlen, K. Spangler Esq. 
Nevada State Bar No. 3818 
6675 S. Tenaya Way, Suite 200 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89113 
 
Attorneys for Defendant/Respondent Euphoria 
Wellness, LLC 

 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 The undersigned hereby certifies that on the 21st day of November 2019, a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC’S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 

COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF 

CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION was served by electronically submitting 

with the Clerk of the Court using the electronic system and serving all parties with an email-address 

on record. 
 

 By /s/ Lorie A. Januskevicius  
 An Employee of JONES LOVELOCK 
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Will Kemp, Esq. (#1205) 
Nathanael R. Rulis, Esq. (#11259) 
n.rulis@kempjones.com 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: (702) 385-6000 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
MM Development Company, Inc. & 
LivFree Wellness, LLC 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

IN RE D.O.T. Litigation 
 

Case No.: A-19-787004-B 
Dept. No.:  IX 
 
CONSOLIDATED WITH: 
A-18-785818-W 
A-18-786357-W 
A-19-786962-B 
A-19-787035-C 
A-19-787540-W 
A-19-787726-C 
A-19-801416-B 

 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC.’S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
 

TO: All parties herein; and 

TO: Their respective counsel;  

 YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Denying 

MM Development Company, Inc.’s and Livfree Wellness, LLC’s Motion to Alter or Amend 

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

 

 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
11/22/2019 9:53 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law was entered in the above entitled matter on November 

22, 2019.  

A copy of said Order is attached hereto. 

  Dated this 22th day of November, 2019. 

KEMP JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 

/s/ Nathanael Rulis    
Will Kemp, Esq. (#1205) 
Nathanael R. Rulis, Esq. (#11259) 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 
 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 22nd day of November, 2019, the foregoing NOTICE OF 

ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S AND 

LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S MOTION TO ALTER OR AMEND FINDINGS OF 

FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW was served on all parties by electronic submission 

via the court’s e-filing system. 

 

/s/ Ali Augustine              
An employee of Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARI(COUNTY, NEVADA

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation,
Case No. 19 A 787004 B
Consolidated w/ A-78581 8,

A-7 863s7, A-7 86962, A-787035,
A-787540, A-787726 and 4-801416
Dept. No. XI

Date of llearing': 12/02/19
Time of Hearing: 9:00a.m.

BUSINESS COURT ORDER

This BUSINESS COURT ORDER ("Order") is entered to reduce the costs of litigation,

to assist the parties in resolving their disputes if possible and, if not, to reduce the costs and

difEculties of discovery and trial. This Order mayat amended oi modified by the Court upon

good cause shown, and is made subject to any Orders that have heretofore been entered herein.

This case is deemed "complex" and is automatically exempt from Arbitration.

IT IS IIEREBY OR-DERED:

I. MANDATORY RULE 16 CONFERENCE

A. A mandatory Rule 16 conference with the Court and counsel/parties in proper

person will be held on December 2, 2019, at 9:00 a.m.

B. The following persons are required to attend the conference;

(1) trial or lead counsel for all parties; and

(2) parties may attend. If counsel feels that the requirement of attendance of the

parties is beneficial, please contact the departrnent to schedule a conference call with the Judge

Sor a determination. The conference call must be scheduled at least two weeks prior to the

tpnference.

C. The purpose ofthis confsrence is to streamline discovery, expedite settlement or

appropriate disposition of the case. Counsel/parties in proper person must be prepared to

the following:

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
11/25/2019 12:31 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

006018



I

,,

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

l0

t2

t3

t4

15

t6

1'.l

l8

t9

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

(l) status of16.1 settlement discussions and a review ofpossible court

assistance;

(2) alternative dispute resolution appropriate to this case;

(3) simplification of issues;

(4) the nature and timing of all discovery;

(5) an estimate of the volume of documents and/or elechonic information

likely to be the subject of discovery in the case from parties and nonparties and whether there

are technological means, including but not lirnited to production of electronic images rather than

paper documents and any associated protocol, that may render document discovery more

manageable at an acceptable cost;

(6) identif, any and all document retention/destruction policies including

electronic data;

(7) whether the appointment of a special master or receiver is necessary

and/or may aid in the prompt disposition of this action;

(8) any special case management procedures appropriate to this case;

(9) trial setting;

(10) other matters that may aid in the prompt disposition ofthis action; and

(l l) identifo any unusual issues that may impact discovery.

D. Parties desiring a settlement conference before another judge shall so notifi the

court at the setting.

E. The Plaintiff is responsible for serving a copy of this Order upon counsel for all

parties who have not formally appeared in this case as ofthe date ofthe filing of this order.

II. PRETRIAL MOTIONS

A. No documents may be submitted to the Court under seal based solely upon the

existence of a protective order.

Any sealing or redaction of information must be done by motion.
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All motions to seal and/or redact and the potentially protected information must be filed

at the clerk's office front counter during regular business hours 9 am to 4 pm.

In accordance with, Administrative Order l9-03, the motion to seal must contain the

language "Hearing Requested" on the front page ofthe motion under the Deparfinent number.

Pursuant to SRCR Rule 3(5)(b), redaction is preferred and sealing will be permitted only

under the most unusual of circumstances.

Ifa motion to seal and/or redact is filed with the potentially protected information, the

proposed redacted version of the document with a slip-sheet for any exhibit entitled *Exhibit ++

Confidential Filed Under Seal" must be aftached as an Exhibit.

The potentially protected information in unredacted and unsealed form must be filed at

the same time and a hearing on the motion to seal set. While the motion to seal is pending, the

potentially protected information will not be accessible to the public.

If the motion to seal is noncompliant, the motion to seal may be stricken and the

potentially protected information unsealed.

B. Any requests for injunctive relief must be made with notice to the opposing party

unless extraordinary circumstances exist. All parties shall advise the Court in writing ifthere is

an agreement to consolidate the trial on the merits with the preliminary injunction hearing

pursuant to NRCP 65(a)(2).

C. Any motions which should be addressed prior to trial - including motions for

summary judgrnent - shall be served, filed and scheduled for hearing no later than 45 days

before trial.

D. Motions in limine shall be served, filed and scheduled for hearing no later than

45 days before trial. Omnibus motions in limine will not be accepted. Except upon a showing

of unforeseen exhaordinary circumstances, the Court will not shorten time for the briefing of

any pretrial motions or orally presented after these deadlines.

III. DISCOVERY

A. All discovery disputes in this matter will be handled by the District Court Judge

rather than the Discovery Commissioner.
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B. A continuance of fial does not extend the deadline for completing discovery. A

request for an extension of the discovery deadli-ne, if needed, must be presented in compliance

with EDCR 2.35.

C. A party objecting to a written discovery request must, in the original objection,

specifically detail the reasons that support the objection, and include affidavits or other evidence

for any factual assertions upon which an objection is based.

D. Documents produced in compliance with NRCP 16.1 or in response to a written

discovery request, must be consecutively Bates stamped or numbered and accompanied by an

index with a reasonably specific description of the documents.

E. Any party whether in compliance with NRCP 16.1 or in a response to a written

discovery request not producing all documents in its possession, custody or control, shall:

(1) identifu any documents withheld with iufficient particularity to support a

Motion to Compel; and

(2) state the basis for refusing to produce the documents(s).

F. If photographs are produced in compliance with NRCP 16.1 or in a response to a

written discovery request, the parties are instructed to include one (l) set of color prints (Color

laser copies of sufficient clarity are acceptable), accompanied by a Iiont page index, location

depicted in the photograph (with reasonable specificity) and the date the photograph was taken.

If color laser copies are deposited, any party wishing to view the original photographs shall

make a request to do so with the other party.

When a case is settled, counsel for the plaintiff and each unrepresented plaintiff of

record shall notiry the Disfict Court Judge within twenty-four (24) hours of the settlernent and

shall advise the Court of the identity of the party or parties who will prepare and present the

judgnent, dismissal, or stipulation of dismissal, which shall be presented within twenty (20)

days of the notification of settlernent.
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Failure to comply with any provision of this Pretrial Order may result in the imposition

ofsanctions.

Certificate of Service

I hereby certi fy that on the date filed, this Order was electronically

N.E.F.C.R. Rule 9, to all registered parties in the Eighth Judicial Distnct

Program.

DATED this 206 day of Novernber, 2019.

pursuant to

Electronic Filing
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ACOM 
CLARK HILL PLC 
DOMINIC P. GENTILE 
Nevada Bar No. 1923 
Email:  dgentile@clarkhill.com 
ROSS MILLER 
Nevada Bar No. 8190 
Email: rmiller@clarkhill.com 
JOHN A. HUNT 
Nevada Bar No. 1888 
Email: dhunt@clarkhill.com 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Tel:  (702) 862-8300 
Fax: (702) 862-8400 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, TGIG, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, NULEAF 
INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, NEVADA HOLISTIC 
MEDICINE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company, TRYKE 
COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GRAVITAS NEVADA, LTD,
a Nevada limited liability company, NEVADA 
PURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company,  MEDIFARM IV, LLC a Nevada 
limited liability company, DOE PLAINTIFFS I 
through X; and ROE ENTITY PLAINTIFFS I 
through X,  

       Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION, CHEYENNE MEDICAL, 
LLC, CIRCLE S. FARMS, LLC, CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC, COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL 
L.L.C., DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, 
ESSENCE HENDERSON LLC, ESSENCE 
TROPICANA, LLC, EUREKA NEWGEN 
FARMS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC, 
GREENMART OF NEVADA, LLC, HELPING 
HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., LONE 

CASE NO. A-19-786962-B 
DEPT. XI 

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
11/26/2019 4:27 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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MOUNTAIN PARTNERS LLC, NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC, POLARIS 
WELLNESS CENTER, L.L.C., PURE TONIC 
CONCENTRATES LLC, TRNVP098, and 
WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, 
LLC,  

                                           Defendants. 

Plaintiffs, SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 

TGIG, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC, a  

Nevada limited liability company, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, a Nevada limited 

liability company, TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC a Nevada limited liability company, 

TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, GBS NEVADA 

PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company, GRAVITAS NEVADA, LTD, a Nevada limited liability company, 

NEVADA PURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, MEDIFARM, LLC, a Nevada 

limited liability company MEDIFARM IV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; DOE 

PLAINTIFFS I through X; and ROE ENTITIES I through X, by and through their counsel, 

DOMINIC P. GENTILE, ESQ. and VINCENT SAVARESE III, ESQ., MICHAEL V. 

CRISTALLI, ESQ., and ROSS MILLER, ESQ., of the law firm of Gentile Cristalli Miller 

Armeni Savarese, hereby complain and allege against DEFENDANT STATE OF NEVADA, 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; DOE DEFENDANTS I through X; and ROE ENTITY 

DEFENDANTS I through X, in their official and personal capacities, as follows: 

I.

PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 

1. Plaintiff SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited 

liability company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 
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2. Plaintiff TGIG, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability company and does 

business in Clark County, Nevada. 

3. Plaintiff NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited 

liability company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

4. Plaintiff NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited 

liability company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

5. Plaintiff TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC was and is a Nevada limited 

liability company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

6. Plaintiff TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited 

liability company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

7. Plaintiff GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability 

company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

8. Plaintiff FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability 

company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

9. Plaintiff GRAVITAS NEVADA, LTD, was and is a Nevada limited liability 

company and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

10. Plaintiff NEVADPURE, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability company and 

does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

11. Plaintiff MEDIFARM, LLC was and is a Nevada limited liability company and 

does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

12. Plaintiff MEDIFARM IV, LLC was and is a Nevada limited liability company 

and does business in Clark County, Nevada. 

13. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (the 

“Department”) is an agency of the State of Nevada. The Department is responsible for licensing 

and regulating retail marijuana businesses in Nevada through its Marijuana Enforcement 

Division. 

. . . 

. . . 
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Parties Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana Establishment 

Licenses (“Defendant Applicants”) 

14. Upon information and belief, Defendant CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis 

Marketplace, Thrive, and/or Cheyenne Medical. 

15. Upon information and belief, Defendant CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Canna Straz, and/or 

Circle S. 

16. Upon information and belief, Defendant CLEAR RIVER, LLC is a Nevada 

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names United States Marijuana 

Company, United States Medical Marijuana, Nevada Medical Marijuana, Clear River Wellness, 

Clear River Infused, Nevada Made Marijuana, Greenwolf Nevada, Farm Direct Weed, 

Atomicrockz, and/or Giddystick. 

17. Upon information and belief, Defendant COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C. 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Thrive Cannabis 

Marketplace, LivFree Las Vegas, and/or Commerce Park Medical. 

18. Upon information and belief, Defendant DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Deep Root Harvest. 

19. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE HENDERSON LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence Cannabis 

Dispensary. 

20. Upon information and belief, Defendant ESSENCE TROPICANA LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Essence. 

21. Upon information and belief, Defendant EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Eureka NewGen 

Farms. 

22. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Provision. 
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23. Upon information and belief, Defendant GREENMART OF NEVADA LLC is a 

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Health for Life. 

24. Upon information and belief, Defendant HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 

CENTER, INC. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious names Cannacare, 

Green Heaven Nursery, and/or Helping Hands Wellness Center. 

25. Upon information and belief, Defendant LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Zenleaf, Siena, 

Encore Cannabis, Bentley Blunts, Einstein Extracts, Encore Company, and/or Siena Cannabis. 

26. Upon information and belief, Defendant NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names The Source 

and/or The Source Dispensary. 

27. Upon information and belief, Defendant POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C. 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name Polaris MMJ. 

28. Upon information and belief, Defendant PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC 

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious names Green Heart 

and/or Pure Tonic. 

29. Upon information and belief, Defendant TRNVP098 LLC is a Nevada limited 

liability company doing business under the fictitious names Grassroots and/or Taproot Labs. 

30. Upon information and belief, Defendant WELLNESS CONNECTION OF 

NEVADA LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious name 

Cultivate Dispensary 

31. The true names and capacities, whether individual, corporate, association or 

otherwise of Doe Plaintiffs I through X, Roe Entity Plaintiffs I through X; Doe Defendants I 

through X; and Roe Entity Defendants I through X, inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiffs at 

this time, who therefore sue said Defendants by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs are informed 

and believe, and thereupon allege, that each of the Defendants designated herein as Doe 

and/or Roe Entities is responsible in some manner for the events and occurrences herein 

referred to, and in some manner caused the injuries and damages to Plaintiffs alleged herein. 
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And Plaintiffs will ask leave of the Court to amend this Complaint to insert the true names 

and capacities of all Doe and/or Roe Entity Plaintiffs and Defendants when the same have 

been ascertained by Plaintiffs, together with the appropriate charging allegations, and to join 

such parties in this action. 

32. Both jurisdiction and venue with respect to this action properly lie in this Court 

pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 13.040. 

II. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

33. The Nevada State Legislature passed a number of bills during the 2017 

legislative session that affected the licensing, regulation, and operation of recreational marijuana 

establishments in the state of Nevada. One of those bills, Assembly Bill 422, transferred 

responsibility for the registration, licensing, and regulation of marijuana establishments from the 

State of Nevada's Division of Public and Behavioral Health to the Department of Taxation. 

34. This legislation was added to the voters’ approval at the 2016 General Election of 

2016 initiative petition, Ballot Question No. 2; is known as the “Regulation and Taxation of 

Marijuana Act”; and is codified at NRS 453D.010, et seq.Nevada Revised Statutes (“NRS”) 

pursuant to  

35. NRS 453D.020 (Findings and declarations) provides: 

      “1.  In the interest of public health and public safety, and in 
order to better focus state and local law enforcement resources on 
crimes involving violence and personal property, the People of the 
State of Nevada find and declare that the use of marijuana should 
be legal for persons 21 years of age or older, and its cultivation and 
sale should be regulated similar to other legal businesses. 
      2.  The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the 
cultivation and sale of marijuana should be taken from the domain 
of criminals and be regulated under a controlled system, where 
businesses will be taxed and the revenue will be dedicated to 
public education and the enforcement of the regulations of this 
chapter. 
      3.  The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana 
should be regulated in a manner similar to alcohol so that: 
      (a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is 
licensed by the State of Nevada; 
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      (b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of 
Nevada to confirm that the business owners and the business 
location are suitable to produce or sell marijuana; 
      (c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and 
selling marijuana will be strictly controlled through state licensing 
and regulation; 
      (d) Selling or giving marijuana to persons under 21 years of 
age shall remain illegal; 
      (e) Individuals will have to be 21 years of age or older to 
purchase marijuana; 
      (f) Driving under the influence of marijuana will remain 
illegal; and  
      (g) Marijuana sold in the State will be tested and labeled.” 

36. NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of  

marijuana establishments; information about consumers) provides:     

“1.  Not later than January 1, 2018, the Department shall adopt all 
regulations necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of 
this chapter. The regulations must not prohibit the operation of 
marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations 
that make their operation unreasonably impracticable. The 
regulations shall include: 
      (a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and 
revocation of a license to operate a marijuana establishment; 
      (b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and 
demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana 
establishment; 
…. 
2.  The Department shall approve or deny applications for 
licenses pursuant to NRS 453D.210” (emphasis added). 

37. NRS 453D.210 (Acceptance of applications for licensing; priority in licensing; 

conditions for approval of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail marijuana 

stores; competing applications), in turn, provides, in pertinent part: 

“4.  Upon receipt of a complete marijuana establishment license 
application, the Department shall, within 90 days: 
      (a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is 
approved. 
5.  The Department shall approve a license application if: 
      (a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an 
application in compliance with regulations adopted by the 
Department and the application fee required pursuant to NRS 
453D.2; 
6.  When competing applications are submitted for a proposed 
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retail marijuana store within a single county, the Department shall
use an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding 
process to determine which application or applications among 
those competing will be approved” (emphasis added).  

38. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the Department, pursuant to 

Section 80(3) of Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 

("R092-17"), the Department was responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational 

marijuana retail stores "to jurisdictions within each county and to the unincorporated area of 

the county proportionally based on the population of each jurisdiction and of the 

unincorporated area of the county.” 

39. The Department issued a notice for an application period wherein the Department 

sought applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana 

retail store licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  

40. The application period for those licenses, including thirty-one (31) licenses in 

Clark County, seven (7) licenses in Washoe County and one (1) license in Nye County, opened 

on September 7, 2018 and closed on September 20, 2018.   

41. Pursuant to Section 6.2 of the Recreational Marijuana Establishment License 

Application (“the Application”) issued by the Department, as enabled under the above-quoted 

provisions of NRS 453D.210, if the Department received more than one application for a license 

for a recreational marijuana retail store and the Department determined that more than one of the 

applications was complete and in compliance with R092-17, Sec. 78 and NRS 453D, the Department 

was required to rank the applications within each applicable locality for any applicants in a 

jurisdiction that limits the number of retail marijuana stores in order from first to last, with ranking 

being based on compliance with the provisions of R092-17 Sec. 80, NRS 453D and on the content of 

the applications relating to the following specifically-enumerated and objective published criteria: 

a. Operating experience of another kind of business by the owners, officers or board 
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members that has given them experience which is applicable to the operation of a 

marijuana establishment. 

b. Diversity of the owners, officers or board members. 

c. Evidence of the amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions. 

d. Educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members. 

e. The applicant’s plan for care, quality and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to 

sale. 

f. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and illiquid. 

g. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ. 

h. Direct experience of the owners, officers, or board members of a medical 

marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment in this State. 

42. However, no numerical scoring values are assigned to any of the foregoing 

criteria enumerated in the Application. 

43. Moreover, Section 6.3 of the Application further provides that “[a]pplications that 

have not demonstrated a sufficient response related to the criteria set forth above will not have 

additional [unspecified, unpublished] criteria considered in determining whether to issue a 

license and will not move forward in the application process” (emphasis added). 

44. Thus, by necessary implication, conversely, Section 6.3 of the Application  

textually subjects an Application which has in fact demonstrated a “sufficient” response related 

to the specific, published criteria set forth above to “additional [unspecified, unpublished] 

criteria,” consideration of which by the Department will determine whether or not a license is 

issued and whether or not a license Application will “move forward in the application process, 

notwithstanding the textual requirement of NRS 453 D. 200.1(b) that the Department shall adopt 

only regulations that prescribe “[q]ualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably 

related to the operation of a marijuana establishment” (emphasis added).   

45. No later than December 5, 2018, the Department was responsible for issuing 

conditional licenses to those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to 

be awarded one of the allocated licenses in accordance with the impartial numerically scored 
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competitive bidding process mandated by NRS 453D.210.  

46. The Department allocated ten (10) licenses for unincorporated Clark County, 

Nevada; ten (10) licenses for Las Vegas, Nevada; six (6) licenses for Henderson, Nevada; five (5) 

licenses for North Las Vegas, Nevada; six (6) licenses for Reno, Nevada; one (1) license for Sparks, 

Nevada; and one (1) license for Nye County, Nevada. 

47. Plaintiffs, each of whom were already operating licensed recreational retail 

marijuana stores and possessed a share of the retail recreational marijuana market in their 

jurisdictions at the time, submitted Applications for licenses to own and operate additional 

recreational marijuana retail stores and thereby to retain their market share in a highly 

competitive industry,  in compliance with the specified, published requirements of Department 

regulations together with the required application fee in accordance with NRS 453D.210. 

48. Plaintiffs have been informed by the Department that all of their Applications to 

operate recreational marijuana retail stores were denied. 

49. In each instance, Plaintiffs were informed by letter from the Department stating 

that a license was not granted to the applicant “because it did not achieve a score high enough to 

receive an available license.” 

50. On information and belief, Plaintiffs allege that the Department’s denial of their 

license applications was not properly based upon actual implementation of the impartial and 

numerically scored competitive bidding process mandated by NRS 453D.210, but rather, was in 

fact based upon the arbitrary and capricious exercise of administrative partiality and favoritism. 

51. On information and belief, Plaintiffs allege conversely that that the Department 

improperly granted licenses to other competing applicants, likewise without actual 

implementation of the impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process mandated 

by NRS 453D.210, but rather, based upon the arbitrary and capricious exercise of administrative 

partiality and favoritism. 

52.  On information and belief, Plaintiffs allege that the Department of Taxation has 

unlawfully, and in a manner resulting in a deprivation of the legal protections to which the 

Plaintiffs are entitled: 
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A. granted more than one conditional recreational marijuana store license per 

jurisdiction to certain favored applicants, owners, or ownership groups in violation of the 

administration of an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process; 

B. granted conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from information not made 

available to all applicants, but rather conveyed to these favored applicants or their attorneys or 

agents, by Department of Taxation personnel themselves in a manner designed to give these 

favored applicants an advantage in the scoring process over other applicants in obtaining a 

license or licenses to purportedly be awarded pursuant thereto, and thereby destroying the 

mandated impartiality of the competitive bidding process;  

C. granted conditional licenses to applicants who were known by the Department of 

Taxation to have violated the criminal laws of the State of Nevada by having sold marijuana to 

minors and nonetheless, at the behest of these applicants, their attorneys and/or agents made the 

supervisory Department of Taxation personnel in charge of the licensing process, and at said 

supervisory personnel’s direction, had that information deliberately suppressed from law 

enforcement, removed from the administrative files and eliminated from the collection of 

information made available to and forming the base of knowledge of those scoring the 

Applications, an express component of which was to evaluate the prior compliance record of 

applicants who were already operating licensed retail recreational marijuana establishments;  

D. granted conditional licenses to applicants who, after receiving information not 

available to all applicants, failed to disclose the true addresses of the locations at which they 

proposed to open a retail recreational marijuana store, the Department of Taxation thereby totally 

abdicating the requirement that the Application be impartially numerically scored with regard to 

the impact that it was likely to have on the community in which it would operate; 

E.  granted conditional licenses to applicants who failed to disclose each of their owners, 

the Department of Taxation thereby totally abdicating the requirement of a background check 

into their historical behavior and associations and ignoring the mandate that retail sales of 

marijuana be removed from the criminal element in society; 

F. granted conditional licenses to applicants who impermissibly amended Applications 
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after they were purportedly “complete and in compliance” when submitted;  

G. granted conditional licenses to applicants without investigating discrepancies between 

the owners, officers and directors listed on the application where they were different from those 

officially listed with the Nevada Secretary of State; 

H. granting conditional licenses to applicants who benefitted from the Department of 

Taxation implementing in a manner that was partial and subject to manipulation, the awarding of 

points for diversity, resulting in the abdicating its mission to conduct an impartial numerically 

scored competitive bidding process; 

I. failed to train the temporary employees hired to performing the impartial numerically 

scored competitive bid process and/or put in place, adequately supervise and/or maintain quality 

assurance and/or quality control over the process which, in turn, rendered the grading process 

inconsistent and unfair to Plaintiffs; 

J. granted conditional licenses to applicants in direct contravention of the legislative and 

regulatory mandate to operate the impartial numerically scored competitive bidding process in a 

manner that will prevent monopolistic practices in a county with a population of 100,000 or 

more; 

K. granted conditional licenses to applicants in other unlawful manners to be further 

developed at trial. 

III. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Property) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

53. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth  herein.

54. Pursuant to the enactment of NRS 598A.030 it has become the stated policy of the 

laws of Nevada to  
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(a) Prohibit acts in restraint of trade or commerce, except where properly regulated as 

provided by law, and 

 (b) Preserve and protect the free, open and competitive nature of our market system, and  

(c) Penalize all persons engaged in such anticompetitive practices to the full extent 

allowed by law 

55. Such prohibited acts in restraint of trade or commerce include, among others,  

A. monopolization of trade or commerce in this State, including, without 

limitation, attempting to monopolize or otherwise combining or conspiring to monopolize trade 

or commerce in this State, and,  

B. consolidation, conversion, merger, acquisition of shares of stock or other 

equity interest, directly or indirectly, of another person engaged in commerce in this State or the 

acquisition of any assets of another person engaged in commerce in this State that may: 

(1) Result in the monopolization of trade or commerce in this State or would 

further any attempt to  monopolize trade or commerce in this State; or 

(2) Substantially lessen competition or be in restraint of trade. 

56. Pursuant to NRS 598A.040, the above protection of a free, open and competitive 

market system do not apply where contravened by conduct which is expressly authorized, 

regulated or approved by 

 (a) statute of this State or of the United States;  

(b) An ordinance of any city or county of this State, except for ordinances relating to 

video service providers; or  

(c) An administrative agency of this State or of the United States or of a city or county of 

this State, having jurisdiction of the subject matter. 

57. NRS 598A.210, in providing a cause of action for injunctive relief and/or 

damages, represents a recognition under Nevada law and policy that a business’s sales and the 

resulting value of its market share are a property interest entitled to protection by the courts. 

58. Such a statutorily recognized “property interest” is within the meaning and 

subject to the due process protections of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the 
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United States and Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada; and 

therefore, by definition, may not be denied arbitrarily, capriciously, corruptly or based upon 

administrative partiality or favoritism, as when present as in the instances complained of herein, 

none of those trigger the exemption set out in NRS 598A.040. 

59. Here, while acting under color of state law, the Department has effectively 

nullified and rendered illusory the legislative statutory entitlement which all applicants have to 

an impartial numerically scored competitive bidding system for licensure of applicants who 

comply with and prevail competitively in accordance with the objective and impartial standards 

and procedures prescribed by the provisions of NRS 453D.200.2 and NRS 453D.210.4-6. 

60. Plaintiffs further allege that pursuant to the implementation of the foregoing 

constitutionally-repugnant licensing process, the denial of their Applications for licensure, when 

coupled with the issuing of conditional licenses to their competitors pursuant to a constitutionally 

invalid and corrupt process infected by actual arbitrary, capricious or corrupt decision-making 

based upon administrative partiality or favoritism, has and will continue cause a diminution of 

Plaintiffs sales and market share values as a direct result of the conduct of the Department of 

Taxation issuing the conditional licenses and the business operations conducted pursuant thereto  

by the beneficiaries of that unconstitutional licensing process. 

61. Plaintiffs have therefore been and will continue to be deprived of property without 

due process under color of state law in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment to the 

Constitution of the United States and Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Constitution of the State 

of Nevada. 

62. Plaintiffs are entitled to declaratory relief with respect to the forgoing federal  

constitutional infirmities of the administrative licensing scheme pursuant to the provisions of 

Title 42, United States Code (“U.S.C.”), Section 1983 and otherwise. 

63. Plaintiffs are entitled to declaratory relief because a justiciable controversy exists 

that warrants a declaratory judgment pursuant to Nevada's Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, 

codified at NRS 30.010 to 30.160, inclusive.  

64. Plaintiffs and Defendant have adverse and/or competing interests in that the 
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Department, through its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied Plaintiffs’ Applications in 

in violation of Plaintiff's constitutional rights, Nevada law, and state policy. 

65. The Department's refusal to issue licenses to Plaintiffs affects Plaintiffs’ rights 

under NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

66. Further, the Department's improper ranking of other applicants for licensure and 

subsequent, improper issuance of licenses to such other applicants adversely affects the rights of 

Plaintiff under NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R09217, and other Nevada laws and regulations. 

67. The Department's actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable 

controversy ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiffs and the Department with respect to 

the construction, interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17, 

and Plaintiffs have been harmed, and will continue to be harmed, by the Defendants' actions 

and/or inactions. 

68. The Department's actions and/or inactions have further failed to appropriately 

address the necessary considerations and legislative intent of NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict 

monopolies.  

69.       Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The procedures employed in evaluating license Applications and granting 

conditional licenses violated Plaintiffs’ procedural and substantive due 

process rights and entitlement to equal protection of the law (as set forth infra) 

under the Nevada and United States Constitutions and, therefore, those 

conditional licenses awarded are void and unenforceable; 

b. Defendant acted arbitrarily and capriciously or in contravention of a legal duty 

and Plaintiffs are therefore entitled to a writ of mandamus; 

c. Plaintiffs are entitled to judicial review; and  

70. Plaintiffs also seek a declaration from this Court that the Department must issue 

licenses to Plaintiffs for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishment as applied for in 

that Plaintiffs’ would have been entitled to receive said licenses had the Department properly 

applied the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, and R092-17. 
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71. Plaintiffs contend that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and proper at 

this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and liabilities 

of Plaintiffs under NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and 

regulations.  

72. Plaintiffs are also entitled to injunctive relief from the foregoing federal 

constitutional violations pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise. 

73. The Department's flawed interpretation of the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 

Chapter 453D, and R092-17, and refusal to issue "conditional" licenses in accordance with the 

law constitute and cause continuing and irreparable harm to Plaintiffs, who have no adequate 

remedy at law. 

74. The purpose of this administrative refusal was and is to unreasonably interfere 

with Plaintiffs’ business and cause Plaintiffs to suffer irreparable harm.  

75. The Department will suffer no harm by following the law with respect to issuing 

the licenses in question. 

76. The Department's interpretation of NRS 453D, NAC Chapter 453D, and R092-17 

is flawed and Plaintiffs are likely to succeed on the merits in this litigation.  

77. Therefore, Plaintiffs are entitled to preliminary injunctive relief, and after a trial 

on the merits, permanent injunctive relief, ordering the Department to issue the subject licenses 

to Plaintiffs in accordance with NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17. 

78. Plaintiffs are also entitled to damages attributable to the above-identified due 

process violations pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise. 

79. As the actions of the Department have necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal 

services of Clark Hill PLLC, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also 

entitled to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit.   

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 
(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Due Process: Deprivation of Liberty) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1, 8; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

80. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

81. The fundamental constitutional right to pursue a lawful occupation constitutes a 

“liberty interest” within the meaning and subject to the due process protections of the Fourteenth 

Amendment to the Constitution of the United States and Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the 

Constitution of the State of Nevada; and therefore, by definition, may not be denied arbitrarily, 

capriciously, corruptly or based upon administrative partiality or favoritism. 

82. However, acting under color of state law, the Department has effectively nullified 

and rendered illusory the legislative statutory entitlement to licensure of applicants who comply 

with and prevail competitively in accordance with the objective and impartial standards and 

procedures prescribed by the provisions of NRS 453D.200.2 and NRS 453D.210.4-6, by 

textually subjecting an Application which in fact provides “sufficient” responses related to the 

published, enumerated and specific criteria set forth in the Application to approval pursuant to 

further, unpublished, unspecified and unascertainable “additional criteria” which are not set forth 

therein, as a silent supplemental condition of licensure, in violation of NRS 200.D.1(b) thereby 

rendering the administrative regulation governing the Application and licensing process 

susceptible to ad hoc, non-transparent, arbitrary, capricious or corrupt decision-making based 

upon administrative partiality or favoritism which cannot be discounted; thereby rendering that 

regulatory scheme unconstitutional on its face. 

83.  On information and belief, Plaintiffs further allege that the pursuant to the 

implementation of the foregoing constitutionally-repugnant licensing process, the denial of their 

Applications for licensure, were in fact affected by actual arbitrary, capricious or corrupt 

decision-making based upon administrative partiality or favoritism; and therefore, that that 

licensing process has thereby been rendered unconstitutional in its application as well. 

84.  Plaintiffs have therefore likewise been deprived of liberty without due process 
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under color of state law in violation of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States and Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada. 

85. The Constitutional infirmity of the entire licensing process renders the denial of 

Plaintiffs’ Applications for licensure void and unenforceable, and Plaintiffs are entitled to a 

declaration as to the ineffectiveness thereof and an order enjoining the enforcement of those 

license denials as well as those conditionally granted.  

86. Plaintiffs are also entitled to damages for these due process violations pursuant 

to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise.  

87. As the actions of the Department have necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal 

services of Clark Hill PLLC, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also 

entitled to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit.   

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Violation of Civil Rights) 

(Equal Protection) 

(U.S. Const., Amendment XIV; Nev. Const., Art. 1, Sec. 1; Title 42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

88. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 

89. By improperly denying Plaintiffs’ Applications for licensure under the provisions 

of NRS 453D.200.2 and NRS 453D.210.4-6 while improperly granting the Applications of other 

applicants under color of state law as set forth supra, the Department has, without justification, 

disparately treated Plaintiffs’ Applications absent rational basis, and has thereby violated 

Plaintiffs’ rights to equal protection of the law as guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment to 

the Constitution of the United States and Article 1, Section 1 of the Constitution of the State of 

Nevada. 

90. The constitutional infirmity of the entire licensing process and the resulting denial 

of equal protection renders the denial of Plaintiffs’ Applications for licensure void and 

unenforceable, and, for the reasons set forth, supra, Plaintiffs are entitled to a declaration as to 

the ineffectiveness thereof and an order enjoining the enforcement of those license denials as 

well as those conditionally granted.  
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91. Plaintiffs are also entitled to damages for these equal protection violations 

pursuant to the provisions of 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 and otherwise.  

92. As the actions of the Department have necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal 

services of Clark Hill PLLC, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also 

entitled to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit.   

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

 (Petition for Judicial Review) 

93. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth 

herein. 

94. The Department, in misinterpreting and incorrectly applying the provisions of 

NRS 453D, NAC 453D and the related Nevada laws and regulations, has exceeded its 

jurisdiction by improperly issuing licenses to applicants that do not merit licenses under the 

provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17.  

95. Plaintiffs are aggrieved by the decision of the Department to deny Plaintiffs’ 

Applications without proper notice, substantial evidence, or compliance with NRS 453D, NAC 

453D, R092-17, and other Nevada state laws or regulations.  

96. There is no provision in NRS 453D, NAC 453D, or R092-17 allowing for an 

administrative appeal of the Department's decision, and apart from injunctive relief, no plain, 

speedy, and adequate remedy for the Department's improper actions.  

97. Accordingly, Plaintiffs petition this Court for judicial review of the record on which 

the Department's denials were based, and an order providing inter alia:

a. A determination that the decision lacked substantial evidence; 

b. A determination that the denials are void ab initio for non-compliance with 

NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws or regulations; and  

c. Such other relief as is consistent with those determinations.   

98. As the actions of the Department have necessitated that Plaintiffs retain the legal 

services of Clark Hill PLLC, and incur fees and costs to bring this action, Plaintiffs are also 
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entitled to an award of attorneys' fees and costs of suit.   

FIFTH  CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Petition for Writ of Mandamus) 

99. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

100. When a governmental body fails to perform an act “that the law requires” or acts 

in an arbitrary or capricious manner, a writ of mandamus shall issue to correct the action. Nev. 

Rev. Stat. § 34.160. 

101. The Department has failed to perform various acts that the law requires including 

but not limited to: 

a. Providing proper pre-hearing notice of the denial; and  

b. Arbitrarily and capriciously denying the applications for no legitimate reason.  

102. The Department acted arbitrarily and capriciously in the denial by performing 

and/or failing to perform the acts set forth supra, and because, inter alia:

a. The Board lacked substantial evidence to deny Plaintiffs’ Applications; and 

b. The Board denied Plaintiffs’ Applications in order to approve the Applications 

of other competing applicants without regard to the merit of Plaintiffs’ 

Applications and the lack of merit of the Applications of other competing 

applicants. 

103. These violations of the Department’s legal duties were arbitrary and capricious  

actions that compel this Court to issue a Writ of Mandamus directing the Department to review 

Plaintiffs’ Applications on their merits and/or approve them. 

104. As a result of the Department’s unlawful and arbitrary and capricious actions, 

Plaintiffs have been forced to retain legal counsel to prosecute this action and is therefore also 

entitled to their damages, costs in this suit, and an award of attorneys’ fees pursuant to NRS 

34.270. 

FIFTH  CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

105. Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 
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106. A justiciable controversy exists sufficient to warrant a declaratory judgment 

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

107. Defendant Applicants received conditional recreational retail marijuana 

establishment licenses issued by the Department. 

108. Plaintiffs contend that they are entitled to the same conditional licenses, which 

contention would/could deprive Defendant Applicants of their conditional licenses. 

109. Plaintiffs request a declaratory judgment to determine their rights, status, or other 

legal relations under the applicable statutes and regulations with respect to this dispute brought 

by Plaintiffs.  A declaratory judgment will eliminate any dispute over the conditional recreational 

marijuana establishment licenses issued by the Department. 

110. Plaintiffs have been forced to retain legal counsel to prosecute this action and is 

therefore also entitled to their damages, costs in this suit, and an award of attorneys’ fees. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFFS pray for relief as follows: 

1. For declaratory relief as set forth above; 

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the enforcement of the 

denial of their Applications for licensure; 

3. For judicial review of the record and history on which the denial of those 

Applications was based; 

4.  For the issuance of a writ of mandamus;  

5. For compensatory and special damages as set forth herein; 

6.  For attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and  

7. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.  

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Trial by jury is hereby demanded on all claims and issues so triable. 

DATED this 26th  day of November, 2019. 

CLARK HILL PLC 

  /s/ Dominic P. Gentile              _ 
DOMINIC P. GENTILE 
Nevada Bar No. 1923 
Email:  dgentile@clarkhill.com
ROSS MILLER 
Nevada Bar No. 8190 
Email: rmiller@clarkhill.com
JOHN A. HUNT 
Nevada Bar No. 1888 
Email: dhunt@clarkhill.com
VINCENT SAVARESE III 
Nevada Bar No. 2467 
Email:  vsavarese@clarkhill.com
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 500 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Tel:  (702) 862-8300 
Fax: (702) 862-8400 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, an employee of Clark Hill PLLC, hereby certifies that on the 26th day of 

November, 2019, I caused a copy of the foregoing SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT by electronic 

service in accordance with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s 

Odyssey E-File & Serve system. 

/s/ Tanya Bain 
An Employee of Clark Hill 
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Brody R. Wight (NV Bar #13615) 
KOCH & SCOW LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Telephone:  702.318.5040 
Facsimile:  702.318.5039 
dkoch@kochscow.com 
sscow@kochscow.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor/Counterclaimant 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
IN RE D.O.T. LITIGATION 
 

CASE NO.: A-19-787004-B (Lead Case) 
A-18-785818-W (Sub Case) 
A-18-786357-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-786962-B (Sub Case) 
A-19-787035-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-787540-W (Sub Case) 
A-19-787726-C (Sub Case) 
A-19-801416-B (Sub Case)  

 
DEPT. 11 

 
 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO 
“TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 
 
HEARING DATE:  DEC. 9, 2019 
 

 

Defendant-Intervenor and Counterclaimant Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 

(“NOR”) hereby replies in support of its amended application for the issuance of a writ 

of mandamus pursuant to NRS 34.160 to compel the State of Nevada, Department of  
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Taxation (the “Department”) to move NOR into the Department-created “Tier 2” of 

successful applicants for recreational marijuana licenses. 

A. A Writ of Mandamus Is Necessary as the Department Has Unjustifiably “Flip-

Flopped” Regarding the Disclosure of NOR’s Ownership 

In its opposition to NOR’s amended application for writ of mandamus, the 

Department argues that mandamus is not proper because the Department has never 

“flip-flopped” on its position regarding NOR’s ownership disclosures—but that is 

exactly what the Department has done by placing NOR in Tier 3, and that is exactly why 

a writ of mandamus is proper here. In 2018, NOR expressly asked the Department how 

it should disclose and list its proposed ownership. The Department told NOR how to 

disclose its ownership and, NOR disclosed its ownership in line with the Department’s 

instructions. The Department approved the ownership in its letter approving NOR’s 

transfer of ownership, and this same list of ownership was carried over to the 

applications NOR submitted.   

But when this Court asked the Department for a list of all applicants that 

complied with NRS 453D.200(6), the Department turned around and unjustifiably stated 

that it now had unspecified “questions” regarding NOR’s ownership. This change in 

position could not be called anything other than a “flip-flop” and is an arbitrary and 

capricious action that has harmed NOR in the extreme.  The principles of law and equity 

laid out in NOR’s amended application justify a writ of mandamus to prevent the 

Department from changing its position without justification.  

In its Opposition, the Department contends that it had justification to change its 

position due to this Court’s ruling regarding the 5% rule found in NAC 453D.255(1). This 

argument misses the key point of NOR’s amended application, which is that the 5% rule 

never played any role in the Department’s original approval of NOR’s ownership—

because all owners, even less-than-5% owners were listed. This Court’s ruling on the 

5% rule should not have affected the Department’s position regarding NOR’s ownership 

disclosure in any way.  NOR cannot stress this point enough, as it seems to have been 
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lost in the confusion surrounding other aspects of the licensing litigation.  

NOR clearly listed 100% of its ownership in its applications by listing every last 

one of NOR’s members. The shareholders of one of the parent companies of one of its 

owners were not listed, as they were not required to be, and this never had anything to 

do with the 5% rule. Shareholders of a parent company were not listed, because neither 

NOR nor the Department considered those shareholders to be “owners” of NOR in the 

first place. Those shareholders were not members of NOR and had no direct interest in 

NOR, so the Department did not believe those shareholders should be listed.  

This Court’s preliminary injunction order did not comment on the Department’s 

definition of “owner,” nor has this Court ever defined “owner” for purposes of listing 

ownership in the applications.  Nor has the Court challenged or struck down any 

definition of “owner” that the Department applied in accepting applications. As such, 

the Department had no justifiable reason to suddenly change its position regarding the 

definition of owner and NOR’s disclosure, and the change in the email to this Court 

placing NOR in Tier 3 was, therefore, arbitrary and capricious. 

B. NOR Has No Other Adequate Remedy at Law  

NOR has appealed this Court’s preliminary injunction order, but that appeal 

addresses whether this Court correctly found that the Plaintiffs in these cases are likely 

to succeed on the merits of their claims and whether they would have suffered 

irreparable harm without the injunction. The Department’s subsequent decision 

regarding Tiers is not part of this Court’s direct order and is not the subject of the appeal.  

The central question presented to this Court in NOR’s amended application—whether 

the Department improperly changed position regarding NOR’s ownership disclosure—

has not been before this Court until NOR filed its amended application.  There is no way 

to remedy the Department’s capricious change in policy except through a writ of 

mandamus. Therefore, the writ is properly before the Court. 
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C. Conclusion 

A writ of mandamus is necessary and appropriate to compel the Department to 

comply with the statute and confirm that NOR did list each owner of NOR in its 

application.  The Department must be compelled to move NOR into “Tier 2” of 

applicants so it may move forward with opening its stores under its conditional licenses.   
 
 
DATED: December 6, 2019    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch, Esq. 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor, 
Counterclaimant  
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, MONDAY, DECEMBER 9, 2019, 10:07 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  If I could go to D.O.T.

4 You know, I don't get to do writs of mandamus very

5 often, so thank you for giving me the opportunity to do a writ

6 of mandamus.

7 MR. KOCH:  You're welcome.  More than happy to

8 provide the opportunity [inaudible].

9           THE COURT:  I know your friend Mr. Shevorski doesn't

10 want to sit too close to you today, but, you know.

11 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I'm happy either way.

12           THE COURT:  His brief was really short.  I got your

13 reply, and I read it.  Are you ready?

14 MR. BICE:  Apologizes, Your Honor.

15           THE COURT:  It's okay.  Do lots of other business

16 while you're here.

17 MR. KOCH:  Your Honor, the issue here is the listing

18 of owners on the application.  And, as we indicated, Nevada

19 Organic Remedies listed every owner of the applicant in its

20 application.  NOR is an LLC.  LLC owners are members, and

21 every member was listed.

22 The Court's ruling at the preliminary injunction was

23 focused on the 5 percent rule.  And the 5 percent rule did not

24 have any bearing on parties that were listed in NOR's

25 application.  In fact, NOR listed every owner of a membership

3
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1 interest down to the .1 percent number that was listed.  And

2 so even if NOR were listing its members again today even after

3 the preliminary injunction rule, the only owners that could be

4 listed were owners of membership interest in the applicant,

5 which were listed at the time and are continued to be listed

6 in the Department's own registry which was provided both prior

7 to the application and continues to be listed today.

8 In response to this the Department has stated that

9 it could not determine whether there were shareholders -- I

10 think it's important -- who owned a membership interest in the

11 applicant at the time the application was submitted.  And

12 after this Court issued its ruling with respect to the tiers,

13 the Court directed the parties to take up any issues with the

14 Department.  In fact we've done that to answer any questions

15 it may have, to remind the Department that it, prior to our

16 application being submitted, approved the ownership list that

17 specifically listed all owners, all members of the LLC down to

18 the .1 percent number that was listed there.  The Department

19 approved that, said, that's how you should list it, and we

20 provided it in that way.

21 And so we have directed our issues to the

22 Department.  We've met with the Department, talked with them,

23 we have explained any issues, and they have not provided any

24 response to say, here's what you did that was incorrect,

25 here's what you did that was wrong in any way.  Instead, they

4
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1 simply said, thanks, and kind of shrugged their shoulders and

2 went on and said, we're not doing anything else.

3 And that's why we've come to this Court for a writ

4 of mandamus, because under that statute we're permitted to

5 come to this Court and ask to compel the State to take action. 

6 Because the statute that the Court has relied upon, NRS

7 453D.200(6), it's not directed to applicants, it's directed to

8 the Department to conduct background checks of each owner or

9 member and officer.  And we have provided the information to

10 allow the Department to do that.  If the Department has

11 elected not to do that, that's on the Department, and the

12 Department needs to complete that.

13 What we seem to be stuck with here is the Court has

14 applied a very literal interpretation of that section.  When

15 it says "each owner" the Court has said, that means each owner

16 and the Department can't say less than 5 percent owners.  And

17 in finding that literal interpretation the Department now

18 says, well, okay, that may be the literal interpretation but

19 we're going to interpret it a different way to say, if you

20 have an LLC that is one of the owners we have something else

21 that we're going to impose that's beyond the statute that is

22 not a literal interpretation of that statute.

23 We've provided what the Court would state under the

24 literal interpretation of the statute of "each owner."  The

25 Department has been provided this information, and it is under

5
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1 a duty to act.  And under 453D.210(5) it must approve

2 applications if the information is provided and if the

3 applicant scores sufficient to be able to obtain a conditional

4 license.

5 And at this point in time we have asked the

6 Department to confirm in fact exactly what it did previously

7 to approve our ownership structure, and it simply won't take

8 any action.  It won't tell us what why what we did was wrong. 

9 The client says, what should have done; and I can't tell them

10 anything other than what they did, because what they listed

11 was what the statute requires.

12 And for that reason we ask the Court to issue a writ

13 of mandamus to compel the Department to confirm that each

14 owner was listed, each owner of a membership interest, and the

15 Department now must move Nevada Organic Remedies to Tier 2 to

16 allow it to move forward to complete opening or least obtain

17 final inspections.  The Department can still conduct

18 background checks, do what it needs to do under the statute;

19 but at this point in time we've done everything we can do, and

20 we ask the Court to compel the State to complete its

21 [inaudible].

22           THE COURT:  Thank you.

23 Mr. Shevorski.

24 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

25 I think the motion is procedurally inappropriate,
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1 the petition, Your Honor.  There's a pending appeal on this

2 issue that would resolve if that's an adequate remedy at law. 

3 It's been asked for expedited treatment, and therefore we

4 think a petition for writ of mandamus would be inappropriate

5 in this matter.

6 Secondarily, obviously the Department believes that

7 its regulation was a fair interpretation of the initiative and

8 come within it, but Your Honor disagreed in findings of fact

9 and conclusions of law.  We don't want NOR in Tier 2, but

10 being faithful to Your Honor's order and responding to the

11 question we thought that was the appropriate thing to do, and

12 we don't believe that mandamus is appropriate to compel a

13 different interpretation from the Department.

14 Unless Your Honor has any questions, we'd submit.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you.  No.

16 Anyone else want to speak in opposition to the

17 petition for writ?

18 MR. KEMP:  Yes, Your Honor, just briefly on the

19 facts.  If you recall, what happened here is on 9/4 there was

20 a sale of the limited partnership -- or the limited membership

21 interest.  We produced two publicly filed documents at the

22 hearing that established that the sale date was 9/4.  And Mr.

23 Jolley confirmed that after we confronted him with it.  The

24 app wasn't filed until eight days later, on September 12th. 

25 In the app in the ownership section they did not list all the

7
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1 board members of Xanthic, which was one of the entities that

2 purchased the ownership interest; they did not list the two

3 majority shareholders; they kept listing m Mr. Byrne and Mr.

4 Jolley, which was not accurate, because they'd sold their

5 interests.  And so that was the problem with the application.

6 Mr. Koch, like he did at the hearing, repeatedly

7 says, well, we provided the information, it was on the

8 application.  It was not on the list of owners, officers, and

9 directors, where it should be.  He has referenced their chart

10 that was attached [inaudible] application, say, oh, well,

11 look, they should have read the chart and figured it out.  So

12 they didn't list their owners, officers, and directors

13 properly.  And the reason it became important is they got a

14 better diversity score than they would have gotten if they had

15 listed all the board members of Xanthic were all white males. 

16 And that's why it was important.

17 So that based upon those facts, Your Honor, the

18 Department's position was appropriate.  And basically this is

19 a request for rehearing.  We oppose it, Your Honor.

20           THE COURT:  Thank you.

21 Mr. Koch.

22 MR. KOCH:  The appeal is not a remedy.  Even if

23 the appeal were to find that the 5 percent rule is valid,

24 what the Department has done here, again, is not affected by

25 the 5 percent rule, because all of the owners were listed,

8
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1 even below the 5 percent.

2 With respect to Mr. Kemp's argument on the listing,

3 that was provided.  It's listed in Exhibit 4 on our amended

4 petition as the listing that the Department has, which has

5 both GGB Nevada LLC listed as an owner, has Xanthic listed as

6 an affiliated entity which includes a parent company, and the

7 board members of that entity, contrary to Mr. Kemp's

8 representation, are included and listed there as part of that

9 application.

10 And the chart that is here for anything other than

11 to say that this is not a complete listing and the Department

12 could have gone further is misstatement of the facts, and

13 we've done everything that we can.  Therefore we ask the Court

14 to issue the mandamus.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you.

16 I'm going to deny the petition because procedurally

17 it is inappropriate here.  There is another avenue for the

18 relief.  The appeal of the injunction is already pending

19 before the Nevada Supreme Court, and that is an adequate

20 remedy for the parties.

21 Have you received any word on your request for

22 expedited handling to the Nevada Supreme Court?

23 MR. KOCH:  We have not.

24           THE COURT:  And how long has --

25 MR. KOCH:  Were waiting for expedited response to

9
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1 our request that was filed --

2           THE COURT:  And when did you make your request for

3 expedited relief?

4 MR. KOCH:  A month ago.

5           THE COURT:  Yeah.  Usually they'll have given it to

6 you by now if they were going to.

7 MR. KOCH:  Well, they had asked -- I think there are

8 document statements in certain of the cases that still need to

9 be filed.  I think those are all those taken care of now.

10 MS. SHELL:  And also there was -- the court issued

11 an order to show cause that we have to address that's due I

12 want to say right before Christmas, I believe the 22nd.

13           THE COURT:  Oh.  So you do have some other things

14 that may have caused not them to address it yet.

15 MS. SHELL:  I think there are some other -- there's

16 some other things going on in the background.

17           THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Shevorski, if you would do a

18 procedural order that says there is another adequate remedy.

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

20           THE COURT:  Thank you.

21 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you.

22 THE PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 10:17 A.M.

23 * * * * *

24

25

10
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CERTIFICATION

I CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A CORRECT TRANSCRIPT FROM THE
AUDIO-VISUAL RECORDING OF THE PROCEEDINGS IN THE ABOVE-
ENTITLED MATTER.

AFFIRMATION

I AFFIRM THAT THIS TRANSCRIPT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE SOCIAL
SECURITY OR TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER OF ANY PERSON OR ENTITY.

FLORENCE HOYT
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

     12/10/19
                                                    
FLORENCE HOYT, TRANSCRIBER   DATE
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DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
       ) Case No.   19 A 787004 B 
       ) Consolidated with  A-785818 
       )    A-786357 
 In Re: D.O.T. Litigation,   )    A-786962 
       )    A-787035 
       )    A-787540 
       )    A-787726 
       )    A-801416 
       ) Dept. No.  XI 
       ) 
       ) HEARING REQUESTED 
       ) 
       ) 
 

LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

 

 Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure (“NRCP”) 12(b)(5), Lone Mountain Partners, 

LLC (“Lone Mountain”), by and through counsel, hereby moves to dismiss the Second Amended 

Complaint (the “SAC”) filed November 26, 2019 by Plaintiffs Serenity Wellness Center, LLC, 

TGIG, LLC, Nuleaf Incline Dispensary, LLC, Nevada Holistic Medicine, LLC, Tryke Companies 

SO NV, LLC, Tryke Companies Reno, LLC, GBS Nevada Partners, LLC, Fidelis Holdings, LLC, 

Gravitas Nevada, Ltd, Nevada Pure, LLC, Medifarm, LLC, and Medifarm IV, LLC (collectively 

“Serenity” or “Plaintiffs”). 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
12/10/2019 2:59 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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This Motion is made and based upon the Following Memorandum of Points and 

Authorities; the papers and pleadings already on file herein, including but not limited to Lone 

Mountain Partners’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Leave to File Second Amended 

Complaint, incorporated by reference as of fully set forth herein; and any argument the Court may 

permit at the hearing on this matter. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

There are numerous fundamental defects in Serenity’s SAC, including: 
 
● Serenity has no constitutionally protected rights in prospective recreational marijuana 

licenses or the potential market share arising therefrom; 
 
● Serenity’s claim for deprivation of property rights already has been properly precluded 

by the Court; 
 
● Clearly applicable law set forth by the Nevada Supreme Court in Malfitano v. County of 

Storey, 396 P.3d 815 (Nev. 2017), precludes Serenity’s due process and equal protection claims; 
 
● Serenity does not have a right to judicial review; 
 
● Judicial review and a writ of mandamus are precluded by the political question doctrine;  
 
● Serenity’s request for a writ of mandamus is an improper attempt to control discretionary 

policy decisions of the Department of Taxation; and 
 
 ● Serenity’s request for declaratory relief exceeds the Court’s authority. 
 
Thus, for the reasons set forth below, the SAC should be dismissed in its entirety pursuant 

to NRCP 12(b)(5).   

II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. Legal Standard 

Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5), a complaint should be dismissed for failure to state a claim 

“if it appears beyond a doubt that [plaintiff] could prove no set of facts, which, if true, would 

entitle it to relief.”  Buzz Stew, LLC v. City of North Las Vegas, 124 Nev. 224, 228, 181 P.3d 

670, 672 (Nev. 2008).  The pleadings must be liberally construed, and all factual allegations in 

the complaint accepted as true.  Blackjack Bonding v. City of Las Vegas Municipal Court, 116 

Nev. 1213, 1217, 14 P.3d 1275, 1278 (Nev. 2000).  Nevertheless, Serenity’s allegations must be 

legally sufficient to constitute the elements of the claim asserted.  Munda v. Summerlin Life & 
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Health Ins. Co., 127 Nev. 918, 923, 267 P.3d 771, 774 (2011).  Dismissal is required where it 

appears beyond a doubt the plaintiff could prove no set of facts entitling him to relief.  Id. 

As set forth below, each of Serenity’s claims must be dismissed for failure to state legally 

cognizable claims. 

B. Denial of Serenity’s License Applications Was Not a Civil Rights Violation.   

1. The First Claim and Third Claims for Relief of the SAC re-package 
constitutional claims for which summary judgment already has been 
granted against Plaintiffs, and which still fail as a matter of law. 

The First Claim for Relief (Due Process: Deprivation of Property) and Third Claim for 

Relief (Equal Protection) are premised upon the alleged deprivation of a purported constitutional 

property right to a protected market share through the denial of Serenity’s recreational marijuana 

license applications.  See SAC at ¶¶ 57-58.   These claims are less tenable than the claims 

already rejected by the Court. 

a. The Court already foreclosed claims based upon the alleged 
deprivation of property rights.   

The Court already has addressed the legal defects in claims based upon the purported 

deprivation of property rights.  See Transcript of July 23, 2019 hearing on Motions for Summary 

Judgment (“MSJ Tr.”) on file herein;1 see also Malfitano v. County of Storey, 396 P.3d 815 

(Nev. 2017).  Indeed, the Court ruled that there is no protectible property interest in a highly-

competitive license which was never awarded to Plaintiffs, and granted summary judgment on 

Plaintiffs’ constitutional claims to the extent they were based on a property interest.   

MR. SAVARESE:  Right.  And in this situation there are more than 
one potential person entitled to receive the license, but they each 
have a statutory entitlement to that fair shot.  And if they are not 
given that fair shot, they’re denied that statutory entitlement. 

 
THE COURT:  But that’s not a property right.  That’s a different 
claim, and you’ve got three varied claims under these theories.  But 
that’s not a property right.  Fair shot at the process is not a property 
right.  

 
… 

 
1 Upon information and belief, the written order granting in part Clear River’s Motion for Summary Judgment is still 
being finalized by the parties and Court.  
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 THE COURT:  … 
 

Here the license which was applied for in and of itself is not a 
property right that confers jurisdiction upon this Court to the extent 
that the claim is for loss of a property right.  For that reason the 
Court grants the motion in part as to those portions of the first cause 
of action in the Serenity claim and the second cause of action in the 
ETW claim that are based on the loss of a property right, as opposed 
to the other alternative issues pled in that claim. … 

 
MSJ Tr., at 11:5-13; 20:15-22.  

 
Plaintiffs have attempted to sidestep the Court’s ruling by alleging the unconstitutional 

deprivation of a different purported property right.  This changes nothing, as the Court already 

clearly and correctly foreclosed claims based upon the alleged deprivation of any property rights.   

   b. Market share is not a property right. 

Even had the Court not foreclosed all property-rights claim in its prior ruling, “[m]arket 

share is neither tangible or intangible property.”  Lancaster Cmty. Hosp. v. Antelope Valley Hosp. 

Dist., 940 F.2d 397, 406 (9th Cir. 1991); see also In re ANC Rental Corp., 57 F. App'x 912, 915-

16 (3d Cir. 2003) (market share not a property right, even if at times considered a component of 

damages).  Numerous courts have held that there is no constitutionally-protected property right to 

a market share in a regulated industry, because “there is no constitutionally 

protected property right to be free from competition, to have a monopoly or oligopoly over an 

industry, or to obtain economic benefit from a license, even in industries in which governmental 

regulation had traditionally limited the amount of competition.” Long v. Liquor Control Comm'n, 

322 Mich. App. 60, 72-73, 910 N.W.2d 674, 681 (2017) (citing Illinois Transp. Trade Ass’n v. 

Chicago, 839 F.3d 594, 596 (C.A. 7, 2016) (“ ‘Property’ does not include a right to be free from 

competition.”); Joe Sanfelippo Cabs, Inc. v. Milwaukee, 839 F.3d 613, 615 (7th Cir. 

2016); Minneapolis Taxi Owners Coalition, Inc. v. Minneapolis, 572 F.3d 502, 508–509 (8th Cir. 

2009); Rogers Truck Line, Inc. v. United States, 14 Cl. Ct. 108, 115 (1987) (“[P]laintiff does not 

have a constitutionally protected freedom from competition.”); Jaffe v. United States, 220 Ct. Cl. 

666, 669, 618 F.2d 122 (1979) (order) (“[T]here is no constitutional right to be free of competition 

or to enjoy a monopoly. ... Nor are alleged anticipated profits protected by the just compensation 

clause.”) (citations omitted); Jackson Sawmill Co., Inc. v. United States, 580 F.2d 302, 307 (8th 

006072



H1
 LA

W
 G

RO
U

P 
70

1 
N

. G
re

en
 V

al
le

y 
Pa

rk
w

ay
, S

ui
te

 2
00

 
He

nd
er

so
n,

 N
ev

ad
a 

89
07

4 
Te

l: 
 7

02
-6

08
-3

72
0 

   
 F

ax
:  

70
2-

60
8-

37
59

 

 
 

5 
 

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 

Cir. 1978); Miadeco Corp. v. Miami-Dade Co., 249 F.Supp.3d 1296 (S.D. Fla. 2017); Mich. Soft 

Drink Ass’n, 206 Mich. App. at 405, 522 N.W.2d 643 (“[T]here is no property right to potential or 

future profits.”) (quotation marks and citation omitted)). “These cases persuasively reason that 

collateral interests of ownership are not property protected by the constitution.”  Id. (citing 

Minneapolis Taxi Owners Coalition, Inc., 572 F.3d at 509). 

As one court noted, “While plaintiff’s market share may have been adversely affected by 

the [government agency’s] decision, plaintiff’s interest in such share is certainly not akin to the 

types of property interests entitled to due process protections.  No rule or law forever entitles 

plaintiff to such share.” Cathedral Rock of Granite City, Inc. v. Illinois Health Facilities Planning 

Bd., 308 Ill. App. 3d 529, 540, 720 N.E.2d 1113, 1121 (1999). 

c. Neither the Nevada Constitution nor NRS Chapter 598A 
provide Plaintiffs with a cause of action for the denial of their 
license applications. 

 
In addition to the foregoing, a share in the recreational marijuana market, which only can 

arise from the granting of a license in the first instance, is not a protectible property right under 

Article 1, Sections 1 and 8 of the Nevada Constitution, as alleged in the SAC.  Tacitly admitting 

there is no property right in a market share under the Nevada Constitution, Plaintiffs fall back on 

NRS Chapter 598A (even though Plaintiffs have not brought a claim under this chapter) 

precluding unfair trade practices.  See SAC at ¶¶ 54-55.  The unfair trade practices statute, 

however, does not create a property right in a market share; rather, it simply identifies actionable 

anti-competitive practices.  See id. And noticeably absent from the list of precluded anti-

competitive practices is the denial of a privileged license application by a government agency, 

because government agencies are expressly exempted.  See NRS 598.040.  Thus, Plaintiffs 

cannot bootstrap a claim of deprivation of property rights through NRS Chapter 598. 

d. The Department of Taxation does not grant or guarantee a 
market share.  

Serenity’s claims and allegations defy not just the applicable law, but also basic common 

sense.  Any business’s market share is based on innumerable factors, including but not limited to 

customer base, quality of product, marketing efforts, in addition to the customer base, quality of 
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product, and marketing of each and every of the company’s competitors, all items over which the 

Department of Taxation has no direct control.  The Department of Taxation’s only control over 

“market share” consists of the Department’s determination as to which applicants the 

Department awards retail marijuana licenses. The State of Nevada and the Department of 

Taxation are simply not in the business of issuing “market shares,” and therefore did not and 

could unconstitutionally deprive Plaintiffs of the same.   

e. Plaintiffs’ Due Process and Equal Protection claims are barred 
by Malfitano. 

Additionally, the First and Third Claims for Relief of the SAC unequivocally are barred by 

the 2017 Nevada case Malfitano v. County of Storey, 396 P.3d 815 (Nev. 2017).2  In Malfitano, 

the plaintiff had applied for business and liquor licenses with Storey County, Nevada.  Id. at 816-

17.  The county liquor board denied the applications, concluding that Malfitano had failed to 

demonstrate proof of financial standing.  Id. at 817.  Malfitano filed a petition for writ of mandamus 

arguing that the liquor board acted arbitrarily and capriciously in denying his applications and 

violated his due process and equal protection rights.  Id.  

 In affirming the district court’s denial of Malfitano’s writ petition, the Nevada Supreme 

Court noted that “it is generally recognized that a licensing board has broad discretion in granting 

or refusing permits ‘where discretion relates to matters within the police regulation and where 

broad administrative discretion is necessary to protect the public health, safety, morals or general 

welfare.’”  Id. at 818 (quoting 9 Eugene McQuillin, The Law of Mun. Corps., § 26.85 93d ed. rev. 

2016)).  The Court went on to explain:  “[F]or the carrying on of a business of a character regarded 

as tending to be injurious, such as dealing in intoxicating liquor, a wide discretion may be given 

to licensing officers to grant or withhold a license without prescribing definite and uniform rules 

of action.”  Id. at 819 (quoting State ex rel. Grimes v. Bd. of Comm’rs of Las Vegas, 53 Nev. 364, 

372, 1 P.2d 570, 572 (1931) (emphasis removed)).  

 Of particular relevance to this case, the Nevada Supreme Court held that Malfitano’s due 

 
2 Notably, the State argued that Plaintiffs’ claims were subject to dismissal under Malfitano in its motion to dismiss.  
It is telling that Plaintiffs failed to address Malfitano in their opposition to same.   
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process and equal protection rights were not violated in the denial of his liquor licenses because 

he had no property right in discretionary licenses that he had not yet obtained.  Id. at 820-21.  

The Court reasoned that because the liquor board had not revoked an existing license and the board 

had discretion in the award of licenses, “Malfitano had no property interest to which the due 

process notice requirements could apply.”  Id. at 821.  In response to his equal protection claim, 

the Court held that, even if Malfitano had been treated differently than other liquor license 

applicants, mandamus was not appropriate so long as the board had some rational basis for denying 

his application.  Id. 

 Here, just as in Malfitano, Plaintiffs have no property interest in a discretionary, and highly-

competitive license that they never held, nor do they have a property interest in the market share 

that in theory could follow from the granting of a license.  Moreover, so long as the Department 

had some rational basis for its ranking and scoring of the applications—even if there were errors 

in the process, which intervenors in no way concede—Plaintiffs’ equal protection rights were not 

violated.    

C. The Denial of Plaintiffs’ License Applications Was Not a Deprivation of 
Liberty. 

The Second Claim for Relief of the SAC is wholly premised upon the theory that “[t]he 

fundamental constitutional right to pursue a lawful occupation constitutes a ‘liberty interest.’” 

SAC at ¶ 81.  However, while certain professionals (i.e., individuals) such as physicians and 

attorneys cannot be denied the right to practice their profession without due process of law (see, 

e.g., Burleigh v. State Bar of Nevada, 98 Nev. 140, 145, 643 P.2d 1201, 1204 (1982)), the 

protections for such professionals from arbitrary discipline has no application to the case at hand.  

Plaintiffs are not already-licensed doctors or lawyers facing professional discipline; rather, they 

are business entities that were denied prospective recreational marijuana licenses.  In other 

words, Plaintiffs were not deprived of an already-existing right to continue an occupation, they 

were simply unsuccessful applicants for licenses in an activity regulated by the State.  This does 

not give rise to a claim for a deprivation of constitutional rights.  See Scott v. Vill. of Kewaskum, 

786 F.2d 338, 341 (7th Cir. 1986) (“By regulating an occupation it is empowered to extinguish, 
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Wisconsin removed ‘liberty’ interests in operating a tavern . . . the decision to deny a license 

deprived [plaintiffs] of neither ‘liberty’ nor ‘property’”).   

Furthermore, even assuming arguendo that Plaintiffs’ applications for prospective 

marijuana licenses were somehow akin to continued employment or a promotion, Plaintiffs still 

are the holders of existing licenses and they are free to continue their business operations in 

connection with said licenses.  See Board of Regents v. Roth, 408 U.S. 564, 92 S. Ct. 2701, 33 

L.Ed.2d 548 (1972); Soderback v. Siler, 610 F.2d 643, 646 (9th Cir. 1979). They also are not 

foreclosed from other lawful business activities. See Meyer v. Nebraska, 262 U.S. 390, 399, 43 

S. Ct. 625, 626, 67 L. Ed. 1042 (1923).  As such, the Second Claim for Relief of the SAC fails as 

a matter of law and should be dismissed.   

D. Plaintiffs’ Claim for Judicial Review Should Be Dismissed. 

The Fourth Claim for Relief of the SAC contains a petition for judicial review of the 

denial of Plaintiffs’ license applications.  Plaintiffs, however, do not have a right to judicial 

review and judicial review under the facts as alleged by Plaintiffs is barred by the political 

question doctrine.  As such, the claim should be dismissed pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5).    

1. Licensing Applicants Do Not Have a Right to Judicial Review. 

The Nevada Supreme Court has held in another marijuana licensing claim that “a 

disappointed applicant for a medical marijuana establishment registration certificate does not have 

a right to judicial review under the Administrative Procedures Act (“APA”) or NRS Chapter 

453A” because “the application process provided by NRS 453A.322 does not constitute a 

contested case.”  See State, Dep’t of Health and Human Servs. v. Samantha, Inc., 407 P.3d 327, 

328, 332 (Nev. 2017).  Quite simply, if a statute does not require notice and an opportunity to be 

heard regarding the licensing process, then it is not a contested case under the APA.  See Private 

Investigator’s Licensing Bd. v. Atherley, 98 Nev. 514, 515, 654 P.2d 1019, 1020 (1982).3   

 
3 In 2009, in an unpublished opinion, the Court reaffirmed Atherley and found that even when the applicant has had 
the opportunity to address the board on the licensing matter, it still does not convert into a contested case within the 
meaning of NRS 233B.032.  Wen Quin Ma v. State, 281 P.3d 1199, 2009 WL3711938 (2009) (because this is an 
unpublished decision, it is not being cited as precedent. NRAP 36). 
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Similarly, an applicant for a recreational marijuana license does not have the right to 

judicial review under either the APA or NRS Chapter 453D. 

2. The Political Question Doctrine Also Bars Serenity’s Claim for Judicial  
Review.  

Separation of powers is an “essential” feature of the American system of government.  N. 

Lake Tahoe Fire v. Washoe Cnty. Comm’rs, 129 Nev. Adv. Op. 72, 310 P.3d 583, 586 (2013).  

The political question doctrine prevents one branch of government from encroaching on the 

powers of another branch. Comm’n on Ethics v. Hardy, 125 Nev. 285, 292, 212 P.3d 1098, 1103 

(2009).  Nevada’s version of the doctrine derives from Article 3, Section 1 of the Nevada 

Constitution, which provides that “no persons charged with the exercise of powers properly 

belonging to [another branch] shall exercise any functions, appertaining to either of the others.” 

“Under the political question doctrine, controversies are precluded from judicial review 

when they ‘revolved around policy choices and value determination constitutionally committed 

for resolution to the legislative and executive branches.’”  Lake Tahoe, 310 P.3d at 587 (quoting 

16A Am. Jur. 2d Constitutional Law § 268 (2013)).  Thus, matters involving the discretionary 

actions of an executive arm of government cannot be litigated when those actions are within the 

agency or body’s authority.  Id. at 583. 

Courts must dismiss a case under the political question doctrine when the issue in question 

meets any one of these six factors, referred to as the Baker factors:  (1) “a textually demonstrable 

constitutional commitment of the issue to a coordinate political department;” (2) “a lack of 

judicially discoverable and manageable standards for resolving it;” (3) “the impossibility of 

deciding without an initial policy determination of a kind clearly for nonjudicial discretion;” 

(4) “the impossibility of a court’s undertaking the independent resolution without expressing lack 

of the respect due coordinate branches of government;” (5) “an unusual need for unquestioning 

adherence to a political decision already made;” or (6) “the potentiality of embarrassment from 

multifarious pronouncements by various departments on one question.”  Lake Tahoe Fire, 310 

P.3d at 588.  “A determination that any one of these factors has been met necessitates dismissal 
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based on the political question doctrine.”  Id. (quoting United States v. Munus-Flores, 495 U.S. 

385, 389-90, 110 S. Ct. 1964 (1990); Baker v. Carr, 369 U.S. 186, 82 S. Ct. 691 (1962)).  

The Nevada Supreme Court applied the political question doctrine to bar a legal action 

against the Washoe County Board of County Commissioners.  Lake Tahoe Fire, 310 P.3d at 588.  

There, a court ordered the Board to refund excessive property taxes to certain owners, but because 

the Board lacked sufficient funds to do so, the Board decided to withhold tax distributions normally 

made to various county taxing entities, including the North Lake Tahoe Fire Protection District 

(“FPD”).  Id.  The Court dismissed FPD’s suit against the Board, reasoning that the Board had 

administrative authority to withhold distributions from FPD as part of its discretionary authority 

to decide the precise manner in which to furnish the tax refunds based on “policy and economics.”  

Id. at 589-590.  Thus, hearing this case would require the Court to supplant the Board’s legislative 

and executive powers—fulfilling both the “impossibility of deciding without an initial policy 

determination of a kind clearly for nonjudicial discretion” and “lack of judicial discoverable and 

manageable standards” of the political question test. 

Here, just as in Lake Tahoe, the Baker factors mandate dismissal of the SAC.  The second 

Baker factor applies because there is “a lack of judicially discoverable and manageable standards 

for resolving” the issues presented in the SAC.  Specifically, this Court would have to make 

impossible determinations regarding whether the Department should have balanced policy 

considerations differently.  There is simply no manageable standard for the judiciary to second-

guess the decision-making process of the State’s executive branch.  The Nevada Legislature gave 

the Department broad discretion to effectuate the licensing scheme and it would be impossible for 

the Court to undertake resolution of Plaintiffs’ myriad and amorphous attacks on the Department’s 

various policy determinations without undermining the policy decisions of a co-equal branch of 

government.  

E. Serenity’s Claim for a Writ of Mandamus Also Should Be Dismissed. 

Through the Fifth Claim for Relief of the SAC, Plaintiffs seek a writ of mandamus and 

request that the Court substitute its judgment for that of the Department of Taxation. 

As a preliminary matter, it is well-established that courts must give deference “to an 
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agency’s reasonable interpretation of the law and facts at issue,” otherwise it stands to “usurp the 

Department’s role as well as contravene the Supreme Court’s directive” to grant such deference 

to the interpreting agency.  Malecon Tobacco, LLC v. State ex rel. Dept. of Taxn., 59 P.3d 474, 

477 n.15 (Nev. 2002); Brocas v. Mirage Hotel & Casino, 109 Nev. 579, 582, 854 P.2d 862, 865 

(1993) (“It is well recognized that this court, in reviewing an administrative agency decision, will 

not substitute its judgment of the evidence for that of the administrative agency.”).  For this 

reason alone, the Court should dismiss Serenity’s claim for a writ of mandamus. 

Moreover, as explained below, mandamus is improper in this matter.   

1. Plaintiffs Improperly Seek to Control Discretion. 
 
A writ of mandamus can issue only against officials under a “clear” and “specific” duty 

required by law.  Round Hill Gen. Imp. Dist. v. Newman, 97 Nev. 601, 603, 637 P.2d 534, 536 

(1981) (“clear”); Douglas Cty. Bd. of Cty. Comm’rs v. Pederson, 78 Nev. 106, 108, 369 P.2d 

669, 671 (1962) (“specific”).  “While Mandamus can enforce ministerial acts or duties and to 

require the exercise of discretion, it will not serve to control discretion, unless the refusal of an 

application is exercised arbitrarily or though mere caprice.”  Gragson v. Toco, 90 Nev. 131, 133, 

520 P.2d 616, 617 (1974); Kochendorfer v. Board of Co. Comm’rs, 93 Nev. 419, 566 P.2d 1131 

(1977) (mandamus not available to control exercise of discretion unless arbitrary or capricious).   

 Here, Plaintiffs request that the Court “issue a writ of mandamus directing the 

Department to review Plaintiffs’ Applications on their merits and/or approve them.”  SAC at 

¶ 103.  Reconsidering Plaintiffs license applications “on their merits and/or approv[ing] them” is 

not a ministerial act, devoid of discretion, such that it could be subject to mandamus.  Moreover, 

Plaintiffs’ request that the Department essentially be required to conduct a whole new licensing 

application process calls for an undertaking that far exceeds a purely ministerial act subject to 

mandamus.    

2. The Political Question Doctrine Also Bars Mandamus  

Mandamus cannot issue when there is a nonjusticiable political question. N. Lake Tahoe 

Fire v. Washoe Cnty. Comm’rs, 129 Nev. 682, 692, 310 P.3d 583, 590 (2013).  Here, as already 
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discussed above, the central issue in Plaintiffs’ claim is a nonjusticiable political question which 

necessitates dismissal of Plaintiffs’ claim for a writ of mandamus. 

F. Serenity’s Claim for “Declaratory Relief,” Exceeds the Scope of the Court’s 
Authority.  

The sixth and final claim of the SAC (erroneously titled the “Fifth Claim for Relief”) 

purports to seek declaratory relief, but upon closer inspection requests for more than a 

declaration or rights or status.  Rather, Plaintiffs are asking the Court to “declare” them 

recipients of conditional licenses.  See SAC at ¶ 108.  This is not the proper subject of a 

declaratory relief claim, and is beyond the Court’s authority.  See Baldonado v. Wynn Las Vegas, 

LLC, 124 Nev. 951, 965, 194 P.3d 96, 105 (2008) (“Thus, appellants sought more than a mere 

determination of their rights under a statute—they sought to void the policy altogether and to 

obtain damages.  Such issues are not appropriate for declaratory relief actions . . .”); see also 

Prudential Ins. Co. v. Ins. Comm’r, 82 Nev. 1, 4-5, 409 P.2d 248, 250 (1966) (declaratory relief 

is appropriate when a party requests a ruling on the meaning of a statute but is inappropriate 

when an agency’s discretionary decisions are required).   

III. CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, Lone Mountain respectfully requests that this Court dismiss 

Serenity’s SAC for failure to state any claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to NRCP 

12(b)(5). 

Dated this 10th day of December 2019.  H1 LAW GROUP 

 
       
Eric D. Hone, NV Bar No. 8499 
eric@h1lawgroup.com 
Joel Z. Schwarz, NV Bar No. 9181 
joel@h1lawgroup.com 
Jamie L. Zimmerman, NV Bar No. 11749 
jamie@h1lawgroup.com 
Moorea L. Katz, NV Bar No. 12007 
moorea@h1lawgroup.com 
701 N. Green Valley Parkway, Suite 200 
Henderson NV 89074 
Attorneys for Lone Mountain Partners, LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, an employee of H1 Law Group, hereby certifies that on the 10th day of 

December 2019, she caused a copy of the foregoing Lone Mountain Partners, LLC’s Motion to 

Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Second Amended Complaint to be transmitted by electronic service in 

accordance with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s 

Odyssey E-File & Serve system. 

 
 

       
Bobbye Donaldson, an employee of  
H1 LAW GROUP 
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

 A-18-785818-W; A-18-

786357-W; A-19-786962-B; 

A-19-787035-C; A-19-

787540-W; A-19-787726-C; 

A-19-801416-B 

Department 11 
 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

 

 

      Please be advised that the Application For Writ Of Mandamus To Compel State Of 

Nevada, Department Of Taxation To Move Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Into  Tier 

2  Of Successful Conditional License Applicants in the above-entitled matter is set for 

hearing as follows:  

Date:  January 13, 2020 

Time:  9:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03E 

   Regional Justice Center 

   200 Lewis Ave. 

   Las Vegas, NV 89101 

 

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the 

Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a 

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means. 

 

 STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

 

 

By: 

 

 

/s/ Joshua Raak 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on 

this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System. 

 

 

By: /s/ Joshua Raak 

Case Number: A-19-787004-B

Electronically Filed
12/13/2019 2:03 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

 

In Re: D.O.T. Litigation Case No.: A-19-787004-B 

 A-18-785818-W; A-18-

786357-W; A-19-786962-B; 

A-19-787035-C; A-19-

787540-W; A-19-787726-C; 

A-19-801416-B 

Department 11 
 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

 

 

      Please be advised that the Application For Writ Of Mandamus To Compel State Of 

Nevada, Department Of Taxation To Move Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Into  Tier 

2  Of Successful Conditional License Applicants in the above-entitled matter is set for 

hearing as follows:  

Date:  January 13, 2020 

Time:  9:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03E 

   Regional Justice Center 

   200 Lewis Ave. 

   Las Vegas, NV 89101 

 

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the 

Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a 

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means. 

 

 STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

 

 

By: 

 

 

/s/ Joshua Raak 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on 

this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System. 

 

 

By: /s/ Joshua Raak 
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Date:  January 13, 2020 

Time:  9:00 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 03E 

   Regional Justice Center 

   200 Lewis Ave. 

   Las Vegas, NV 89101 

 

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the 

Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a 

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means. 

 

 STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

 

 

By: 

 

 

/s/ Joshua Raak 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on 

this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System. 

 

 

By: /s/ Joshua Raak 
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20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 

37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 



44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 
45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 
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108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 
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ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
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CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
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REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
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thru 
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thru 
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thru 
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CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 
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CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 
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1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Steven B. Scow (NV Bar #9906) 
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Defendant-Intervenor and Counterclaimant Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 

(“NOR”) hereby applies to this Court for the issuance of a writ of mandamus pursuant 

to NRS 34.160 to compel the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the 

“Department”) to move NOR into the Department-created “Tier 2” of successful 

applicants for recreational marijuana licenses. This Application is supported by the 

following Memorandum of Points and Authorities and exhibits attached thereto, the 

Declarations of Brody R. Wight and Brandon Wiegand, the pleadings and papers on file 

herein, and any other materials this Court may wish to consider. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This lawsuit centers on the application process for obtaining licenses to operate 

recreational marijuana establishments in the State of Nevada.  NOR applied for several 

recreational marijuana licenses in September 2018, and in December 2018, the 

Department notified NOR that its applications were successful, and it was awarded 

conditional licenses to open seven establishments.  The unsuccessful applicants filed this 

and other lawsuits claiming that they should have received licenses or that the 

application process was unfair.  NOR has filed a counterclaim for declaratory relief 

seeking a determination that its conditional licenses were properly obtained and that it 

should be permitted to open its stores.   

On August 26, 2019, District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez issued a Preliminary 

Injunction and made certain determinations, including a legal finding that the 

Department’s adoption of NAC 453D.255(1)—which set a 5% threshold for ownership to 

be considered by the Department—was “arbitrary and capricious” and constituted an 

“impermissible deviation” from Ballot Question 2, the voter initiative permitting 

recreational marijuana in Nevada.  (Ex. 2.)  In connection with that Injunction, Judge 

Gonzalez asked the Department to review and confirm which successful applicants had 

listed “each prospective owner, officer, and board member” in their applications, so that 
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a background check could be performed pursuant to NRS 453D.200(6) for each owner, 

officer, and board member of the applicant.  

The Department followed Judge Gonzalez’s instruction and attempted to 

determine which applicants had in fact listed “each prospective owner, officer, and 

board member” when applications were submitted in September 2018.  In completing 

this task, the Department ultimately created three “Tiers” of successful applicants.  

These Tiers included:  

“Tier 1” – applicants who did not intervene in this litigation, and which the 

Department automatically deemed to have listed their full ownership 

without checking further. 

“Tier 2” – intervenors which the Department decided it could confirm had listed 

“each prospective owner, officer, and board member” in their 

applications.  This Tier included five of the intervenors. 

“Tier 3” – intervenors for which the Department “could not eliminate a question 

as to the completeness of their applications” with respect to the list of 

owners, officers, and board members.  Four intervenors were included in 

this tier, including NOR.   (Exhibit 1).  

 After being notified of these Tiers, Judge Gonzalez ordered that the Department 

could conduct final inspections for Tier 1 and Tier 2 applicants, thereby allowing those 

applicants to move forward to open recreational marijuana establishments using their 

conditional licenses.  But for Tier 3 applicants, Judge Gonzalez enjoined the Department 

from conducting a final inspection for these applicants until such time that the 

Department could confirm that each prospective owner, officer, and board member had 

been listed on the application.   

 NOR was one of four applicants included in Tier 3 when the Department made its 

initial review.  After this initial determination was made, NOR provided additional 

information to the Department to make it clear that NOR had in fact listed “each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member” of NOR on its applications.  The 
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Department, however, has failed to reassess its initial assignment of the Tiers, and it has 

taken the position that the mere existence of a “question” would preclude any change 

even if the law or the facts demonstrated that its initial determination was incorrect.  As 

a result, although it fully complied with the law and provided the information required 

by the statute at issue, NOR is now stuck in legal limbo, as the Department will not take 

further action to correct the initial Tier determination for NOR, and NOR cannot move 

forward to obtain a final inspection for each of its marijuana establishments as is 

necessary to open its doors.   

The Department’s designation of NOR in Tier 3 is also confounding because the 

Department has already approved NOR’s ownership structure in an application for a 

transfer of ownership that was submitted and approved prior to applications for 

recreational licenses being submitted.  By suddenly reversing course and changing its 

position on the matter without explanation after NOR has detrimentally relied on the 

Department’s own statements and approvals, the Department is acting arbitrarily and 

capriciously.   

Accordingly, NOR now applies to this Court for the issuance of a writ of 

mandamus directing the Department to move NOR into Tier 2 of the applicants. Doing 

so will allow NOR to move forward to open establishments with its approved licenses 

just as numerous other licensees with similar ownership structures have been permitted 

to do.  This relief is necessary and warranted on an expedited basis, as NOR currently 

has a deadline of December 4, 2019, to have final inspections completed for each 

establishment or otherwise its conditional licenses may be canceled.   

II. LEGAL AND FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. The Application Process  

The initiative to legalize recreational marijuana, Ballot Question 2 (“BQ2”), was 

approved by Nevada citizens in 2016.  BQ2 was enacted and codified as NRS 453D. As 

the government agency charged with the implementation of the Nevada recreational 

marijuana program pursuant to NRS 453D.200, the Department accepted and graded 
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applications for licenses to operate recreational marijuana establishments across the state 

of Nevada from applicants between September and December 2018. Because the 

Department received more applications than licenses available, the Department scored 

the applications and awarded conditional licenses to the highest-ranking applicants in 

each jurisdiction pursuant to NRS 453D.210. NOR was a successful applicant that 

received seven conditional licenses. 

After the Department announced the successful applicants for recreational 

marijuana establishment licenses in December 2018, a number of unsuccessful 

applicants, including Plaintiffs MM Development and LivFree Wellness, brought 

lawsuits against the Department claiming that the licensing process was flawed and 

requesting that they be awarded licenses even though they had not received enough 

points to merit a license. NOR and several other successful applicants intervened into 

various of the lawsuits as Defendant-Intervenors.  

B. Judge Gonzalez Grants a Preliminary Injunction on Limited Grounds 

In May 2019 Judge Gonzalez coordinated four of the licensing cases solely for the 

purpose of conducting an evidentiary hearing on motions for preliminary injunctions 

filed by the plaintiffs.  The motions for preliminary injunction contained a broad array of 

scattershot arguments attempting to prevent successful applicants from opening for 

business. The motions argued that the Department violated NRS Chapter 453D or 

violated the plaintiffs’ constitutional rights by doing everything from including diversity 

among the grading criteria to using outside contractors to grade the applications. The 

motions led to a four-month, pre-discovery evidentiary hearing where plaintiffs of the 

various lawsuits combed through every decision the Department made in attempt to 

find some problem in the process. 

At some point during the many weeks of the evidentiary hearing, the 

Department’s mandate under NRS 453D.200(6) to “conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license 
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applicant” began to be part of the discussion.  This issue was not part of any complaint 

in the various actions, nor has any party amended their complaint to add this issue.   

With respect to the requirement that the Department background check “each 

prospective owner,” in January 2018 the Department adopted a regulation in NAC 

453D.255(1) providing that the application of NRS 453D would “only apply to a person 

with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment” 

(the “5% rule”). As discussed in the preliminary injunction hearing, the 5% rule was 

already part of the medical marijuana regulatory framework (NAC 453A.302(1) already 

had the same 5% limitation), and the 5% rule was specifically requested by the industry 

and recommended by the Governor’s Task Force.  (See Ex. 3.)  Even though the 5% rule 

was not mentioned in any of the motions for preliminary injunction, Judge Gonzalez 

expressed a concern that the regulation may not comply with NRS 453D.200(6), because 

it did not require the Department to conduct a background check for “each prospective 

owner.”     

Despite the fact that none of the plaintiffs to the various lawsuits had ever 

complained about the 5% rule—not before submitting applications, not in their 

complaints, not even in their motions for preliminary injunctions—Judge Gonzalez 

found in her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law that the Department’s decision “to 

not require disclosure on the application and to not conduct background checks on 

persons owning less than 5% prior to award of a conditional license is an impermissible 

deviation from the mandatory language of…NRS 453D.200(6),” which therefore  

supported a preliminary injunction preventing the Department from conducting final 

inspections of any applicants where there was any question about complete ownership 

being listed in an application. (FFCL, ¶ 82). Judge Gonzalez granted the preliminary 

injunction on that single legal issue.   

In conjunction with her Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, Judge Gonzalez 

asked the Department to determine which successful applicants it could definitively 

confirm had listed “each prospective owner, officer, and board member” at the time they 
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filed their applications. The Department, through the Attorney General’s office, then 

sent the Court an email in response preliminarily placing all successful applicants into 

one of the three Tiers described above.  (Ex. 1.)   

Judge Gonzalez thereafter determined that the preliminary injunction would only 

prevent the Department from conducting final inspections only for those applicants that 

were designated to be in “Tier 3.”  

C. The Department Was Directed to Redesignate Applicants by Tier When 

Warranted, but It Has Failed to Do So 

The initial determination of applicant Tiers was not intended to be final.  Judge 

Gonzalez expressly stated that the Department could move applicants between Tiers, if 

warranted, after reviewing the information that the applicants had submitted to the 

Department.  Judge Gonzalez stated that she was “merely seeking to exclude applicants 

who filed applications in compliance with NRS 453d.200(6) at the time the applications 

were filed form the injunctive relief that I have granted…Any issues should be directed 

to the Department for you to resolve based upon the information that was in your 

applications at the time.”  (Ex. 4 at 56:27-57:16.)  NOR filed a “Response to the 

Department’s Statement Regarding Completeness of Applications with Reference to 

NRS 453D.200(6)” which clearly laid out the ownership structure of NOR in its 

application and once again explained that each and every owner had been listed, even 

those with less than a 5% ownership interest in NOR.  (Ex. 5.)  As explained in this 

Response, NOR did in fact list each and every owner of the applicant in its September 

2018 application.  The Department did not oppose or take any position with respect to 

this Response, but it also did not take any action to correct its earlier designation of NOR 

in Tier 3. 

NOR has subsequently corresponded with and met with the Department to 

continue to ensure that the Department had complete and accurate information 

regarding the content of NOR’s September 2018 applications.  NOR has requested on 

numerous occasions that the Department correct its erroneous determination of NOR 
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being placed in Tier 3, but as of this writing the Department has not taken any action to 

correct its miscategorization of NOR.  The Department has not made any statement 

either way as to its position on NOR’s ownership listing.  At present, it appears that the 

Department will not take any action to correct its miscategorization unless it is 

compelled to do so by this court.   

III. ARGUMENT 

A. Standard for Writ of Mandamus Relief 

Pursuant to NRS 34.160, a district court  may issue a writ of mandamus “to 

compel the performance of an act which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting 

from an office, trust or station; or to compel the admission of a party to the use and 

enjoyment of a right or office to which the party is entitled and from which the party is 

unlawfully precluded by such inferior tribunal, corporate, board or person.”                  

A writ of mandamus will issue when the respondent “has a clear, present legal duty to 

act.” Round Hill Gen. Imp. Dist. v. Newman, 637 P.2d 534, 536 (Nev. 1981).  When “factual 

issues are critical in demonstrating the propriety of a writ of mandamus, the writ should 

be sought in the district court.” Id. at 536.   

Writs of mandamus are available to compel government agencies such as the 

Department to perform “an act that the law requires as a duty or to control an arbitrary 

or capricious exercise of discretion.” Gumm ex rel. Gumm v. Nevada Dept. of Educ., 113 

P.3d 853, 856 (Nev. 2005) (holding that a writ of mandamus is the proper vehicle to 

challenge the Nevada Department of Education’s compliance with the Individuals with 

Disabilities Education Act).  In fact, the Nevada Supreme Court has recently held that 

parties may utilize mandamus to challenge agency decisions regarding marijuana 

licensing. See, State Dept. of Health and Human Services, Div. of Pub. and Behavioral Health 

Med. Marijuana Estab. Program v. Samantha Inc., 407 P.3d 327, 332 (Nev. 2017) (noting that 

the Department of Health and Human Services, the agency then tasked with issuing 

medical marijuana registration certificates, had itself acknowledged that mandamus 

may be available to challenge licensing decisions). 

005803



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 

 

 
 -9-  

 

Under the recreational marijuana statutory framework, the Department is 

required to approve a license if the requirements of the application process have been 

met.  NRS 453D.210(5) imposes a mandatory requirement that “the Department shall 

approve a license application” if the listed criteria are satisfied.  The Department may 

therefore be compelled by the issuance of a writ of mandamus to take action to move 

NOR to Tier 2 pursuant to the terms of the statute.     

B. This Court Should Compel the Department to Move NOR into Tier 2 

NOR fully complied with the requirements of NRS 453D.200(6) to provide 

complete information to allow the Department to “conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of [the] marijuana license applicant.”  

This is true even without applying the limitation of the 5% rule set forth in NAC 

453D.255(1), which Judge Gonzalez found to be improper.  While NOR believes that the 

5% limitation is a proper exercise of the Department’s discretion and a reasonable 

interpretation of the ownership requirements in the application,1 that issue can be set 

aside for purposes of this Application, as it has no bearing on NOR’s requested relief 

here.  

NOR does not understand the Department’s initial determination to include NOR 

within Tier 3.  The Department has not provided a definitive answer as to why NOR was 

placed in Tier 3.  The Department has only stated that it “could not determine whether 

there were shareholders who owned a membership interest in the applicant at the time 

the application was submitted, but who were not listed [in the application].”  (Ex. 1.)  In 

doing so, the Department has failed to follow its own interpretation of the very statute at 

issue in the Preliminary Injunction.     

In considering NRS 453D.200(6)’s requirement for the Department to conduct a 

background check of “each prospective owner, officer, or board member of a marijuana 

                                                
1 NOR and multiple additional parties have filed an Appeal of Judge Gonzalez’s Preliminary 
Injunction, as they contend Judge Gonzalez was not correct in finding the 5% limitation to be an 
“impermissible deviation” from BQ2.  Plaintiffs in this case, MM Development and LivFree, 
have also filed a Cross-Appeal of that injunction.   
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license applicant,” the terms of the statute should first be examined.  The “marijuana 

license applicant” here is NOR itself, so the Department must look to the owners of NOR 

to determine whether each owner was listed in NOR’s application.   

The statute does not provide any definition of “owner,” nor does it provide any 

method to determine the “owner” of an applicant.  If the Legislature had “indepen-

dently defined [a] word or phrase contained within a statute,” then the court “must 

apply that definition wherever the Legislature intended it to apply.…”  Knickmeyer v. 

State ex. Rel. Eighth Judicial Dist. Ct., 133 Nev. 675, 679 (2017).  But where no definition is 

provided, the court must give the words “their plainest and most ordinary meaning 

unless the Legislature clearly used them differently, or the words are used in an 

ambiguous way.”  Id.  

The term “owner” is not defined in NRS 453D, so the Court must give the word 

its plain and ordinary meaning.  NOR is a limited liability company, and NRS Chapter 

86 provides that “members” of the LLC are the “owner[s] of a member’s interest in a 

limited-liability company.”  NRS 86.081.   In accordance with this statutory construct, 

NOR’s application listed every owner of any membership interest of NOR, including 

owners with less than a 5% membership interest in the company.  The Organizational 

Chart provided in NOR’s applications lists “each owner” and provides the percentage of 

ownership of each owner at the time of the application. GGB Nevada, LLC owned 95% 

of NOR, Andrew Jolley owned 2.2%, Stephen Byrne owned 1.7%, Patrick Byrne owned 

0.5%, Harvest Dispensaries owned 0.5%, and Darren Petersen owned 0.1%. (Ex. 6).   

This same ownership structure was provided to the Department well before the 

application time period, and the Department issued a Notice of Transfer of Interest 

Approval letter clearly stating that NOR’s ownership of interest was “reviewed and 

APPROVED.” (Exhibit 7).  

Prior correspondence and discussion with the Department further demonstrates 

that the list NOR provided in its application was proper.  NOR specifically asked how to 

list its owners, officers, and board members with respect to transfer of interest forms 
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submitted to the Department, and the Department confirmed that the proposed list was 

correct.  (Ex. 8.)  Additionally, during the preliminary injunction hearing, Steve Gilbert 

confirmed that when considering “owners” of limited liability company applicants, the 

Department looked to the “members” of the LLC.2  (Ex. 9 at 84:3-15.)  

In submitting its ownership list, NOR therefore relied not only on the terms of the 

statutes and regulations but also express upon direction and approval from the 

Department.  The Department’s own correspondence indicated not only that it was 

defining the owners of NOR as NOR’s members, but also confirmed that NOR had 

disclosed its full ownership.  It is therefore improper and arbitrary and capricious for the 

Department to unfairly change its position and claim that it now has an unanswered 

“question” that precludes it from allowing NOR to move forward with its conditional 

licenses. The Department has given guidance and approval that NOR has relied upon, 

and the Department is estopped and must be required to comply with its own prior 

guidance and approval in this very matter.   

D. Subsequent Ownership of a Parent Company Is Not Relevant under the Statute 

The Department’s apparent “question” regarding NOR’s ownership arises from a 

new idea that because one of NOR’s owners, GGB Nevada, LLC, is in turn owned by a 

parent company, Xanthic Biopharma, Inc., there may be certain shareholders of Xanthic 

that were not listed as owners of NOR.  Such a construction or interpretation of an 

“owner” would directly contradict the statute itself and would also contradict the prior 

direction and approval from the Department.   

Xanthic Biopharma is specifically listed on the Department’s own register of 

owners, officers, and board members as an “affiliated entity,” because it is a parent 

company of the GGB Nevada, LLC entity. (Exhibit 10.)  This is consistent with how the 

Department handled establishments such as NOR and many other companies with 

                                                
2 The transcript of Gilbert’s testimony states that the Department looked to the statute to 
determine owners, and provided that owners are defined for each entity: “Corporations are 
officers, partnerships are partners, and    are members.”  The transcript appears to have left a 
blank space for “LLC”, but this was the statement made during the hearing and reflects the 
terms of the applicable regulation.   
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similar ownership structures, including MM Development and LivFree.  The 

Department does not list eventual parent companies of owners of the applicant as direct 

“owners” of the applicant.  There was no need to list all the eventual shareholders of a 

parent company like Xanthic, because Xanthic and its shareholders are not members of 

NOR and do not have any direct ownership of NOR.  Nothing in the application, the 

statute, or Judge Gonzalez’s Preliminary Injunction requires the Department to trace 

down every layer of ownership or require applicants to further break down ownership 

of its constituent owners.  Once NOR provided the Department with the information 

necessary to confirm ownership and to conduct a background check on each owner—

which NOR did provide—the Department had sufficient information to comply with the 

requirements of NRS 453D.200(6) whether or not the 5% rule applied. 

But apparently the Department is independently interpreting the statute beyond 

its express terms to raise a “question” as to whether any shareholders of a parent 

company would be the indirect “owners” of an applicant or legal entities, such as LLCs.  

The Department apparently has decided that if an applicant has any owner that is 

owned even in part by a company that is publicly traded, then the Department may be 

required to conduct a background check of every owner of every share of the publicly 

traded company.  This would be an absurd interpretation and is contrary to the 

Department’s previously held position.   

Such an interpretation would be in direct conflict with existing regulations 

governing medical marijuana establishments, which already have the same 5% 

ownership limitation. See NAC 453A.302.  Moreover, each applicant for recreational 

marijuana licenses in this lawsuit is already operating a medical or a recreational 

marijuana establishment (applicants for recreational licenses were required by statute to 

already have a medical marijuana license), and any concern about background checks 

for “each owner” would and could have already been addressed for existing 

establishments, as the ownership is identical for the ongoing operations of the currently 

operating and existing establishments.    
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E. NOR Is Suffering Serious Irreparable Harm as a Result of the Department’s 

Failure to Act 

Since receiving its seven conditional licenses, NOR has been working to secure 

locations, receive local permits, hire employees, obtain inventory, and prepare for the 

final inspections on those locations across all of the jurisdictions where it has obtained a 

license. (Declaration of Brandon Wiegand, ¶ 3). As of the date of this Application, NOR 

has received special permits, business licenses, and other necessary jurisdictional 

approvals required to open dispensaries in the City of Las Vegas at 1725 S. Rainbow 

Blvd., Suite 21; City of Reno at 5270 Longley Lane, Suite 103; and Town of Pahrump at 

2370-2380 Homestead Road. It has secured specific locations in those jurisdictions, 

performed necessary Tenant Improvements, purchased security systems, signed 

agreements for operations systems, and has hired and trained employees, NOR is, in all 

respects, ready to open the doors to these locations after obtaining a final inspection 

from the Department. (Id. at ¶ 4). It is also moving forward in the other locations. In 

North Las Vegas, NOR has secured a location and has been paying rent since early 2019. 

In Clark County, NOR has already lost a highly desirable location that it had secured 

and was ready to move forward but could not do so because of the Department’s 

inaction in moving NOR to the proper Tier.  (Id. at ¶ 5).  

The Department’s failure to move NOR into Tier 2, which precludes the 

completion of final inspections on specified applicants, is causing tremendous damage 

to NOR, which will only increase in the coming weeks, as locations are lost and 

employees are laid off.  Based on its currently operating locations and the demographics 

of the locations where NOR would open its new dispensaries, NOR projects that it 

would see $27.5MM in annual gross profits from the five locations closest to opening for 

business. (Id. at ¶ 7). And the damages NOR stands to suffer if the injunction is not 

suspended include much more than profits. NOR stands to lose all of the work it has put 

into the process to this point. It will likely lose its special permits, its employees, and all 

other work it has put into opening a viable business.  
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There is also a significant threat that NOR could be required to surrender its 

existing conditional licenses if final inspections are not completed before the appeal can 

be heard. Under NAC 453D.295, NOR only has until December 4, 2019 to receive final 

inspections, and once the injunction is lifted, it will take NOR months to obtain all 

necessary permits and prepare for final inspections in those jurisdictions. (Id. at ¶ 6) It 

has been stated in open court that the Department will be extending that date six 

months, but there has been no formal confirmation of that extension.   

The Department should be required to solve this problem by taking the correct 

steps to confirm that NOR did in fact listed each owner of the applicant in its 

applications.  Five other similarly situated intervenors have been permitted to move 

forward by the Department by being placed into Tier 2, and there is no meaningful or 

defensible basis to preclude NOR from doing the same.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

A writ of mandamus is necessary and appropriate to compel the Department to 

comply with the statute and confirm that NOR did list each owner of NOR in its 

application.  The Department must also be compelled to move NOR into “Tier 2” of 

applicants so that it may move forward with opening its stores under its conditional 

licenses.   
 
 
DATED: October 10, 2019    KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

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

 

 

DECLARATION OF BRODY WIGHT IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

I, Brody R. Wight, make this declaration in support of Defendant-Intervenor and 

Counterclaimant Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC’s (“NOR”) Application to this Court 

for the issuance of a writ of mandamus pursuant to NRS 34.160 to compel the State of 
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Nevada, Department of Taxation (the “Department”) to move NOR into the 

Department-created “Tier 2” of successful applicants for recreational marijuana licenses: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada and an 

associate at the law firm of Koch & Scow, LLC, and we are the attorneys of record for 

Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) in the matter entitled MM Development 

Company, Inc. et. al. v. State of Nevada, Department of Taxation et. al., Case No. A-18-785818-

W, filed in the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, Nevada (the “Lawsuit”). 

2. I am competent to testify to the matters asserted herein, of which I have 

personal knowledge, except as to those matters stated upon information and belief.  As to 

those matters stated upon information and belief, I believe them to be true. 

3. Attached as Exhibit 1 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

email the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the “Department”) sent to Judge 

Gonzalez’s chamber and to counsel for the parties to the Lawsuit. The tiers referred to in 

the attached email are those that Judge Gonzalez referred to in issuing the Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law regarding the motion for preliminary injunction issued 

against the Department in the Lawsuit, and the email has been admitted as Court’s Exhibit 

3. 

4. Attached as Exhibit 2 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law filed by Judge Gonzalez, granting, in part, the 

preliminary injunction, and enjoining the Department from conducting final inspections 

on NOR’s marijuana establishments. 

5. Attached as Exhibit 3 to the Application is a true and correct copy of select 

portions of the Governor’s Task Force on the Implementation of Question 2: The 

Regulation and Taxation of Marijuana Act recommending the implementation of the 

regulation requiring background checks only on owners with a 5% interest or more in the 

applicants for marijuana establishment licenses. 

6. Attached as Exhibit 4 to the Application is a true and correct copy of select 

portions of the Hearing on Objections to State’s Response, Nevada Wellness Center’s 
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Motion Re Compliance Re Physical Address, and Bond Amount Setting from August 29, 

2019. 

7. Attached as Exhibit 5 to the Application is a true and correct copy of NOR’s 

Response to the Department’s Statement Regarding Completeness of Applications with 

Reference to NRS 453D.200(6). 

8. Attached as Exhibit 6 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

organizational chart found in NOR’s applications for licenses to open marijuana 

establishments that it submitted to the Department in September 2018.  

9. Attached as Exhibit 7 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

letter NOR received from the Department approving the transfer of ownership of NOR 

on August 20, 2018. 

10. Attached as Exhibit 8 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

emails between Amanda Connor, counsel for NOR, and Steve Gilbert from the 

Department wherein Mr. Gilbert confirmed what information NOR was required to place 

in its transfer of ownership request.  

11. Attached as Exhibit 9 to the Application is a true and correct copy of select 

portions of the transcripts of Preliminary Injunction Evidentiary Hearing- Day 5 Volume 

II, held on May 31, 2019. 

12. Attached as Exhibit 10 to the Application is a true and correct copy of the 

list of owners and affiliated entities of NOR as of May 1, 2019, as found on the 

Department’s website, which can be found at the URL 

https://tax.nv.gov/uploadedFiles/taxnvgov/Content/FAQs/CURRENTLICENSEESM

AY12019.pdf. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the 

State of Nevada that the foregoing is true and correct. 
 
Executed this 10th day of October, 2019. 
 

 
               /s/ Brody R. Wight    
           BRODY R. WIGHT, ESQ. 
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DECLARATION OF BRANDON WIEGAND 

 I, Brandon Wiegand, declare and state as follows: 

1. I am the Regional General Manager of Nevada Organic Remedies and am 

responsible for the operation and opening of licensed marijuana establishments for the 

company in the State of Nevada.  I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this 

Declaration and could testify competently thereto. 

2. On December 5, 2018, NOR was notified that it had been awarded seven 

conditional licenses by the Department of Taxation.  Since December 5, 2018, NOR has 

been diligently acting to ensure that its stores can be inspected by the Department of 

Taxation and open for business no later than December 4, 2019.   

3. NOR has leased locations, hired employees, worked with city and county 

governmental bodies to obtain approvals and permits, and has expended hundreds of 

hours and hundreds of thousands of dollars to ensure that it will be able to open its 

stores within the defined timeframe.   

4. NOR has received special permits, business licenses, and other necessary 

jurisdictional approvals required to open dispensaries in the City of Las Vegas at 1725 S. 

Rainbow Blvd., Suite 21; City of Reno at 5270 Longley Lane, Suite 103; and Town of 

Pahrump at 2370-2380 Homestead Road. It has secured specific locations in those 

jurisdictions, performed necessary Tenant Improvements, purchased security systems, 

signed agreements for operations systems, and has hired and trained employees, NOR 

is, in all respects, ready to open the doors to these locations after obtaining a final 

inspection from the Department. 

5. NOR is also moving forward in the other locations. In North Las Vegas, 

NOR has secured a location and has been paying rent since early 2019. In Clark County, 

NOR had obtained a highly desirable location located at the intersection of Flamingo 

and Paradise to open a marijuana establishment, but it has already lost this location due 

to the subject litigation causing uncertainty in the minds of Clark County elected 
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officials. 

6. NOR has been informed and believes that it will not be able to move 

forward at a local level in either Clark County or the city of North Las Vegas until the 

injunction is lifted, and once the injunction is lifted, it will take NOR months to obtain all 

necessary permits and prepare for final inspections in those jurisdictions.  

7. Based on its currently operating locations and the demographics of the 

locations where NOR would open its new dispensaries, NOR projects that it will see 

$27.5MM in annual gross profits from the five locations closest to opening for business. 

 I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the 

best of my knowledge. 
 
 
Date: October 10, 2019  ____/s/ Brandon Wiegand_________ 
      BRANDON WIEGAND 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of eighteen 
(18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify that on October 
10, 2019, I caused the foregoing document entitled:  

to be served as follows: 
 

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

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

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

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

State of Nevada, Department of Taxation: 
Traci Plotnick (tplotnick@ag.nv.gov) 
Theresa Haar (thaar@ag.nv.gov) 
Steven Shevorski (sshevorski@ag.nv.gov) 
Robert Werbicky (rwerbicky@ag.nv.gov) 
Mary Pizzariello (mpizzariello@ag.nv.gov) 
Ketan Bhirud (kbhirud@ag.nv.gov) 
David Pope (dpope@ag.nv.gov) 
Barbara Fell (bfell@ag.nv.gov) 
 
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC: 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
 
Integral Associates LLC: 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
Philip Hymanson (Phil@HymansonLawNV.com) 
Henry Hymanson (Hank@HymansonLawNV.com) 
 
Lone Mountain Partners LLC: 
Eric Hone (eric@h1lawgroup.com) 
Jamie Zimmerman (jamie@h1lawgroup.com) 
Bobbye Donaldson (bobbye@h1lawgroup.com) 
Moorea Katz (moorea@h1lawgroup.com) 
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GreenMart of Nevada NLV LLC: 
Alina Shell (alina@nvlitigation.com) 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
 
Other Service Contacts not associated with a party on the case: 
Mariella Dumbrique (mdumbrique@blacklobello.law) 
Brigid Higgins (bhiggins@blacklobello.law) 
Patricia Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) 
Ali Augustine (a.augustine@kempjones.com) 
Nathanael Rulis (n.rulis@kempjones.com) 
Adam Bult (abult@bhfs.com) 
Maximillen Fetaz (mfetaz@bhfs.com) 
Diane Meeter (dmeeter@blacklobello.law) 
J. Graf (Rgraf@blacklobello.law) 
Daniel Simon (lawyers@simonlawlv.com) 
Alisa Hayslett (a.hayslett@kempjones.com) 
Brandon Lopipero (bml@mgalaw.com) 
Joyce Martin (jmartin@blacklobello.law) 
Travis Chance (tchance@bhfs.com) 
Thomas Gilchrist (tgilchrist@bhfs.com) 
Derek Connor (derek@connorpllc.com) 
Lisa Lee (llee@thedplg.com) 
Eservice Filing (eservice@thedplg.com) 
 

 
Executed on October 10, 2019 at Henderson, Nevada. 

 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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From: Steven G. Shevorski SShevorski@ag.nv.gov
Subject: RE: A786962 Serenity - Response to Judge's Question on NRS 453D.200(6)

Date: August 21, 2019 at 3:23 PM
To: Meriwether, Danielle LC Dept11LC@clarkcountycourts.us, Michael Cristalli mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com, Vincent Savarese

vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com, Ross Miller rmiller@gcmaslaw.com, Ketan D. Bhirud KBhirud@ag.nv.gov, Robert E. Werbicky
RWerbicky@ag.nv.gov, David J. Pope DPope@ag.nv.gov, Theresa M. Haar THaar@ag.nv.gov, jag@mgalaw.com,
rgraf@blacklobello.law, bhiggins@blacklobello.law, alina@nvlitigation.com, Work maggie@nvlitigation.com,
Eric Hone, Esq. (eric@h1lawgroup.com) eric@h1lawgroup.com, jamie@h1lawgroup.com, moorea@h1lawgroup.com,
jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com, dkoch@kochscow.com, sscow@kochscow.com, Bult, Adam K. ABult@bhfs.com,
tchance@bhfs.com, a.hayslett@kempjones.com, Nathanael Rulis, Esq. (n.rulis@kempjones.com) n.rulis@kempjones.com,
tparker@pnalaw.net, Fetaz, Maximilien MFetaz@bhfs.com, phil@hymansonlawnv.com, shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com,
joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com, Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com) p.stoppard@kempjones.com, jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net,
Kutinac, Daniel KutinacD@clarkcountycourts.us, ShaLinda Creer screer@gcmaslaw.com, Tanya Bain tbain@gcmaslaw.com,
Karen Wiehl (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com) Karen@hymansonlawnv.com, Kay, Paula PKay@bhfs.com,
Dennis Prince (dprince@thedplg.com) dprince@thedplg.com, tlb@pisanellibice.com, JTS@pisanellibice.com

Cc: Kutinac, Daniel KutinacD@clarkcountycourts.us

Case : A-19-786962-B
Dept. 11
 
Danielle,
 
The Department of Taxation answers the Court’s question as follows:
 
Court's Question: Which successful applicants completed the application in
compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time the application was filed in
September 2018?
 
Answer:  The Department of Taxation answers the Court's question in three parts.
 
First, there were seven successful applicants who are not parties to the
coordinated preliminary injunction proceeding.  These entities are Green
Therapeutics LLC, Eureka NewGen Farms LLC, Circle S Farms LLC, Deep Roots
Medical LLC, Pure Tonic Concentrates LLC, Wellness Connection of Nevada LLC,
Polaris Wellness Center LLC, and TRNVP098 LLC.  Accepting as truthful these
applicants’ attestations regarding who their owners, officers, and board members
were at the time of the application, these applications were complete at the time
they were filed with reference to NRS 453D.200(6).
 
Second, there were five successful applicants who are parties to this coordinated
preliminary injunction proceeding whose applications were complete with reference
to NRS 453D.200(6) if the Department of Taxation accepts as truthful their
attestations regarding who their owners, officers, and board members were.  These
applicants were Clear River LLC, Cheyenne Medical LLC, Essence Tropicana LLC,
Essence Henderson LLC, and Commerce Park Medical LLC.  
Third, there were four successful applicants who are parties to this proceeding
regarding whom the Department of Taxation could not eliminate a question as to
the completeness of their applications with reference to NRS 453D.200(6).  These
applicants were Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc., Lone Mountain Partners LLC,
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC.  
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With respect to the third group, the Department of Taxation could not eliminate a
question as the completeness of the applications due to the following:
 

1.    Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc. – The Department of Taxation
could not eliminate a question a question regarding the completeness of the
applicant’s identification of all of its officers on Attachment A in light of Mr.
Terteryan’s testimony that he is the Chief Operating Officer and was not
listed on Attachment A.  The Department of Taxation does note, however,
that Mr. Terteryan has been the subject of a completed background check.

2.    Lone Mountain Partners, LLC – The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners because the Department could not
determine whether Lone Mountain Partners, LLC was a subsidiary of an
entity styled “Verona” or was owned by the individual members listed on
Attachment A.

3.    Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC - The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners because the Department could not
determine whether there were shareholders who owned a membership
interest in the applicant at the time the application was submitted, but who
were not listed on Attachment A, as the applicant was acquired by a publicly
traded company on or around September 4, 2018.

4.    Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC - The Department of Taxation could not
eliminate a question regarding the completeness of the applicant’s
identification of all of its owners.  The Department could not determine
whether the applicant listed all its owners on Attachment A because a
subsidiary of a publicly traded company owned a membership interest in the
applicant at the time the applicant submitted its application.
 

 
In creating this answer, the Department of Taxation sought to answer the Court’s
question in a neutral fashion based on the information available to it from the
applications themselves, testimony given at the hearing (without reference to
issues of admissibility, which an affected party may raise), and information publicly
available from a government website (the Canadian Securities Exchange website),
which was submitted by the applicant or information submitted about the applicant
by an entity claiming an affiliation to the applicant.  The Department of Taxation
expects that Helping Hands Wellness Center Inc., Lone Mountain Partners LLC,
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV LLC may explain why
they believe they submitted complete applications in compliance with the provisions
of NRS 453D.200(6).
 
Best regards,
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Steve Shevorski
 
 
Steve Shevorski
Head of Complex Litigation
Office of the Attorney General
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101
702-486-3783
 
From:	Meriwether,	Danielle	LC	<Dept11LC@clarkcountycourts.us>	
Sent:	Wednesday,	August	21,	2019	10:11	AM
To:	Steven	G.	Shevorski	<SShevorski@ag.nv.gov>;	'Michael	Cristalli'	<mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com>;
'Vincent	Savarese'	<vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Ross	Miller'	<rmiller@gcmaslaw.com>;	Ketan	D.
Bhirud	<KBhirud@ag.nv.gov>;	Robert	E.	Werbicky	<RWerbicky@ag.nv.gov>;	David	J.	Pope
<DPope@ag.nv.gov>;	Theresa	M.	Haar	<THaar@ag.nv.gov>;	'jag@mgalaw.com'
<jag@mgalaw.com>;	'rgraf@blacklobello.law'	<rgraf@blacklobello.law>;
'bhiggins@blacklobello.law'	<bhiggins@blacklobello.law>;	'alina@nvliVgaVon.com'
<alina@nvliVgaVon.com>;	'Work'	<maggie@nvliVgaVon.com>;	'Eric	Hone,	Esq.
(eric@h1lawgroup.com)'	<eric@h1lawgroup.com>;	'jamie@h1lawgroup.com'
<jamie@h1lawgroup.com>;	'moorea@h1lawgroup.com'	<moorea@h1lawgroup.com>;
'jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com'	<jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com>;	'dkoch@kochscow.com'
<dkoch@kochscow.com>;	'sscow@kochscow.com'	<sscow@kochscow.com>;	'Bult,	Adam	K.'
<ABult@bhfs.com>;	'tchance@bhfs.com'	<tchance@bhfs.com>;	'a.haysle[@kempjones.com'
<a.haysle[@kempjones.com>;	'Nathanael	Rulis,	Esq.	(n.rulis@kempjones.com)'
<n.rulis@kempjones.com>;	'tparker@pnalaw.net'	<tparker@pnalaw.net>;	'Fetaz,	Maximilien'
<MFetaz@bhfs.com>;	'phil@hymansonlawnv.com'	<phil@hymansonlawnv.com>;
'shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com'	<shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com>;
'joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com'	<joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com>;	'Pat	Stoppard
(p.stoppard@kempjones.com)'	<p.stoppard@kempjones.com>;	'jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net'
<jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net>;	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>;	'ShaLinda	Creer'
<screer@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Tanya	Bain'	<tbain@gcmaslaw.com>;	'Karen	Wiehl
(Karen@HymansonLawNV.com)'	<Karen@hymansonlawnv.com>;	'Kay,	Paula'	<PKay@bhfs.com>;
'Dennis	Prince	(dprince@thedplg.com)'	<dprince@thedplg.com>;	'tlb@pisanellibice.com'
<tlb@pisanellibice.com>;	'JTS@pisanellibice.com'	<JTS@pisanellibice.com>
Cc:	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>
Subject:	RE:	A786962	Serenity	-	Request	for	1	day	extension	to	respond	to	Judge's	QuesVon	on
NRS	453D.200
	
Mr.	Shevorski,
	
Judge	said	she	understands	and	asks	that	you	please	get	us	an	answer	as	soon	as	you	can.
	
Thank	you,
	
Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P: (702) 671-4375
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P: (702) 671-4375
F: (702) 671-4377
	
From: Meriwether, Danielle LC 
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 4:06 PM
To: 'Steven G. Shevorski'; Michael Cristalli; Vincent Savarese; Ross Miller; Ketan D. Bhirud; Robert E.
Werbicky; David J. Pope; Theresa M. Haar; jag@mgalaw.com; rgraf@blacklobello.law;
bhiggins@blacklobello.law; alina@nvlitigation.com; Work; Eric Hone, Esq. (eric@h1lawgroup.com);
jamie@h1lawgroup.com; moorea@h1lawgroup.com; jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com; sscow@kochscow.com; Bult, Adam K.; tchance@bhfs.com;
a.hayslett@kempjones.com; Nathanael Rulis, Esq. (n.rulis@kempjones.com); tparker@pnalaw.net;
Fetaz, Maximilien; phil@hymansonlawnv.com; shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;
joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com; Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com); jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;
Kutinac, Daniel; ShaLinda Creer; Tanya Bain; Karen Wiehl (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com); Kay, Paula;
Dennis Prince (dprince@thedplg.com); tlb@pisanellibice.com; JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc: Kutinac, Daniel
Subject: RE: A786962 Serenity - Request for 1 day extension to respond to Judge's Question on NRS
453D.200
	
Mr.	Shevorski,
	
Thank	you	for	your	email.	I	will	inform	Judge.
	
Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P: (702) 671-4375
F: (702) 671-4377
	
From: Steven G. Shevorski [mailto:SShevorski@ag.nv.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2019 4:03 PM
To: Meriwether, Danielle LC; Michael Cristalli; Vincent Savarese; Ross Miller; Ketan D. Bhirud; Robert E.
Werbicky; David J. Pope; Theresa M. Haar; jag@mgalaw.com; rgraf@blacklobello.law;
bhiggins@blacklobello.law; alina@nvlitigation.com; Work; Eric Hone, Esq. (eric@h1lawgroup.com);
jamie@h1lawgroup.com; moorea@h1lawgroup.com; jkahn@jk-legalconsulting.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com; sscow@kochscow.com; Bult, Adam K.; tchance@bhfs.com;
a.hayslett@kempjones.com; Nathanael Rulis, Esq. (n.rulis@kempjones.com); tparker@pnalaw.net;
Fetaz, Maximilien; phil@hymansonlawnv.com; shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;
joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com; Pat Stoppard (p.stoppard@kempjones.com); jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;
Kutinac, Daniel; ShaLinda Creer; Tanya Bain; Karen Wiehl (Karen@HymansonLawNV.com); Kay, Paula;
Dennis Prince (dprince@thedplg.com); tlb@pisanellibice.com; JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc: Kutinac, Daniel
Subject: A786962 Serenity - Request for 1 day extension to respond to Judge's Question on NRS
453D.200
	
To the Honorable Judge Gonzales,
 
The Department of Taxation needs until tomorrow to submit the email responding
to your query.  My office needs a little more time to confer with the DOT on the
answer to your question.  I also have to leave work early due to a medical
circumstance involving my wife’s family, which requires my wife to attend to her
mother in the hospital and I have the charge of my two children.
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I apologize for the delay.  The DOT requests an additional day to provide its
response, if possible.
 
Steve Shevorski
Head of Complex Litigation
Office of the Attorney General
555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101
702-486-3783
 
From:	Meriwether,	Danielle	LC	<Dept11LC@clarkcountycourts.us>	
Sent:	Thursday,	August	15,	2019	8:23	AM
To:	Michael	Cristalli	<mcristalli@gcmaslaw.com>;	Vincent	Savarese	<vsavarese@gcmaslaw.com>;
Ross	Miller	<rmiller@gcmaslaw.com>;	Ketan	D.	Bhirud	<KBhirud@ag.nv.gov>;	Robert	E.	Werbicky
<RWerbicky@ag.nv.gov>;	David	J.	Pope	<DPope@ag.nv.gov>;	Steven	G.	Shevorski
<SShevorski@ag.nv.gov>;	Theresa	M.	Haar	<THaar@ag.nv.gov>;	jag@mgalaw.com;
rgraf@blacklobello.law;	bhiggins@blacklobello.law;	alina@nvliVgaVon.com;	Work
<maggie@nvliVgaVon.com>;	Eric	Hone,	Esq.	(eric@h1lawgroup.com)	<eric@h1lawgroup.com>;
jamie@h1lawgroup.com;	moorea@h1lawgroup.com;	jkahn@jk-legalconsulVng.com;
dkoch@kochscow.com;	sscow@kochscow.com;	Bult,	Adam	K.	<ABult@bhfs.com>;
tchance@bhfs.com;	a.haysle[@kempjones.com;	Nathanael	Rulis,	Esq.	(n.rulis@kempjones.com)
<n.rulis@kempjones.com>;	tparker@pnalaw.net;	Fetaz,	Maximilien	<MFetaz@bhfs.com>;
phil@hymansonlawnv.com;	shane@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;	joe@lasvegaslegalvideo.com;	Pat
Stoppard	(p.stoppard@kempjones.com)	<p.stoppard@kempjones.com>;
jdelcarmen@pnalaw.net;	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>;	ShaLinda	Creer
<screer@gcmaslaw.com>;	Tanya	Bain	<tbain@gcmaslaw.com>;	Karen	Wiehl
(Karen@HymansonLawNV.com)	<Karen@hymansonlawnv.com>;	Kay,	Paula	<PKay@bhfs.com>;
Dennis	Prince	(dprince@thedplg.com)	<dprince@thedplg.com>;	tlb@pisanellibice.com;
JTS@pisanellibice.com
Cc:	KuVnac,	Daniel	<KuVnacD@clarkcountycourts.us>
Subject:	A786962	Serenity	-	Bench	Briefs	Received
	
Counsel:
	
I	am	emailing	to	confirm	the	receipt	of	the	following	briefs:

1.       MM	&	LivFree	(Kemp)
2.       CPCM/Thrive	(GuVerrez)
3.       NOR	(Koch)
4.       Essence	(Bice)
5.       Greenmart	(Shell)
6.       Clear	River	(Graf)
	

Thank	you,
	
Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.Danielle M. Meriwether, Esq.
Law Clerk to the Honorable Elizabeth G. Gonzalez
District Court, Department XI
P: (702) 671-4375
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F: (702) 671-4377
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Governor’’’’s Task Force on the Implementation of Question 2:     
 The Regulation and Taxation of Marijuana Act Final Report 

 

Letter from the Chairs 
 

 

STATE OF NEVADA 
 

 

May 30, 2017 

 

Dear Governor Sandoval: 

 

We hereby deliver to you the final report of the Task Force on the Implementation of Ballot Question 2: The 

Regulation and Taxation of Marijuana Act.  

 

The Task Force, which you established on November 8, 2016, by Executive Order 2017-02, was given the mission 

to identify the legal, policy, and procedural issues that need to be resolved and to offer suggestions and proposals 

for legislative, regulatory, and executive actions that need to be taken for the effective and efficient 

implementation of the Act. The executive order directed the Task Force to complete its work and issue a report 

of its recommendations and findings to you by May 30, 2017.   

 

The Task Force was composed of 19 members representing diverse interests, including law enforcement, public 

health, state agencies, the Nevada Legislature, social services, local government, the marijuana industry, and the 

public. They began their work on March 3, 2017, and met regularly over the course of ten weeks. In addition to 

the main Task Force, eight topic-focused working groups–made up of Task Force members, subject matter experts, 

and affected stakeholders–met weekly.  The groups worked tirelessly, deliberating issues from every angle, 

listening to and incorporating public comment, and thoughtfully crafting their recommendations to be heard by 

the Task Force. The working groups presented a total of 73 recommendations to the Task Force, where they were 

further deliberated, amended, and adopted by majority vote for inclusion in this report. Every meeting of the Task 

Force and working groups was open to the public, and the community proved actively engaged, providing frequent 

input via public comment.   

 

The members of the Task Force and working groups carried out the mission you gave them with full commitment 

to the spirit and letter of that mission. As the great State of Nevada moves forward to regulate and tax marijuana, 

the Task Force members share a sense of pride in having contributed to the framework to accomplish that. We 

look forward to seeing our recommendations refined through the regulatory, executive, and legislative processes, 

and foresee a tightly regulated program that considers the needs of industry and protects public health and safety.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

 

Deonne Contine, Chair    Chuck Callaway, Vice Chair 

Executive Director    Director of Office of Intergovernmental Services 

Nevada Department of Taxation   Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department  
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Application and Licensing Requirements 

 

Recommendations in this section include topics such as the application and evaluation process, allocation of retail 

marijuana establishment licenses, the impact of ownership interest below 5% and the most effective method for 

issuing agent cards. 

 

Application Process 

 

The Task Force recommends that the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana establishment and the impartial 

numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be maintained as in the medical marijuana program 

except for a change in how local jurisdictions participate in selection of locations.  The Department of Taxation 

should rank the applicants based on an applicant’s qualifications without respect to the planned location of their 

business.  The local governments should be responsible for working with the ranked list of applicants prepared by 

the Department of Taxation to determine acceptable locations based on requirements within the respective 

jurisdiction.   

 

If a marijuana establishment is not able to receive local jurisdiction zoning and land use approval within 18 months 

from the date the Department of Taxation issues the conditional license, the applicant will surrender the license 

back to the Department for reissuance through another application process.   

 

There was no dissent on the recommendation. 

 

Rating Criteria on Applications 

 

The Task Force recommends that the impartial numerically scored process used by the medical marijuana program 

be revised for retail marijuana stores to remove consideration of location and focus only on the applicant 

qualifications for operation of a marijuana establishment.  The proposed list of qualifications was ranked in order 

of importance to give more weight to the most important qualifications.     

 

There was no dissent on the recommendation. 

 

Ownership Issues/ Licensing Requirements 

 

The Task Force recommends that Nevada Revised Statute Chapter 453A be changed to address companies that 

own marijuana establishment licenses in which there are owners with less than 5% ownership interest in the 

company.  The statute should be amended to: 

 

• Limit fingerprinting, background checks and renewal of agent cards to owners, officers and board 

members with 5% or less cumulatively of the company to once every five years; 
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• Only require owners, officers and board members with 5% or more ownership cumulatively and 

employees of the company to obtain agent registration cards; and 

• Use the marijuana establishment’s governing documents to determine who has approval rights and 

signatory authority for purposes of signing ownership transfers, applications and any other appropriate 

legal or regulatory document. 

 

There was Task Force dissent on the recommendation.  The concern with this recommendation was that by 

changing the requirements on fingerprinting and background checks, the state would have less knowledge of 

when an owner, officer or board member commits an offense not allowed under current marijuana law, 

potentially creating a less safe environment in the state. 

 

Monopolies - Limitations on the Number of Marijuana Establishments 

 

The Task Force recommends that limitations similar to those in the medical marijuana program for granting 

establishment registration certificates be used for the retail marijuana licensing process. The recommendation 

applies this limitation specifically to retail marijuana stores not only in a county whose population is 100,000 or 

more but also in each local jurisdiction within that county.  The recommendation is to adopt regulations like 

Nevada Revised Statute Chapter 453A.326 which places a limitation on the number of licenses issued to any one 

person.  Suggested language includes: “to prevent monopolistic practices, the Department shall ensure, in a 

county whose population is 100,000 or more, that it does not issue, to any licensee, the greater of: 

 

• One retail store license; or 

• More than 10 percent of the retail store licenses allocable in the county along with the same limitation on 

the local governmental jurisdiction level.” 

 

There was no dissent on this recommendation. 

 

Agent Card Requirements 

 

The Task Force recommends that the Department of Taxation revise the current agent card application process 

for medical marijuana establishments to improve efficiency by allowing potential employees or volunteers to 

apply directly to the state to obtain registered agent cards, allow them to work while the card is pending, allow 

agents to obtain one card for each facility type rather than one for each establishment and allow temporary 

registration of a person as an establishment agent. Changes to the current Nevada Revised Statute Chapter 453A 

would be required.  

 

There was Task Force dissent on the recommendation.  The concern was that by changing the requirements for 

attaining an agent card, the state could, for a period, allow employment of an agent who did not fulfill the 

requirements of the program, and therefore, potentially create a less safe environment in the state. 
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Ownership Issues/ Licensing Requirements 

 

1. Working group name:   

 

Taxation/Revenue/Regulatory Structure Working Group 

 

2. Individual sponsor(s):  

 

John Ritter, Advisory Board Member for TGIG, LLC, The Grove 

David Goldwater, Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary 

 

3. Describe the recommendation:   

 

The Taxation/Revenue/Regulatory Structure Working Group recommends that the following changes 

relative to recreational marijuana establishment licensee ownership issues be made from the current 

medical marijuana establishment rules. 

 

a) Require only Owners with 5% or more cumulatively (please see below for a definition of cumulatively), 

Officers and Board members of the company(s) holding the license(s) to be fingerprinted, be required to 

undergo a background check and resubmit a new application for license renewal. 

 [IN ORDER TO MAKE THE MEDICAL PROGRAM CONSISTENT NEED TO CHANGE NRS 453A.332 

PARAGRAPH 5] 

 

b) Require all Owners, regardless of ownership, to be fingerprinted, be required to undergo a background 

check and resubmit a new application only every five years whether for a renewal or not. 

 [IN ORDER TO MAKE THE MEDICAL PROGRAM CONSISTENT NEED TO CHANGE NRS 453A] 

 

c) Only require Owners with 5% or more ownership cumulatively, Directors and Officers of the company(s) 

holding the license(s) and employees of the company to obtain agent registration cards. 

 [FOR MEDICAL: Officers and Board members must obtain agent cards under 453A.410 (2) (a).  An Owner 

with less than 5% interest, that is not an Officer or Board member, does not need to obtain an agent 

card pursuant to NAC 453A.302.] 

 

d) For the purposes of signing ownership transfers, applications and any other appropriate legal or 

regulatory documentation, the Department shall look to the governing documents of the company that 

holds the license to assess who has approval rights and signatory authority. If the documents require a 

vote to establish that authority then the Department shall have the right to request documentation 

evidencing that a vote has taken place. 

[IN ORDER TO MAKE THE MEDICAL PROGRAM CONSISTENT NEED TO CHANGE NRS 453A] 

 

"Cumulatively" shall mean the cumulative ownership any particular natural person holds in any Nevada 

company(s) that owns licensed recreational marijuana establishments. 
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4. Which guiding principle(s) does this recommendation support? 

 

Guiding Principle 2 - Be responsive to the needs and issues of consumers, non-consumers, local 
governments, and the industry.   
Guiding Principle 4 - Propose efficient and effective regulation that is clear and reasonable and not unduly 
burdensome. 

5. What provision(s) of Question 2 does this recommendation apply to?  

Section 2 (b) of IP1 states that "Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to confirm 
that the business owners … are suitable to produce or sell marijuana;" 
Section 5 paragraph 1 of IP1 states that "The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana 
establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their operation unreasonably 
impractical."  
 

6. What issue(s) does the recommendation resolve?  

 
To allow companies that own marijuana establishment licenses in which there are multiple Owners that 
own less than 5%, in some cases far less, to be able to operate practically and efficiently. To allow 
companies that own marijuana establishment licenses to function based on their governing documents as 
companies are allowed to do in other industries. 

 

7. Was there dissent in the group regarding this recommendation?  If yes, please provide a summary of 

the dissenting opinion regarding the recommendation. 

 

No dissent. 

 
8. What action(s) will be necessary to adopt the recommendation?  Will statute, policy, regulations, etc. 

need to be addressed? 

 

There would need to be adoption of a regulation to address this recommendation.    

 

9. Additional information (cost of implementation, priority according to the recommendations, etc.).   

 
None 
 
 

  

005854



	
EXHIBIT	4	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

EXHIBIT	4	
	

005855



TRAN
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
* * * * *

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER LLC,.
et al.                       .
                             .
             Plaintiffs      .   CASE NO. A-19-786962-B
                             .

     vs.                .
STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF.   DEPT. NO. XI
TAXATION                     .
                             .   Transcript of
             Defendant       .   Proceedings
 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

BEFORE THE HONORABLE ELIZABETH GONZALEZ, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S RESPONSE,
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S MOTION RE COMPLIANCE
RE PHYSICAL ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING

THURSDAY, AUGUST 29, 2019

COURT RECORDER: TRANSCRIPTION BY:

JILL HAWKINS           FLORENCE HOYT
District Court      Las Vegas, Nevada 89146

Proceedings recorded by audio-visual recording, transcript
produced by transcription service.

Case Number: A-19-786962-B

Electronically Filed
9/3/2019 3:48 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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APPEARANCES:

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS: DOMINIC P. GENTILE, ESQ.
WILLIAM KEMP, ESQ.
NATHANIEL RULIS, ESQ.
ADAM BULT, ESQ.
MAXIMILIEN FETAZ, ESQ.
THEODORE PARKER, ESQ.

FOR THE DEFENDANTS: STEVE SHEVORSKI, ESQ.
THERESA HAAR, ESQ.
RUSTY GRAF, ESQ.
BRIGID HIGGINS, ESQ.
ERIC HONE, ESQ.
DAVID KOCH, ESQ.
ALINA SHELL, ESQ.
JARED KAHN, ESQ.
JOSEPH GUTIERREZ, ESQ.
TODD BICE, ESQ.
DENNIS PRINCE, ESQ.
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1 judgment if this matter should proceed.  And based upon the

2 limited information that was provided to the parties through

3 disclosures as part of the injunctive relief hearing we've had

4 a hearing based upon what I would characterize as extremely

5 limited information.

6 I am not granting any affirmative relief to Clear

7 River as requested, because that was not the purpose of this

8 hearing.  I have previously made a determination that I was

9 going to exclude applicants who properly completed the

10 applications in accordance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time

11 the application was filed in September 2018.

12 The applicants who fit into that category based upon

13 the State's email to me are those in the first and second tier

14 as identified by the State.  While I certainly understand the

15 arguments by the parties that certain other information was

16 available that may not be within the scope of my question, my

17 question was limited for a reason.  Those who are in the third

18 category will be subject to the injunctive relief which is

19 described on page 24 the findings of fact and conclusions of

20 law.  Those who are in the first and second category will be

21 excluded from that relief.

22 Any request for modifications by the State based

23 upon the State's review of the applications that were

24 submitted by the applicants during the application period will

25 be submitted by motion by the State, and then all of you will

56
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1 have an opportunity to submit any briefs and any argument you

2 think is appropriate.

3 I am not precluding the State from making any other

4 determinations related to this very flawed process the State

5 decides to make related to the application process.  That's

6 within the State's determination as to how they handle any

7 corrections to this process.  And I'm not going to determine

8 what that is.  I was merely seeking to exclude applicants who

9 filed applications in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the

10 time the applications were filed from the injunctive relief

11 that I have granted in order that was filed last Friday on

12 page 24.

13 Does anybody have any questions about the tiers? 

14 Any issues should be directed to the Department for you to

15 resolve based upon the information that was in your

16 applications at the time.

17 I am not going to do the goose-gander analysis that

18 was urged upon me by one of the parties under the Whitehead

19 decision.

20 Okay.  That takes me to the bond.  Anybody want to

21 talk about a bond?

22 MR. KEMP:  Judge, on the bond just some logistics

23 that you should be aware of.  Mr. Gentile's expert is

24 available on the 16th or 17th.

25           THE COURT:  That's why I'm doing the hearing today,

57
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David R. Koch (NV Bar #8830) 
Steven B. Scow (NV Bar #9906) 
Brody R. Wight (NV Bar #13615) 
Daniel G. Scow (NV Bar #14614) 
KOCH & SCOW LLC 
11500 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 210 
Henderson, Nevada 89052 
Telephone:  702.318.5040 
Facsimile:  702.318.5039 
dkoch@kochscow.com 
sscow@kochscow.com  
Attorneys for Intervenor 
Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC 
 
 

 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, et al., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION;  
 

Defendant 
 
and 
 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 
 

                                     Defendant-Intervenor 

Case No.  A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No. 11 

 
 
 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES’ 
RESPONSE TO THE DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION’S STATEMENT 
REGARDING COMPLETENESS OF 
APPLICATIONS WITH REFERENCE 
TO NRS 453D.200(6)  
 
 
Date:     August 29, 2019 
Time:   9:00 a.m. 
 
 

Defendant-Intervenor Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC (“NOR”) hereby responds 

to the post-hearing submission from the State of Nevada Department of Taxation (the 

“Department”) regarding completion of applications in accordance with NRS 

453D.200(6), which has been admitted as the Court’s Exhibit 2. As shown in this 

Response, NOR fully complied with the statute and applicable regulatory guidance, and 

based on the information NOR has provided, the Department should have no 

“question” regarding the ownership of NOR, which was accurately presented in its 

applications in September 2018. 

 

Case Number: A-19-786962-B

Electronically Filed
8/26/2019 1:57 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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I. RESPONSE TO THE DEPARTMENT’S SUBMISSION 

NOR’s ownership was fully disclosed in the Notice of Transfer of Interest letter 

issued by the Department of Taxation (Hearing Exhibit 5026, attached here as Exhibit A) 

and in the Organizational Chart (Hearing Exhibit 5025, attached here as Exhibit B), both 

of which were submitted by NOR to the Department with its application in September 

2018.  As stated in those documents, the “Organizational Chart shows all owners, 

officers, and board members of Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC.” (Ex. 5025 at DOT-

NVOrganic 001427).   

As listed in the Organizational Chart submitted to the Department, NOR – the 

Applicant – was owned by several listed individuals and by GGB Nevada LLC.  Every 

owner of NOR was expressly listed. GGB Nevada LLC is then in turn owned by Xanthic 

Biopharma, Inc., but GGB Nevada LLC is the only entity that actually owns a portion of 

NOR.   

The Department already approved this ownership structure in the Notice of 

Transfer of Interest approval letter that the Department prepared (Ex. A)  It cannot now 

come back and say that it has an unanswered “question,” when it has already given its 

approval at the time that applications were submitted, and it has demonstrated its prior 

knowledge of the approved ownership structure that was listed in NOR’s application.   

Even MM Development’s own rogue pocket brief (now reclassified as an 

“objection”) admits that NOR is owned by GGB Nevada LLC when it wrongly contends 

that, “NOR did not disclose its owner (GGB Nevada)…”  (MM Dev. Brief at pg. 9:21-24.)  

Thus, even MM Development understands that GGB Nevada is an owner of NOR, and 

its faulty claim regarding disclosure is directly contradicted by NOR’s Organizational 

Chart and Transfer of Interest approval letter contained in the application.  (See Exs. A 

and B.)  Accordingly, NOR provided all necessary information necessary in its 

application, and it fully complied with all statutory and regulatory guidance provided in 

NRS 453D.200(6) and accompanying regulations.   
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A. NOR Fully Disclosed Its Ownership on Its Application  

The Department states in its disclosure that it “could not eliminate a question” 

regarding the completeness of NOR’s application regarding the identification of its 

owners. NOR believes that the Department should be the entity that addresses and 

answers this question now, as the information provided and attested to by NOR answers 

the Department’s question, but the Department has refused to answer the question as it 

has done for each of the other successful applicants, including those who did not even 

intervene here and presumably provided no additional information for the Department 

to consider in sending its post-hearing submission.   

The Department is expressly tasked with processing “complete” applications and 

to determine whether applications are “complete and in compliance” with the applicable 

regulations.  See NRS 453D.210(4) and NAC 453D.272(1).  It is therefore up to the 

Department to consider the information submitted and attested to by NOR, and NOR 

contends that the information submitted answers the Department’s question and fully 

complies with the statute.  The fact that the Department has already approved this 

information with its Notice of Transfer of Interest letter demonstrates that the 

Department has considered the information to be complete.  In its application, NOR 

expressly stated that “this ownership structure was approved by the Department of 

Taxation on August 20, 2018….[and] the Department was provided notice of the officers 

of the Company on August 31, 2018 and September 7, 2018.”  (Ex. B at DOT-NVOrganic 

001427).  For the Department to have received and approved the ownership information 

and now to state that there is a “question” about the information nearly one year later is 

improper.   

NRS 453D.200(6) provides that the Department “shall conduct a background 

check of each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana 

establishment license applicant.”  NOR’s Organizational Chart (Ex. B), provides a 

complete list of the entire ownership interest in NOR sufficient for the Department to 
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conduct such background checks. NOR is a limited liability company and as such, it is 

owned by its “members.” See, NRS 86.081.  

The chart provided in NOR’s applications lists all owners/members of NOR and 

even provides the percentage of ownership of each owner at the time of the application. 

GGB Nevada, LLC owned 95% of NOR, Andrew Jolley owned 2.2%, Stephen Byrne 

owned 1.7%, Patrick Byrne owned 0.5%, Harvest Dispensaries owned 0.5%, and Darren 

Petersen owned 0.1%.  As indicated, NOR fully disclosed all ownership of NOR, even 

including owners of less than 5% of the company even though the regulations at issue 

did not require the listing of these minor owners. Moreover, NOR provided all 

information necessary for the Department to fulfill its duties to conduct background 

checks of all NOR’s owners by providing agent cards for all the individual owners and 

by providing the corporate structure of GGB’s corporate parent, Xanthic Biopharma, 

Inc., in compliance with NAC 453D.250(2).   

Nothing in the application, the statute, or the Court’s order filed on August 23, 

2019, suggested that NOR was required to further break down the ownership of NOR’s 

member owners if those owners were corporate entities. Nothing required NOR to break 

down ownership of companies that owned portions of parent companies, or the 

companies that own portions of those companies that owned portions of parent 

companies.  If such were the requirement, the cascade of ownership checks could be 

endless. 

This interpretation of ownership was adopted by all applicants, as multiple 

plaintiffs in this proceeding provided exactly the same information with respect to their 

structure.  For example, MM Development’s organizational chart provides the names of 

the companies owning MM Development, their officers and board members, as well as 

the individuals with major ownership interests in the company.  (See Hearing Exhibit 20, 

at DOT-MM000787, attached here as Exhibit C.)  After identifying MM Development 

Company, Inc. as “THIS ENTITY APPLYING FOR LICENSES”, it goes on to show that 

the applicant is owned by Planet 13 Holdings, Inc., which is in turn owned by 
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unidentified “Investors, Public Stockholders (none > 5% individually)  29.2453%.”  MM 

Development listed its direct owner and did not list minor stockholders of the 

subsequent parent company, as it also was not required to do so.   

Plaintiffs Serenity Wellness Center LLC was in the same boat.  As demonstrated 

during the hearing, Serenity’s organizational structure in its application showed that it 

was owned by “Alternative Solutions LLC”, which was then owned in turn by “CLS 

Holdings USA, Inc.”  (Hearing Ex. 5033, attached here as Ex. D.)  Serenity then 

submitted a list of ownership that only “included information from a few significant 

stockholders that were part of the previous ownership group.”  (Hearing Ex. 5035, 

attached here as Ex. E.)  Serenity has never claimed that it submitted every owner of 

each of these parent entities for background checks.  That’s because it did not.  These 

parties followed the same process and made the same disclosures, and thus, any claim of 

irreparable harm for parties such as these is invalid.  Plaintiffs cannot claim prejudice or 

harm based upon the Department’s usage of a standard that the Plaintiffs’ themselves 

relied upon in submitting applications.     

If the Court interprets the language of the statute literally, as it has chosen to do 

in the context of requiring background checks of “each owner,” then this literal 

interpretation must also be applied to the “owner” of the applicant, which can only go 

up one level and not result in subsequent subjective determinations of how many levels 

of ownership above the immediate owner would be reviewed.  If additional ownership 

were checked, this would violate the statute, which does not define “owner” and does 

not identify majority, partial, or full subsequent ownership as a condition.   

NOR’s application thus fully complied by providing all information necessary for 

the Department to conduct background checks in compliance with the law.   Were the 

Department to require any further information, NOR would have provided that 

information.  As it stands, NOR provided everything that was necessary and fully 

complied with the statute and regulation. 
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B. The Department Is Tasked with Compliance with NRS 453D.200(6), Not 

Applicants 

NRS 453D.200(6) mandates that the Department conduct background checks on 

the prospective owners, officers, and board members of applicants for a marijuana 

establishment. That statute does not mandate that an applicant take any action, and it 

does not state what information must be included in an application. Under no 

circumstances can an applicant fail to “comply” with NRS 453D.200(6).  Once 

information is submitted, the Department can conduct background checks, and if it 

needs additional information, it can request such information from the applicant.  If 

there is an issue with a background check of an owner, officer, or board member that is 

performed, the Department is required to “provide notice to the applicant and give the 

applicant an opportunity to revise its application.”  NAC 453D.272(6).  

NOR objects to any allusion in the Department’s submission, the objections of 

any other parties, and of the Court’s August 23, 2019 Order that suggests that NOR 

failed to comply with NRS 453D.200(6) or that NOR submitted an incomplete 

application for failure to comply with NRS 453D.200(6). NOR followed the instructions 

given to it. Any failure of compliance is solely the fault of the Department. NOR should 

not be placed in a position where it is treated any differently than any other applicant in 

regard to the injunction because it acted no differently than any other applicant.  

C. The Requirement for “Prospective” Owners to Be Background Checked 

Precludes Freezing an Ownership Date as of the Date of Applications  

NOR further objects to the Court’s recent request that the Department provide 

only information of ownership frozen on the application date, as the statute expressly 

states that the Department is to conduct background checks of each “prospective 

owner.”  When an applicant is already underway with a transaction to sell the company, 

“prospective” (i.e., “future”) owners are certainly being contemplated.  In the last few 

days of the preliminary injunction hearing, when it appeared as though the Court was 

concerned about the background check issue, certain of the defendant-intervenors 

005866



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 

 

 
 -7-  

 

explained that even though they are now owned by publicly-traded companies, they 

were not yet owned by the publicly-traded companies when submitting their 

application. The implication in this argument is that there was no need to disclose their 

prospective owners in the application in order for the Department to have the 

information necessary to comply with NRS 453D.200(6). The Department appears to 

have improperly accepted this false construction in its submission by accepting a list of 

owners only as of the date of the application, when “prospective owners” were clearly 

required to be provided at the time of the application.   

If “public safety” is the concern that background checks are meant to address, 

then it would be absurd to allow a company to freeze its ownership list as of the date of 

the application when it has a deal in place to sell itself to criminals who will take over 

the business immediately upon the license being awarded. To decide otherwise would 

effectively result in the same nightmare scenario that plaintiffs have waxed on about 

during the hearing, e.g., if the Sinaloa cartel were to become an “owner” after 

applications are due without any ability to check the backgrounds of these new owners.  

Such a result would be absurd and contravene the entire purpose of the statute. 

For the record, NOR does not believe any other successful applicant acted in any 

way other than in full compliance with the requirements of the application and the law, 

as it believes the Departments adoption of NAC 453D.255 was an appropriate 

interpretation of the ownership statute, but NOR should not be treated any differently 

than other applicants now owned by publicly-traded companies just because of the 

timing of the transfer of ownership. 

D. The Defendant-Intervenors Should Not Be Treated Any Differently Than 

Conditional Licensees That Did Not Intervene 

Finally, throughout the months’ long hearing on the motion for preliminary 

injunction, the applications and ownership structure of all the defendant-intervenors 

have been heavily scrutinized, and, as a result, the Department’s disclosures erroneously 

indicated that there was some question as to the ownership of certain defendant-
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intervenors such as NOR. There were, however, several successful applicants that did 

not intervene, and the Department has apparently made no attempt to re-scrutinize 

those applications of non-intervening parties. At no point in the hearing has any party 

seen any portion of those applicants’ applications, and no party has any idea whether or 

not they actually listed all their owners, officers, and board members in their 

applications.  

As a result, the winning applicants that did not intervene are now being treated 

much differently than those who chose to intervene. In effect, the non-intervenors have 

been given a free pass and none will face the prospect of an injunction. The result is 

inequitable and punishes parties such as NOR for electing to intervene to protect their 

rights. Not only have the non-intervenors received a free ride from those actually willing 

to defend the application process, but they ended up facing no risk from their free ride. 

NOR objects to the disparate treatment as inequitable and improper.   

II. CONCLUSION 

 For the reasons set forth above, NOR provided all information required by NRS 

453D at the time it submitted its applications in September 2018, and the Department 

should be permitted to move forward with conducting final inspections for NOR’s 

establishments.  

 
      KOCH & SCOW, LLC 

By: /s/ David R. Koch               X 
David R. Koch 
Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenor  
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 
I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of 
eighteen (18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  I certify 
that on August 26, 2019, I caused the foregoing document entitled: NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES’ RESPONSE TO THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S STATEMENT REGARDING COMPLETENESS OF 
APPLICATIONS WITH REFERENCE TO NRS 453D.200(6)  to be served as 
follows: 
 

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

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

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

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

Serenity Wellness Center, LLC: 
ShaLinda Creer (screer@gcmaslaw.com) 
 
Nevada Organic Remedies LLC: 
David Koch (dkoch@kochscow.com) 
Steven Scow (sscow@kochscow.com) 
Brody Wight (bwight@kochscow.com) 
Andrea Eshenbaugh - Legal Assistant (aeshenbaugh@kochscow.com) 
Daniel Scow (dscow@kochscow.com) 
 
Integral Associates, LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries: 
MGA Docketing (docket@mgalaw.com) 
 
Lone Mountain Partners, LLC: 
Eric Hone (eric@h1lawgroup.com) 
Jamie Zimmerman (jamie@h1lawgroup.com) 
Bobbye Donaldson (bobbye@h1lawgroup.com) 
Moorea Katz (moorea@h1lawgroup.com) 
 
Margaret McLetchie (maggie@nvlitigation.com) 
Cami Perkins, Esq. (cperkins@nevadafirm.com) 
 

Executed on August 26, 2019 at Henderson, Nevada. 
       /s/ Andrea Eshenbaugh  
       Andrea Eshenbaugh 
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From: Steve F. Gilbert <sfgilbert@tax.state.nv.us>
Date: Tue, Mar 26, 2019 at 12:59 PM
Subject: Re: Transfer of Ownership forms
To: Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com>
Cc: Ruth Del Rio <rdelrio@tax.state.nv.us>, Rebecca Post <rebecca@connorpllc.com>, Melanie Lopez
<melanie@connorpllc.com>, Jorge Pupo <jpupo@tax.state.nv.us>

Hi Amanda
You’re correct. It must be officers and board members of the publicly traded company. 

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 25, 2019, at 2:20 PM, Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com> wrote:

Steve 

I just wanted to follow up the question below. I would appreciate guidance on who would need to sign the
transfer forms. 

Sincerely 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

On Mar 12, 2019, at 6:31 PM, Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com> wrote:
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On Mar 12, 2019, at 6:31 PM, Amanda Connor <amanda@connorpllc.com> wrote:

Steve 

No the license holder is a Nevada LLC that would be owned 100% by XYZ LLC. DEF Inc is a publicly traded
Canadian company. DEF Inc is the sole shareholder of ABC Inc. ABC Inc is a foreign corporation but I am
unsure what state. 

Thank you 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

On Mar 12, 2019, at 6:15 PM, Steve F. Gilbert <sfgilbert@tax.state.nv.us> wrote:

Amanda.

Let	me	make	sure	I	understand	this	structure.	

	

Is	DEF	a	domes7c	corpora7on?	If	yes,	Nevada?

Where	is	ABC	located?

Is	XYZ	a	license	holder	in	Nevada?	

	

	

	

From: Amanda Connor [mailto:amanda@connorpllc.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, March 12, 2019 10:28 AM
To: Steve F. Gilbert; Ruth Del Rio
Cc: Rebecca Post; Melanie Lopez
Subject: Transfer of Ownership forms

 

Good morning, 

 

I have a quick question, for a transfer of interest, if the proposed new owner is to be an LLC that is 100%
owned by a corporation that is 100% owned by a publicly traded corporation, who should sign the
transfer of interest forms? It is my understanding that it needs to be the officers and board members of
the publicly traded company and cannot be signed by an officer of the LLC without tracing back to the
publicly traded company. Can you please confirm that is correct?
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Here is the structure we are discussing:

 

License Holder

100% owned by XYZ, LLC (with an officer)

         ABC Inc (owns 100% of XYZ, LLC)

          DEF, Inc publicly traded (sole shareholder of ABC, INC)

              - board members and officers of DEF, Inc. 

 

Based on this structure it is my understanding that the board members and officers of DEF, Inc. need to
sign the transfer of interest forms and that the transfer forms could not be signed by the officer of XYZ,
LLC. Is that correct?

 

I appreciate your prompt attention to this question. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Amanda N. Connor Esq.
Connor & Connor Pllc.
710 Coronado Center Dr., Suite 121
Henderson, NV 89052
(702) 750-9139; (702)749-5991 (fax) 
amanda@connorpllc.com

 

The unauthorized disclosure or interception of  e-mail is a federal crime. See 18 U.S.C. Sec. 2517(4). This e-mail is
intended only for the use of  those to whom it is addressed and may contain information which is privileged, confidential
and exempt from disclosures under the law. If  you have received this e-mail in error, do not distribute or copy it. Please
return it immediately to the sender with attachments, if  any, and notify me by calling (702) 750-9139.  
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District Court      Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
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Case Number: A-19-786962-B
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Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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ADAM BULT, ESQ.
MAXIMILIEN FETAZ, ESQ.
THEODORE PARKER, ESQ.
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1 you put it into the scoring tool?

2      A    Yes.

3      Q    All right.  So -- okay.  Let's talk about owners. 

4 If I'm a shareholder in a corporation, am I an owner of that

5 company from the way you used owner in the process here?

6      A    For corporations we like to have the officers of the

7 corporation for, you know, vetting them for background checks

8 and diversity purposes, or what was listed in the application

9 on Attachment A and C, I think it was.

10      Q    What does the statute say with regard to owner? 

11 What are you supposed to do with owners?  Who's supposed to

12 file an application?

13      A    I think the statute breaks it down, if I'm correct,

14 from corporation and partnerships and s.  Corporations are

15 officers, partnerships are partners, and  are members.

16      Q    Sir, isn't it accurate that with regard to filing an

17 application all owners, officers, and board members have to

18 file the application?

19      A    Yes.

20      Q    All right.

21           THE COURT:  I'm going to hand you the statute book,

22 because sometimes Mr. Gentile's asking you what the statute

23 says, and I'm going to let you have the opportunity to look in

24 the pocket part, if you want to, which is the very back part,

25 because I know that some of the things he's asking you may be

84
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongside another entity.

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RP063 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Rec Production Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RP063 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Rec Production Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD152 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD215 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Unincorporated Clark Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongside another entity.

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD216 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD217 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary North Las Vegas Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD218 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Henderson Clark Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongside another entity.

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD219 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Reno Washoe Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Bhumgara David W no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no
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LICENSED ENTITY - OWNERS/OFFICERS/BOARD MEMBERS as of: May 1, 2019. An affiliated entity may be a parent company, subsidiary, an organization that controls another entity, is controlled by another entity or under common control alongside another entity.

ID Licensed Entity License Type Establishment

 Jurisdiction

COUNTY Last Name First Name MI Owner Officer Board 

Member
Affiliated Entity (1) Affiliated Entity (2) Affiliated Entity (3) Affiliated Entity (4) Affiliated Entity (5)

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD221 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Nye Nye Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Jolley Andrew M Owner Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Byrne Patrick G Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Byrne Stephen J Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City GGB Nevada LLC Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Peterson Darren C Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Sicz Liesl M Owner no no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc
Harvest Dispensaries, 

Cultivation & Kitchen 
no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Barker Courtney D no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Bhumgara David W no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Galitsky Igor D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Kiffner Kent C no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Kistner Edward J no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Lester Kimberly A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Little Steven J no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Moore Timothy D no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Posner Carli no Officer BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Terrance Jeanine N no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Vickers Christopher A no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Wiegand Brandon M no Officer no GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Horvath Peter Z no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Lehmann Marc E no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Schottenstein Jean R no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

RD222 Nevada Organic Remedies LLC Retail Dispensary Carson City Carson City Stoute Stephen J no no BM GGB Nevada, LLC Xanthic Biopharma, Inc no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Hawkins Frank Owner Officer no no no no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Mack Luther Owner Officer no no no no no no

D009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Med Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Rhodes Andre Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Hawkins Frank Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Mack Luther Owner Officer no no no no no no

RD009 Nevada Wellness Center LLC Retail Dispensary Las Vegas Clark Rhodes Andre Owner Officer no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Adams Michael Owner no no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Aramini Eliene Owner no no no no no no no

T005 Nevada Wholesalers LLC Distributor Reno Washoe Coward Jeanine Owner no no no no no no no
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ANAC 
AARON FORD 

Attorney General 
Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 

Chief Litigation Counsel 
Office of the Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101  
(702)486-3420 (phone) 
(702)486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada ex rel. its 
Department of Taxation 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
QUALCAN, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, 
 

   Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION, DOES I through X; ROE 
BUSINESS ENTITIELS I through X, 
 

   Defendants. 

Case No.  A-19-801416-B 
Dept No.  XIII 
 

 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

The State of Nevada ex rel. Department of Taxation (“The Department”) answers 

Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint and Request for Injunctive Relief as follows: 

I. 

PARTIES  

1. The Department admits paragraph 1’s allegations. 

2. The Department admits paragraph 2’s allegations.   

3. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 3’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the 

same.   

Case Number: A-19-801416-B

Electronically Filed
11/8/2019 2:35 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

005913



 

Page 2 of 9 

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

30

4. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form 

a belief as to the truth of paragraph 4’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

II. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. Answering paragraph 5, the Department admits jurisdiction, but denies the 

remaining allegations. 

6. The Department admits paragraph 6’s allegations. 

III. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A.      The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

7. The Department admits paragraph 7’s allegations. 

8. The Department admits paragraph 8’s allegations. 

9. The Department admits paragraph 9’s allegations. 

10. The Department admits paragraph 10’s allegations. 

11. The Department denies paragraph 11’s allegations. 

12. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 12’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

13. The Department denies paragraph 13’s allegations. 

14. The Department admits paragraph 14’s allegations. 

15. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 15’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

16. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 16’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   
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17. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 17’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

18. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 18’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

19. The Department admits paragraph 19’s allegations. 

20. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 20’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

21. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 21’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

B.  The Licensing Applications   

22. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 22’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

23. The Department denies paragraph 23’s allegations. 

24. The Department denies paragraph 24’s allegations.   

25. The Department admits paragraph 25’s allegations. 

26. The Department admits paragraph 26’s allegations. 

27. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 27’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

28. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 28’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

29. The Department admits paragraph 29’s allegations. 
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30. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 30’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

31. The Department denies paragraph 31’s allegations. 

32. The Department denies paragraph 32’s allegations. 

33. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 33’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

34. The Department denies paragraph 34’s allegations. 

35. The Department denies paragraph 35’s allegations. 

C.  Plaintiff’s Application 

36. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 36’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

37. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 37’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

38. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 38’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

39. The Department admits paragraph 39’s allegations. 

40. The Department admits paragraph 40’s allegations. 

41. The Department denies paragraph 41’s allegations. 

42. The Department admits paragraph 42’s allegations. 

43. The Department denies paragraph 43’s allegations. 

44. The Department denies paragraph 44’s allegations. 

45. The Department denies paragraph 45’s allegations. 

46. The Department denies paragraph 46’s allegations. 
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47. The Department denies paragraph 47’s allegations. 

48. The Department denies paragraph 48’s allegations. 

49. The Department denies paragraph 49’s allegations. 

50. The Department denies paragraph 50’s allegations. 

51. The Department denies paragraph 51’s allegations. 

52. The Department denies paragraph 52’s allegations. 

53. The Department denies paragraph 53’s allegations. 

54. The Department denies paragraph 54’s allegations. 

55. The Department denies paragraph 55’s allegations. 

56. The Department denies paragraph 56’s allegations. 

57. The Department denies paragraph 57’s allegations. 

58. The Department denies paragraph 58’s allegations. 

59. The Department denies paragraph 59’s allegations. 

60. The Department denies paragraph 60’s allegations. 

61. The Department denies paragraph 61’s allegations. 

IV. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

62. The Department denies paragraph 62’s allegations. 

63. The Department denies paragraph 63’s allegations. 

64. The Department denies paragraph 64’s allegations. 

65. The Department denies paragraph 65’s allegations. 

66. The Department denies paragraph 66’s allegations. 

67. The Department denies paragraph 67’s allegations. 

68. The Department denies paragraph 68’s allegations. 

69. The Department admits paragraph 69’s allegations. 
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70. The Department denies paragraph 70’s allegations. 

71. The Department denies paragraph 71’s allegations. 

72. The Department denies paragraph 72’s allegations. 

73. The Department denies paragraph 73’s allegations. 

74. The Department denies paragraph 74’s allegations. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Injunctive Relief) 

75. The Department denies paragraph 75’s allegations. 

76. The Department denies paragraph 76’s allegations. 

77. The Department denies paragraph 77’s allegations. 

78. The Department denies paragraph 78’s allegations. 

79. The Department denies paragraph 79’s allegations. 

80. The Department denies paragraph 80’s allegations. 

81. The Department denies paragraph 81’s allegations. 

82. The Department denies paragraph 82’s allegations. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

83. The Department denies paragraph 83’s allegations. 

84. The Department denies paragraph 84’s allegations. 

85. The Department denies paragraph 85’s allegations. 

86. The Department denies paragraph 86’s allegations. 

87. The Department denies paragraph 87’s allegations. 

88. The Department denies paragraph 88’s allegations. 

89. The Department denies paragraph 89’s allegations. 

90. The Department denies paragraph 90’s allegations. 

91. The Department denies paragraph 91’s allegations. 

92. The Department denies paragraph 92’s allegations. 
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

93. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

94. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

95. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

96. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

97. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

98. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

99. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

100. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

WHEREFORE, the Department prays for relief from this Court as follows: 

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

Request for Injunctive Relief; 

2. That Plaintiffs claims against Defendants be dismissed with prejudice;  

3. That Defendants be awarded reasonable attorney fees and costs of suit; and,  

4. For such other and further relief as this Honorable Court may deem just and 

proper.  

GENERAL DENIALS 

The Department denies any and all allegations in the First Amended Complaint and 

Request for Injunctive Relief not specifically admitted in this Answer. 

The Department denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief prayed for in 

the First Amended Complaint and Request for Injunctive Relief. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The Department denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following 

affirmative defenses: 

1. Plaintiff fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 

2. Chapter 453D does not provide for a hearing to contest the denial of a 

conditional license. 
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 3. The Nevada Administrative Procedures Act, NRS Chapter 233B, does not 

provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license is not issued. 

 4. The Department’s actions were neither arbitrary, capricious, nor an abuse of 

discretion. 

 5. The Department’s interpretation of the statutes and regulations it is 

authorized to execute is given great deference. 

 6. The Department used an impartial and numerically scored competitive 

bidding process. 

 7. Plaintiff does not have a statutory entitlement to a license. 

 8. Plaintiff lacks standing. 

 9. Plaintiff’s claims sounding in equity barred by laches. 

 10. Plaintiff failed to name all necessary and indispensable parties. 

 11. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by discretionary function immunity. 

 12. Plaintiff’s damages claims are subject to NRS 41.035. 

 13. The Department of not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of 

other third parties. 

 14. Plaintiff’s pleading does not present a justiciable controversy. 

 15. All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as 

insufficient facts and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable 

inquiry and, pursuant to NRCP 11, the Department hereby reserves the right to amend 

these affirmative defenses as additional information becomes available.  Additionally, one 

or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have been pled for the purposes of non-waiver. 

DATED this 8th day of November, 2019. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 
 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada ex rel. its 
Department of Taxation 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I caused to be e-filed and e-served to all parties listed on the 

Court’s Master Service List the foregoing ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF via the Clerk of the Court by using the 

electronic filing system on the 8th day of November, 2019. 

Peter S. Cirstiansen, Esq. 
R. Todd Terry, Esq. 
Whitney J. Barrett, Esq. 
Christiansen Law Offices 
810 S. Casino Center Blvd., Ste. 104 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Qualcan, LLC 

 
 
       /s/ Victoria Campbell    
      Victoria Campbell, an employee of the 
      Office of the Attorney General 
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ERR 
AARON FORD 

Attorney General 
Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 

Chief Litigation Counsel 
Office of the Attorney General 
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900 
Las Vegas, NV  89101  
(702)486-3420 (phone) 
(702)486-3773 (fax)  
sshevorski@ag.nv.gov 
 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada ex rel. its 
Department of Taxation 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
QUALCAN, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, 
 

   Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION, DOES I through X; ROE 
BUSINESS ENTITIELS I through X, 
 

   Defendants. 

Case No.  A-19-801416-B 
Dept No.  XIII 
 

 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

The State of Nevada ex rel. Department of Taxation (“The Department”) answers 

Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint and Request for Injunctive Relief as follows: 

I. 

PARTIES  

1. The Department admits paragraph 1’s allegations. 

2. The Department admits paragraph 2’s allegations.   

3. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 3’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies the 

same.   

Case Number: A-19-801416-B

Electronically Filed
11/8/2019 2:59 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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4. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form 

a belief as to the truth of paragraph 4’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore 

denies the same.   

II. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. Answering paragraph 5, the Department admits jurisdiction, but denies the 

remaining allegations. 

6. The Department admits paragraph 6’s allegations. 

III. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A.      The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

7. The Department admits paragraph 7’s allegations. 

8. The Department admits paragraph 8’s allegations. 

9. The Department admits paragraph 9’s allegations. 

10. The Department admits paragraph 10’s allegations. 

11. The Department denies paragraph 11’s allegations. 

12. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 12’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

13. The Department denies paragraph 13’s allegations. 

14. The Department admits paragraph 14’s allegations. 

15. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 15’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

16. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 16’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   
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17. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 17’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

18. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 18’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

19. The Department admits paragraph 19’s allegations. 

20. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 20’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same.   

21. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 21’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

B.  The Licensing Applications   

22. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 22’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

23. The Department denies paragraph 23’s allegations. 

24. The Department denies paragraph 24’s allegations.   

25. The Department admits paragraph 25’s allegations. 

26. The Department admits paragraph 26’s allegations. 

27. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 27’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

28. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 28’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

29. The Department admits paragraph 29’s allegations. 
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30. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 30’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

31. The Department denies paragraph 31’s allegations. 

32. The Department denies paragraph 32’s allegations. 

33. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 33’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

34. The Department denies paragraph 34’s allegations. 

35. The Department denies paragraph 35’s allegations. 

C.  Plaintiff’s Application 

36. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 36’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

37. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 37’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

38. The Department is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth of paragraph 38’s allegations set forth therein and, therefore denies 

the same. 

39. The Department admits paragraph 39’s allegations. 

40. The Department admits paragraph 40’s allegations. 

41. The Department denies paragraph 41’s allegations. 

42. The Department admits paragraph 42’s allegations. 

43. The Department denies paragraph 43’s allegations. 

44. The Department denies paragraph 44’s allegations. 

45. The Department denies paragraph 45’s allegations. 

46. The Department denies paragraph 46’s allegations. 
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47. The Department denies paragraph 47’s allegations. 

48. The Department denies paragraph 48’s allegations. 

49. The Department denies paragraph 49’s allegations. 

50. The Department denies paragraph 50’s allegations. 

51. The Department denies paragraph 51’s allegations. 

52. The Department denies paragraph 52’s allegations. 

53. The Department denies paragraph 53’s allegations. 

54. The Department denies paragraph 54’s allegations. 

55. The Department denies paragraph 55’s allegations. 

56. The Department denies paragraph 56’s allegations. 

57. The Department denies paragraph 57’s allegations. 

58. The Department denies paragraph 58’s allegations. 

59. The Department denies paragraph 59’s allegations. 

60. The Department denies paragraph 60’s allegations. 

61. The Department denies paragraph 61’s allegations. 

IV. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

62. The Department denies paragraph 62’s allegations. 

63. The Department denies paragraph 63’s allegations. 

64. The Department denies paragraph 64’s allegations. 

65. The Department denies paragraph 65’s allegations. 

66. The Department denies paragraph 66’s allegations. 

67. The Department denies paragraph 67’s allegations. 

68. The Department denies paragraph 68’s allegations. 

69. The Department admits paragraph 69’s allegations. 

005926



 

Page 6 of 9 

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

30

70. The Department denies paragraph 70’s allegations. 

71. The Department denies paragraph 71’s allegations. 

72. The Department denies paragraph 72’s allegations. 

73. The Department denies paragraph 73’s allegations. 

74. The Department denies paragraph 74’s allegations. 

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Injunctive Relief) 

75. The Department denies paragraph 75’s allegations. 

76. The Department denies paragraph 76’s allegations. 

77. The Department denies paragraph 77’s allegations. 

78. The Department denies paragraph 78’s allegations. 

79. The Department denies paragraph 79’s allegations. 

80. The Department denies paragraph 80’s allegations. 

81. The Department denies paragraph 81’s allegations. 

82. The Department denies paragraph 82’s allegations. 

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

83. The Department denies paragraph 83’s allegations. 

84. The Department denies paragraph 84’s allegations. 

85. The Department denies paragraph 85’s allegations. 

86. The Department denies paragraph 86’s allegations. 

87. The Department denies paragraph 87’s allegations. 

88. The Department denies paragraph 88’s allegations. 

89. The Department denies paragraph 89’s allegations. 

90. The Department denies paragraph 90’s allegations. 

91. The Department denies paragraph 91’s allegations. 

92. The Department denies paragraph 92’s allegations. 
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FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Contractual Relations) 

93. The Department denies paragraph 93’s allegations. 

94. The Department denies paragraph 94’s allegations. 

95. The Department denies paragraph 95’s allegations. 

96. The Department denies paragraph 96’s allegations. 

97. The Department denies paragraph 97’s allegations. 

98. The Department denies paragraph 98’s allegations. 

99. The Department denies paragraph 99’s allegations. 

100. The Department denies paragraph 100’s allegations. 

WHEREFORE, the Department prays for relief from this Court as follows: 

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

Request for Injunctive Relief; 

2. That Plaintiffs claims against Defendants be dismissed with prejudice;  

3. That Defendants be awarded reasonable attorney fees and costs of suit; and,  

4. For such other and further relief as this Honorable Court may deem just and 

proper.  

GENERAL DENIALS 

The Department denies any and all allegations in the First Amended Complaint and 

Request for Injunctive Relief not specifically admitted in this Answer. 

The Department denies that Plaintiffs are entitled to any of the relief prayed for in 

the First Amended Complaint and Request for Injunctive Relief. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

The Department denies any and all liability in this matter and asserts the following 

affirmative defenses: 

1. Plaintiff fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 

2. Chapter 453D does not provide for a hearing to contest the denial of a 

conditional license. 
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 3. The Nevada Administrative Procedures Act, NRS Chapter 233B, does not 

provide for a hearing when a retail marijuana license is not issued. 

 4. The Department’s actions were neither arbitrary, capricious, nor an abuse of 

discretion. 

 5. The Department’s interpretation of the statutes and regulations it is 

authorized to execute is given great deference. 

 6. The Department used an impartial and numerically scored competitive 

bidding process. 

 7. Plaintiff does not have a statutory entitlement to a license. 

 8. Plaintiff lacks standing. 

 9. Plaintiff’s claims sounding in equity barred by laches. 

 10. Plaintiff failed to name all necessary and indispensable parties. 

 11. Plaintiff’s claims are barred by discretionary function immunity. 

 12. Plaintiff’s damages claims are subject to NRS 41.035. 

 13. The Department of not legally responsible for the actions and/or omissions of 

other third parties. 

 14. Plaintiff’s pleading does not present a justiciable controversy. 

 15. All possible affirmative defenses may not have been alleged inasmuch as 

insufficient facts and other relevant information may not be available after reasonable 

inquiry and, pursuant to NRCP 11, the Department hereby reserves the right to amend 

these affirmative defenses as additional information becomes available.  Additionally, one 

or more of these Affirmative Defenses may have been pled for the purposes of non-waiver. 

DATED this 8th day of November, 2019. 

AARON D. FORD 
Attorney General 
 
By: /s/ Steve Shevorski    

Steve Shevorski (Bar No. 8256) 
Chief Litigation Counsel 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada ex rel. its 
Department of Taxation 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I caused to be e-filed and e-served to all parties listed on the 

Court’s Master Service List the foregoing ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 

COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF via the Clerk of the Court by 

using the electronic filing system on the 8th day of November, 2019. 

Peter S. Cirstiansen, Esq. 
R. Todd Terry, Esq. 
Whitney J. Barrett, Esq. 
Christiansen Law Offices 
810 S. Casino Center Blvd., Ste. 104 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Qualcan, LLC 

 
 
       /s/ Victoria Campbell    
      Victoria Campbell, an employee of the 
      Office of the Attorney General 
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MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
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TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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PROHIBITION 
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COMPLAINT 
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MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
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INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
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NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
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INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
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SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 
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GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
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142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
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143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 
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56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
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PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
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thru 
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thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
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8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
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thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
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thru 
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8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE
APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada
corporation; CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL
SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada
limited liability company; NYE NATURAL
MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a
NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability company;
CLARK NMSD LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada
limited liability company; INYO FINE
CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a INYO
FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a Nevada
limited liability company; and SURTERRA
HOLDINGS, INC., a Delaware corporation,

Case No. A-19-787035-C
Dept. No. VI

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW
AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI,
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION

Exempt from Arbitration NAR 3(A), 5
 Action Seeking Judicial Review of

Administrative Decisions
 Action for Declaratory Relief
 Action Presenting a Significant

FAC
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

Nevada Bar No. 1462
JOSHUA M. DICKEY

Nevada Bar No. 6621
SARAH E. HARMON

Nevada Bar No. 8106
KELLY B. STOUT

Nevada Bar No. 12105
BAILEYKENNEDY
8984 Spanish Ridge Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148-1302
Telephone: 702.562.8820
Facsimile: 702.562.8821
DKennedy@BaileyKennedy.com
JDickey@BaileyKennedy.com
SHarmon@BaileyKennedy.com
KStout@BaileyKennedy.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Petitioners

D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE
APOTHECARY SHOPPE; CLARK NATURAL
MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a
NuVEDA; NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL
SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA; CLARK
NMSD LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA; and INYO FINE
CANNABIS DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a INYO
FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY;

Case Number: A-19-787035-C

Electronically Filed
9/6/2019 3:17 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

005593
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Plaintiffs/Petitioners,

vs.

STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF
TAXATION; STATE EX REL. NEVADA TAX
COMMISSION; 3AP INC., a Nevada limited
liability company; 5SEAT INVESTMENTS
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
ACRES DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; ACRES MEDICAL LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; AGUA
STREET LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE
ASSOCIATION LC, a Nevada limited liability
company; BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF
CARSON CITY LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; BLOSSUM GROUP LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; BLUE COYOTE
RANCH LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; CARSON CITY AGENCY
SOLUTIONS L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability
company; CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; CIRCLE S
FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; CLEAR RIVER, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; CN LICENSECO I,
Inc., a Nevada corporation; COMMERCE PARK
MEDICAL L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability
company; COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS
VEGAS LLC , a Nevada limited liability
company; CWNEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; D LUX LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; DEEP ROOTS
MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES
MARKETING LTD., a Nevada limited liability
company; .DP HOLDINGS, INC., a Nevada
corporation; ECONEVADA LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; ESSENCE
HENDERSON, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; ETW
MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; EUPHORIA
WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; FIDELIS

Issue of Public Policy
 Action Seeking Equitable or

Extraordinary Relief
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HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada limited liability
company; FOREVER GREEN, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; FRANKLIN
BIOSCIENCE NV LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; FSWFL, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; GB SCIENCES
NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; GFIVE
CULTIVATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; GOOD
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; GRAVITAS HENDERSON
L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company;
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD., a Nevada limited
liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS LLC,
a Nevada limited liability company; GREEN
THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; GREENLEAF WELLNESS,
INC., a Nevada corporation; GREENMART OF
NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; GREENPOINT NEVADA INC., a
Nevada corporation; GREENSCAPE
PRODUCTIONS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; GREENWAY HEALTH
COMMUNITY L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability
company; GREENWAY MEDICAL LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; GTI
NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; H & K GROWERS CORP., a Nevada
corporation; HARVEST OF NEVADA LLC; a
Nevada limited liability company;
HEALTHCARE OPTIONS FOR PATIENTS
ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; HELIOS NV LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; HELPING HANDS
WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada
corporation; HERBAL CHOICE INC., a Nevada
corporation; HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HIGH
SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; INTERNATIONAL
SERVICE AND REBUILDING, INC., a
domestic corporation; JUST QUALITY, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; KINDIBLES
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LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; LAS
VEGAS WELLNESS AND COMPASSION
LLC; a Nevada limited liability company;
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; LIVFREE
WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; LNP, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; LUFF
ENTERPRISES NV, INC., a Nevada
corporation; LVMC C&P LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; MALANA LV L.L.C., a
Nevada limited liability company; MATRIX NV,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
MEDIFARM IV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; MILLER FARMS, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; MM
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada
corporation; MM R & D, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC,
a Nevada limited liability company; MMOF
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. a Nevada corporation;
NATURAL MEDICINE L.L.C., a Nevada
limited liability company; NCMM, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA
BOTANICAL SCIENCE, INC., a Nevada
corporation; NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA
MEDICAL GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; NEVADA ORGANIC
REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
NEVADAPURE, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; NEVCANN LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; NLV WELLNESS LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; NLVG, LLC,
a Nevada limited liability company; NULEAF
INCLINE DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; NV 3480 PARTNERS LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; NV GREEN
INC., a Nevada corporation; NYE FARM TECH
LTD., a Nevada limited liability company;
PARADISE WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company;
PHENOFARM NV LLC, a Nevada limited
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liability company; PHYSIS ONE LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; POLARIS
WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C., a Nevada limited
liability company; PURE TONIC
CONCENTRATES LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; QUALCAN L.L.C., a Nevada
limited liability company; RED EARTH, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; RELEAF
CULTIVATION, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company, RG HIGHLAND ENTERPRISES
INC., a Nevada corporation; ROMBOUGH
REAL ESTATE INC., a Nevada corporation;
RURAL REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; SERENITY WELLNESS
CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; SILVER SAGE WELLNESS LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; SOLACE
ENTERPRISES, LLLP, a Nevada limited-
liability limited partnership; SOUTHERN
NEVADA GROWERS, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; STRIVE WELLNESS OF
NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; SWEET GOLDY LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; TGIG, LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; THC NEVADA LLC,
a Nevada limited liability company; THE
HARVEST FOUNDATION LLC, a Nevada
limited liability company; THOMPSON FARM
ONE L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company;
TRNVP098 LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE
COMPANIES SO NV, LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; TWELVE TWELVE LLC, a
Nevada limited liability company; VEGAS
VALLEY GROWERS LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; WAVESEER OF NEVADA,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA
NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA,
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company;
WENDOVERA LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; WEST COAST DEVELOPMENT
NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company; WSCC, INC., a Nevada corporation;
YMY VENTURES LLC, a Nevada limited
liability company; ZION GARDENS LLC, a
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Nevada limited liability company; DOES 1-100;
and Roes 1-100.

Defendants/Respondents.

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION

Plaintiffs/Petitioners D.H. Flamingo, Inc. d/b/a The Apothecary Shoppe; Clark Natural

Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda; Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda;

Clark NMSD LLC d/b/a NuVeda; and Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary L.L.C. d/b/a Inyo Fine

Cannabis Dispensary (collectively “Plaintiffs/Petitioners”) complain against defendants/

respondents, and each of them, as follows:

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This Court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to Nev. Const. art. 6, § 6, NRS

233B.130, NRS 34.020, NRS 34.160, and NRS 34.330.

2. Venue is proper in that the aggrieved parties are businesses whose principal places of

business are located in Clark County, Nevada, and/or the causes of action arose in Clark County,

Nevada.

II. THE PARTIES

3. This is a Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review. As required by NRS

233B.130(2)(a) and Washoe Cnty. v. Otto, 128 Nev. 424, 432, 282 P.3d 719, 725 (2012), all parties

to the proceeding being challenged in this petition are named as defendants/respondents.

A. Plaintiffs/Petitioners

4. Plaintiff/Petitioner D.H. Flamingo, Inc., d/b/a The Apothecary Shoppe (“DH

Flamingo”) is a Nevada corporation.

5. Plaintiffs/Petitioners Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC, d/b/a NuVeda; Nye

Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC d/b/a NuVeda; and Clark NMSD LLC, d/b/a NuVeda

(collectively, “NuVeda”) are each a Nevada limited liability company.

6. Plaintiff/Petitioner Inyo Fine Cannabis Dispensary L.L.C., d/b/a Inyo Fine Cannabis

Dispensary (“Inyo”) is a Nevada limited liability company.
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B. Defendants/Respondents

7. Defendant/Respondent State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the “Department”)

is an agency of the State of Nevada.

8. Defendant/Respondent Nevada Tax Commission (the “Commission”) is the head of

the Department.

1. Defendants Who Received Conditional Recreational Retail Marijuana
Establishment Licenses.

9. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Cheyenne Medical, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Thrive Cannabis

Marketplace, Thrive, and/or Cheyenne Medical.

10. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Circle S Farms, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Canna Straz,

and/or Circle S.

11. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Clear River, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names United States Marijuana

Company, Unites States Medical Marijuana, Nevada Medical Marijuana, Clear River Wellness,

Clear River Infused, Nevada Made Marijuana, Greenwolf Nevada, Farm Direct Weed,

Atomicrockz, and/or Giddystick.

12. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Commerce Park Medical

L.L.C. is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Thrive

Cannabis Marketplace, LivFree Las Vegas, and/or Commerce Park Medical.

13. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Deep Roots Medical LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Deep Roots

Harvest.

14. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Essence Henderson, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Essence Cannabis

Dispensary.

/ / /
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15. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Essence Tropicana, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Essence.

16. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Eureka NewGen Farms LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Eureka NewGen

Farms.

17. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Green Therapeutics LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Provisions.

18. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenmart of Nevada NLV,

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Health for

Life.

19. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Helping Hands Wellness

Center, Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm names Cannacare,

Green Heaven Nursery, and/or Helping Hands Wellness Center.

20. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Lone Mountain Partners, LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Zenleaf, Siena,

Encore Cannabis, Bentleys Blunts, Einstein Extracts, Encore Company, and/or Siena Cannabis.

21. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Organic Remedies

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names The

Source and/or The Source Dispensary.

22. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Polaris Wellness Center L.L.C.

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Polaris MMJ.

23. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Pure Tonic Concentrates LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Green Heart

and/or Pure Tonic.

24. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent TRNVP098 LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Grassroots and/or Taproot

Labs.

/ / /

005600
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25. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Wellness Connection of

Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name

Cultivate Dispensary.

26. On information and belief, DOES 1-100 are each Nevada individuals and residents

or Nevada entities whose identities are unknown.

27. Upon information and belief, the Defendants/Respondents identified in Paragraphs

9-26 were granted conditional recreational dispensary licenses by the Department on or after

December 5, 2018 (the “Successful Applicants”).

2. Defendants Who Were Denied Conditional Recreational Dispensary
Licenses

28. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent 3AP Inc. is a Nevada

corporation doing business under the fictitious firm names Nature's Chemistry, Sierra Well, and/or

Nevada Cannabis.

29. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent 5Seat Investments LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Kanna.

30. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Acres Dispensary LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Acres Dispensary.

31. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Acres Medical LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Acres Cannabis.

32. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Agua Street LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Curaleaf and/or Agua

Research & Wellness Center.

33. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Alternative Medicine

Association, LC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm

name AMA MFG, AMA Production, and/or AMA Cultivation.

34. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Bioneva Innovations of Carson

City LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name

BioNeva.
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35. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Blossum Group LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Healing Herb.

36. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Blue Coyote Ranch LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Blue Coyote Ranch.

37. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Carson City Agency Solutions

L.L.C. is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name CC

Agency Solutions.

38. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent CN Licenseco I, Inc. is a

Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm names CanaNevada and/or Flower One.

39. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Compassionate Team Of Las

Vegas LLC is a Nevada limited liability company;

40. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent CWNevada, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Canopi.

41. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent D Lux LLC is a Nevada limited

liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name D Lux.

42. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Diversified Modalities

Marketing Ltd. is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names

Galaxy Growers and/or Diversified Modalities Marketing.

43. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent DP Holdings, Inc. is a Nevada

corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name Compassionate Team of Las Vegas.

44. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent EcoNevada, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Marapharm.

45. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent ETW Management Group LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Gassers.

46. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Euphoria Wellness LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Euphoria

Wellness, Even Cannabis, Euphoria Marijuana, and/or Summa Cannabis.

/ / /
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47. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Fidelis Holdings, LLC. is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Pisos.

48. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Forever Green, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Forever Green.

49. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Franklin Bioscience NV LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Lucky Edibles,

Altus, and/or Beyond Hello.

50. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent FSWFL, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Green Harvest.

51. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent GB Sciences Nevada LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name GB Science.

52. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent GBS Nevada Partners LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name ShowGrow.

53. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent GFive Cultivation LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names G5 and/or

GFiveCultivation.

54. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Global Harmony LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names as Top Notch

Health Center, Top Notch, The Health Center, Tetra Research, The Health Center, and/or Top

Notch.

55. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Good Chemistry Nevada, LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Good

Chemistry.

56. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Gravitas Henderson L.L.C.is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Better Buds.

57. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Gravitas Nevada Ltd. is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names The Apothecarium

Las Vegas, The Apothecarium Nevada, and/or the Apothecarium Henderson.
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58. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Green Leaf Farms Holdings

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Players

Network.

59. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Green Life Productions LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Green Life

Productions.

60. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenleaf Wellness, Inc. is a

Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name GreenleafWellness.

61. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenpoint Nevada Inc. is a

Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name Chalice Farms.

62. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenscape Productions LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Herbal Wellness

Center.

63. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenway Health Community

L.L.C. is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name

Greenway Health Community LLC.

64. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Greenway Medical LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names GWM and/or

Greenway Las Vegas.

65. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent GTI Nevada, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Rise.

66. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent H&K Growers Corp. is a

Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name H&K Growers.

67. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Harvest of Nevada LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Harvest.

68. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Healthcare Options for Patients

Enterprises, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm

names Shango and/or Hope.
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69. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Helios NV LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Hydrovize, Helios NV

and/or Helios Nevada.

70. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Herbal Choice Inc. is a Nevada

corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name Herbal Choice.

71. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent is a High Sierra Cultivation

LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name High

Sierra.

72. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent High Sierra Holistics, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names HSH, and/or High

Sierra Holistics.

73. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent International Service and

Rebuilding, Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name VooDoo.

74. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Just Quality, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Panacea Cannabis.

75. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Kindibles LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Area 51.

76. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Las Vegas Wellness and

Compassion LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm

name Pegasus Nevada.

77. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Libra Wellness Center, LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Libra Wellness.

78. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Livfree Wellness LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name The Dispensary.

79. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent LNP, LLC is a Nevada limited

liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names LPN and/or Lynch Natural

Products, LLC.

/ / /
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80. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Luff Enterprises NV, Inc. is a

Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name Sweet Cannabis.

81. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent LVMC C&P, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name CannaCopia.

82. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Malana LV L.L.C. is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Malana LV.

83. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Matrix NV, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Matrix NV.

84. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Medifarm IV, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Blum Reno.

85. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Miller Farms LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Lucid.

86. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent MM Development Company,

Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm names Planet 13 and/or

Medizin.

87. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent MM R&D LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Sunshine Cannabis and/or

the Green Cross Farmacy.

88. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent MMNV2 Holdings I, LLC is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Medmen.

89. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent MMOF Las Vegas Retail, Inc.

is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm names Panacea, MedMen,

MedMen Las Vegas, Medmen the Airport, and/or MedMen Paradise.

90. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Natural Medicine L.L.C. is a

Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Natural Medicine

No. 1.

91. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent NCMM, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name NCMM.
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92. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Botanical Science, Inc.

is a Nevada corporation doing business under the fictitious firm name Vigor Dispensaries.

93. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Group Wellness LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Prime and/or

NGW.

94. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Holistic Medicine LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names MMJ America

and/or Nevada Holistic Medicine.

95. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Medical Group LLC is

a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names The Clubhouse

Dispensary, Bam-Body, and/or Mind and King Cannabis.

96. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent Nevada Wellness Center LLC

is a Nevada limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name NWC.

97. Upon information and belief, Defendant/Respondent NevadaPure, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names Shango Las Vegas and/or

Shango.

98. Defendant/Respondent Nevcann, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm name Nev Cann.

99. Defendant/Respondent NLV Wellness LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name ETHCX.

100. Defendant/Respondent NLVG, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm name Desert Bloom Wellness Center.

101. Defendant/Respondent Nuleaf Incline Dispensary LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Nuleaf.

102. Defendant/Respondent NV 3480 Partners LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name Evergreen Organix.

103. Defendant/Respondent NV Green Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing business under

the fictitious firm name NV Green.
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104. Defendant/Respondent Nye Farm Tech Ltd. is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name URBN Leaf.

105. Defendant/Respondent Paradise Wellness Center LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Las Vegas Releaf.

106. Defendant/Respondent Phenofarm NV LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name Marapharm Las Vegas.

107. Defendant/Respondent Physis One LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm names Physis One and/or LV Fortress.

108. Defendant/Respondent Qualcan, L.L.C. is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm name Qualcan.

109. Defendant/Respondent Red Earth, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm name Red Earth

110. Defendant/Respondent Releaf Cultivation, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Releaf Cultivation.

111. Defendant/Respondent RG Highland Enterprises Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing

business under the fictitious firm name Tweedleaf.

112. Defendant/Respondent Rombough Real Estate Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing

business under the fictitious firm name Mother Herb.

113. Defendant/Respondent Rural Remedies LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name Doc’s Apothecary.

114. Defendant/Respondent Serenity Wellness Center LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm names Oasis Cannabis and/or Oasis Cannabis

Dispensary.

115. Defendant/Respondent Silver Sage Wellness LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company.

116. Defendant/Respondent Solace Enterprises, LLP is a Nevada limited liability limited

partnership doing business under the fictitious firm names Thallo, Aether Gardens, @Hith LP

and/or Aether Extracts.
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117. Defendant/Respondent Southern Nevada Growers, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Bowtie Cannabis.

118. Defendant/Respondent Strive Wellness of Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Strive.

119. Defendant/Respondent Sweet Goldy LLC is a Nevada limited liability company,

120. Defendant/Respondent TGIG, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm names The Grove, The Grove Wellness Center, Vert Infusibles

and/or Vert Edibles.

121. Defendant/Respondent THC Nevada LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm names Canna Vibe, FloraVega, and/or Welleaf.

122. Defendant/Respondent The Harvest Foundation LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Harvest Foundation.

123. Defendant/Respondent Thompson Farm One L.L.C. is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm names Green Zon, Gold Leaf, and/or Thompson

Farm.

124. Defendant/Respondent Tryke Companies Reno, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Reef.

125. Defendant/Respondent Tryke Companies SO NV, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Reef Dispensaries.

126. Defendant/Respondent Twelve Twelve LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm names 12/12 Dispensary and/or Twelve Twelve.

127. Defendant/Respondent Vegas Valley Growers LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Kiff Premium Cannabis.

128. Defendant/Respondent Waveseer of Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited liability

company doing business under the fictitious firm name Jenny’s Dispensary.

129. Defendant/Respondent Wellness & Caregivers of Nevada NLV, LLC is a Nevada

limited liability company doing business under the fictitious firm names MMD Las Vegas and/or

Las Vegas Cannabis.
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130. Defendant/Respondent Wendovera LLC is a Nevada limited liability company doing

business under the fictitious firm name Wendovera.

131. Defendant/Respondent West Coast Development Nevada, LLC is a Nevada limited

liability company doing business under the fictitious firm name Sweet Goldy.

132. Defendant/Respondent WSCC, Inc. is a Nevada corporation doing business under

the fictitious firm name Sierra Well.

133. Defendant/Respondent YMY Ventures, LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm names Stem and/or Cannavore.

134. Defendant/Respondent Zion Gardens LLC is a Nevada limited liability company

doing business under the fictitious firm name Zion Garden.

135. On information and belief, ROES 1-100 are each Nevada individuals and residents

or Nevada entities whose identities are unknown.

136. On information and belief, the Defendants/Respondents identified in Paragraphs 28-

135 are natural persons or entities who are qualified holders of Medical Marijuana Establishment

(“MME”) Certificates, who submitted an application to operate a recreational retail marijuana

establishment to the Department between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on

September 20, 2018, and were denied a license on or after December 5, 2018 (collectively, the

“Denied Applicants”).

III. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

A. The Department.

137. During Nevada’s 2016 General Election, the voters approved an initiative petition to

legalize the recreational use of marijuana by persons 21 years of age or older. This initiative

petition has been codified as Chapter 453D of the Nevada Revised Statutes (“Ballot Initiative”).

138. The Department, which administers Nevada's medical and adult-use marijuana

programs, is charged with the following responsibilities:

a. Overseeing the licensing of marijuana establishments and agents (establishing

licensing qualifications; granting, transferring, suspending, revoking, and

reinstating licenses);
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b. Establishing standards and procedures for the cultivation, production, testing,

distribution, and sale of marijuana in Nevada; and

c. Ensuring compliance of marijuana establishments with state laws and

regulations.

139. In 2018, the Department reportedly collected more than $82 million in taxes, fees,

and penalties.

140. The Department’s Marijuana Enforcement Division (“Division”) reports that during

the 2018 fiscal year, it had 44 budgeted positions.1

141. Despite its responsibility to oversee 659 final medical and adult-use certificates/

licenses; 245 provisional certificates/conditional licenses; and 11,932 holders of marijuana agent

cards, the Division does not have a licensing department or any employees specifically responsible

for licensing, and only has 31 employees to monitor compliance and enforcement.

142. Between July 1, 2017 – June 30, 2018, the Division initiated only 234 investigations

(146 of which were substantiated).

143. The resources of the Department are not adequate to competently and effectively

regulate the number of MME and adult use licensees.

B. The Ballot Initiative

144. The Ballot Initiative requires that “[w]hen competing applications are submitted for

a proposed retail marijuana store within a single county, the Department shall use an impartial and

numerically scored competitive bidding process to determine which application or applications

among those competing will be approved.” NRS 453D.210(6).

145. It also requires that “[t]he Department shall conduct a background check of each

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant.”

NRS 453D.200(6).

1 Upon information and belief, the Gaming Control Board is charged with overseeing approximately 2,900
facilities that hold gaming licenses and employed almost 400 people during the same time period (50 in the
Administrative Division, 90 in the Audit Division; 118 in the Enforcement Division, 76 in the Investigations Division,
27 in the Tax and License Division, and 26 in the Technology Division).
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146. It also sets forth certain requirements for granting a marijuana establishment license

application, including, “[p]roof that the physical address where the proposed marijuana

establishment will operate is owned by the applicant or the applicant has the written permission of

the property owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that property.” NRS

453D.210(5)(b).

147. Additionally, the Ballot Initiative requires the Department2 to adopt all regulations

necessary or convenient to carry out the Act no later than January 1, 2018, including regulations

that set forth the “[p]rocedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a license to

operate a marijuana establishment” and “[q]ualifications for licensure that are directly and

demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana establishment.” NRS 453D.200(1)(a)-(b).

148. However, Article 19, Section 2 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada provides,

in pertinent part, that “[a]n initiative measure so approved by the voters shall not be amended,

annulled, repealed, set aside or suspended by the legislature within 3 years from the date it takes

effect.”

149. Likewise, “administrative regulations cannot contradict the statute they are designed

to implement.” Horizons at Seven Hills v. Ikon Holdings, 132 Nev. 362, 368, 373 P.3d 66, 70

(2016) (quoting (Nev. Attorney for Injured Workers v. Nev. Self–Insurers Ass'n, 126 Nev. 74, 84,

225 P.3d 1265, 1271 (2010) (internal quotations omitted).) Therefore, the Department’s regulations

may not contravene any provisions of the Ballot Initiative.

C. The Approved Regulations.

150. On or about May 8, 2017, the Department adopted temporary regulations that

expired on November 1, 2017.

151. Marijuana establishments became licensed under the temporary regulation to sell

adult-use marijuana starting July 1, 2017.

152. The Department drafted proposed regulations and held public workshops from July

24, 2017 through July 27, 2017 on proposed permanent regulations.

2 Pursuant to Nevada law, the Commission shall prescribe regulations for carrying on the business of the
Commission and of the Department.
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153. The draft permanent regulations were submitted to the Legislative Counsel Bureau

on September 9, 2017, and assigned LCB File No. R092-17.

154. On December 16, 2017, the Commission gave notice of its intent to adopt final

marijuana regulations.

155. On January 16, 2018, the Commission unanimously approved the proposed

permanent regulations (“Approved Regulations”).

156. The Approved Regulations became effective February 27, 2018. All provisions

related to the procedures for the issuance, suspension, or revocation of licenses issued by the

Department of Taxation for marijuana establishments were implemented immediately.

157. Subsection 1 of Section 76 of the Approved Regulations provides that “[a]t least

once each year, the Department will determine whether a sufficient number of marijuana

establishments exist to serve the people of this State and, if the Department determines that

additional marijuana establishments are necessary, the Department will issue a request for

applications to operate a marijuana establishment.”

158. Pursuant to Subsection 3 of Section 76 of the Approved Regulations, the Department

will accept applications in response to such a request for applications “for 10 business days

beginning on the date which is 45 business days after the date on which the Department issued the

request for applications.”

159. Section 77 of the Approved Regulations provides the procedures for an existing

MME registration certificate holder to apply for one license, of the same type, for recreational

marijuana.

160. Section 78 of the Approved Regulations provides the procedures for an existing

MME registration certificate holder to apply for one or more licenses, of the same type or of a

different type, for recreational marijuana.

161. A license application submitted pursuant to Section 78 of the Approved Regulations

“must include,” among other things, the following:

a. The physical address where the proposed marijuana establishment will be located

(Section 78(1)(b)(5) of the Approved Regulations);
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b. A list of all owners, officers and board members of the proposed marijuana

establishment;

c. Documentation concerning the size of the proposed marijuana establishment,

including, without limitation, building and general floor plans with supporting

details (Section 78(1)(f) of the Approved Regulations);

d. Proof that the physical address of the prospective marijuana establishment is

owned by the applicant or that the applicant has the written permission of the

property owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that property

(NRS 453D.210(5)(b); and

e. A response to and information which supports any other criteria the Department

determines to be relevant, which will be specified and requested by the

Department at the time the Department issues a request for applications which

includes the point values that will be allocated to the applicable portions of the

application pursuant to subsection 2 of Section 76 of the Approved Regulations

(Section 78(1)(l) of the Approved Regulations).

162. Section 80 of the Approved Regulations (now codified at NAC 453D.272) provides

that when the Department receives more than one complete and qualified application for a license

for a retail marijuana store in response to its request for applications, the Department will rank the

applicants in order from first to last based on numerous categories of information including, but not

limited to:

a. Whether the owners, officers, or board members have experience
operating another kind of business that has given them experience
which is applicable to the operation of a marijuana establishment;

b. The diversity of the owners, officers, or board members of the
proposed marijuana establishment;

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers, or board
members of the proposed marijuana establishment;

d. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and
illiquid;
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e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care,
quality, and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale;

f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial
contributions, including, without limitation, civic or philanthropic
involvement with this State or its political subdivisions, by the
applicant or the owners, officers, or board members of the
proposed marijuana establishment;

g. Whether the owners, officers, or board members of the proposed
marijuana establishment have direct experience with the operation
of a medical marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment
in this State and have demonstrated a record of operating such an
establishment in compliance with the laws and regulations of this
State for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success; and

h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to
employ in operating the type of marijuana establishment for which
the applicant seeks a license.

163. Pursuant to Section 91(4) of the Approved Regulations and NRS 453D.210(4)(b), if

an application for a marijuana establishment license is not approved, the Department must send the

applicant a notice of rejection setting forth the specific reasons why the Department did not approve

the license application.

D. The Department’s Request for License Applications.

164. Pursuant to NRS 453D.210, for the first 18 months after the Department began to

receive applications for recreational marijuana establishments, applications for retail marijuana

stores, marijuana product manufacturing facilities, and marijuana cultivation facilities could only be

submitted by holders of MME certificates.

165. On July 6, 2018, the Department issued a Notice of Intent to Accept Applications for

Marijuana Licenses (“Notice”) and released version 5.4 of the Recreational Marijuana

Establishment License Application: Recreational Retail Marijuana Store Only, which was dated

June 22, 2018 (“Original Application”).

166. The footer of the Original Application stated: “Version 5.4 – 06/22/2018

Recreational Marijuana Establishment License Application” and consisted of 34 pages.

167. The request for applications was limited to existing MME certificate holders seeking

a retail recreational marijuana establishment license pursuant to Section 78 of the Approved
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Regulations, and the Notice required that all applications be submitted between 8:00 a.m. on

September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018.

168. Pursuant to Subsection 2 of Section 76 of the Approved Regulations, the Original

Application included the following point values associated with each category of requested

information:

Nevada Recreational Marijuana Application Criteria Total Points
Possible

The description of the proposed organizational structure of the
proposed marijuana establishment and information concerning
each owner, officer and board member including key personnel of
the proposed marijuana establishment including the information
provided pursuant to R092-17.

603

Evidence of the amount of taxes paid or other beneficial financial
contributions made to the State of Nevada or its political
subdivisions within the last five years by the applicant or the
persons who are proposed to be owners, officers or board
members of the proposed establishment.

25

A financial plan which includes:

 Financial statements showing the resources of the
applicant, both liquid and illiquid.

 If the applicant is relying on funds from an owner, officer or
board member, or any other source, evidence that such
source has unconditionally committed such funds to the use
of the applicant in the event the Department awards a
recreational marijuana establishment license to the
applicant and the applicant obtains the necessary local
government approvals to operate the establishment.

 Proof that the applicant has adequate funds to cover all
expenses and costs of the first year of operation

30

Documentation from a financial institution in this state or in any
other state or the District of Columbia which demonstrates:

 That the applicant has at least $250,000 in liquid assets
which are unencumbered and can be converted within 30
days after a request to liquidate such assets.

 The source of those liquid assets.

10

Documentation concerning the integrated plan of the proposed
marijuana establishment for the care, quality and safekeeping of
marijuana from seed to sale, including:

40

3 The Division recently disclosed that 20 of the 60 points were allocated to diversity of the applicant’s owners,
officers, and board members.
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 A plan for testing recreational marijuana.

 A transportation plan.

 Procedures to ensure adequate security measures for
building security.

 Procedures to ensure adequate security measures for
product security.

Evidence that the applicant has a plan to staff, educate and
manage the proposed recreational marijuana establishment on a
daily basis, which must include:

 A detailed budget for the proposed establishment including
pre-opening, construction and first year operating
expenses.

 An operations manual that demonstrates compliance with
the regulations of the Department.

 An education plan which must include providing educational
materials to the staff of the proposed establishment.

 A plan to minimize the environmental impact of the
proposed establishment

30

A plan which includes:

 A description of the operating procedures for the electronic
verification system of the proposed marijuana
establishment.

 A description of the inventory control system of the
proposed marijuana establishment.

20

Documentation concerning the adequacy of the size of the
proposed marijuana establishment to serve the needs of persons
who are authorized to engage in the use of marijuana, including:

 Building plans with supporting details.

20

A proposal demonstrating:

 The likely impact of the proposed marijuana establishment
in the community in which it is proposed to be located.

 The manner in which the proposed marijuana
establishment will meet the needs of the persons who are
authorized to use marijuana.

15

Application Total 250

Unweighted:

 Review plan for all names and logos for the establishment
and any signage or advertisement.

 Review results of background check(s). Applicant has until
the end of the 90-day application period to resolve
background check information which may cause the

005617



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

Page 26 of 55

application to be rejected.

169. Upon information and belief, the rankings referenced in Section 80 of the Approved

Regulations are based on the scores awarded to each applicant for these categories of information

included in the application.

170. On or about July 30, 2018 (less than 45 days before applications would be accepted),

the Department released a revised version of the Recreational Marijuana Establishment License

Application: Recreational Retail Marijuana Store Only (“Revised Application”).

171.

172. Just like the Original Application, the footer of the Revised Application states:

“Version 5.4 – 06/22/2018 Recreational Marijuana Establishment License Application” and

consists of 34 pages.

173. In the Revised Application, the Department made clerical revisions, clarifying

revisions, and substantive revisions. The substantive revisions include, but are not limited to, the

following:

a. Elimination of the requirement that the application include the proposed physical

address of the prospective marijuana establishment;

b. Elimination of the requirement that applicants prove ownership of the physical

address of the prospective marijuana establishment or written permission of the

property owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that property;

and

c. Revision to the highest-scored category of information in the application

(regarding the organizational structure of the proposed marijuana establishment)

to now require information about “key personnel” of the proposed marijuana

establishment.

174. Neither the Approved Regulations nor NRS Chapter 453D were properly amended to

permit the substantive changes to the Revised Application, and applicants were not given proper

notice of the revisions (as license applications were due to be submitted to the Department less than

45 days after the Revised Application was released).
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E. Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Applications.

175. Plaintiffs/Petitioners are each existing MME certificate holders.

176. Plaintiffs/Petitioners each sought retail store licenses for recreational marijuana and

each submitted a Recreational Marijuana Establishment License Application: Recreational Retail

Marijuana Store Only (“Application”) between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on

September 20, 2018.

177. DH Flamingo, which currently holds a retail shop license in Unincorporated Clark

County, submitted three applications seeking licenses for the following locations:

a. 5701 West Charleston Boulevard in Las Vegas;

b. Sunset Road & Decatur Boulevard in Unincorporated Clark County; and

c. 1901 Civic Center in North Las Vegas.

178. Inyo, which currently holds a retail shop license in Las Vegas, submitted four

applications seeking licenses for the following locations:

a. 9744 West Flamingo Road in in Unincorporated Clark County;

b. 2301 North Decatur Boulevard in Las Vegas;

c. 43 W. Cheyenne Avenue in North Las Vegas; and

d. 634 Ryland Street in Reno.

179. NuVeda submitted applications for a combination of ten locations on behalf of its

three licensed entities: Clark NMSD LLC, which holds two retail shop licenses in Las Vegas and

North Las Vegas; Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC, which holds a cultivation and production

license; and Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC, which holds a cultivation and production

license:

a. 2180 East Craig Road in North Las Vegas;

b. 330 Emery Street in Nye County;

c. Two locations to be determined in Unincorporated Clark County;

d. A location to be determined in Las Vegas;

e. A location to be determined in Henderson;

f. A location to be determined in Carson City;
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g. A location to be determined in Reno;

h. A location to be determined in Unincorporated Washoe County; and

i. A location to be determined in Sparks.

180. Each of NuVeda’s three MME registration certificate holders (Clark NMSD LLC;

Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions LLC; and Clark County Medicinal Solutions LLC) submitted an

application for eight of the locations. The applications for North Las Vegas and one of the locations

in Unincorporated Clark County were submitted only by Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions, LLC and

Clark County Medicinal Solutions, LLC.

F. The Department’s Decision.

181. On December 5, 2018, the Department provided each applicant with written notice of

either the grant or denial of their application for a license.

182. Upon information and belief, the Department awarded approximately 61 recreational

retail marijuana store licenses (the “Conditional Licenses”), 31 of which were for Clark County,

Nevada:

a. 6 in Henderson;

b. 10 in the City of Las Vegas;

c. 5 in the City of North Las Vegas; and

d. 10 in unincorporated Clark County.

183. The Department denied each of the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications.

184. Although Section 91(4) of the Department’s Approved Regulations requires that the

Department provide a denied applicant with the specific reasons for the denial of the license, the

Department merely informed each of the Plaintiffs/Petitioners that it “did not achieve a score high

enough to receive an available license” within the applicable jurisdiction. No “specific reasons”

were given.

185. On December 5, 2018, DH Flamingo requested its score total, pursuant to Section

93(1) of the Department’s Approved Regulations, and on December 5, 2018, it was informed that its

applications received the following number of points:

a. Las Vegas – 196;
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b. Unincorporated Clark County – 195.67; and

c. North Las Vegas – 195.67.

186. On December 18, 2018, NuVeda requested its score totals, pursuant to Section 93(1)

of the Department’s Regulations, and on that same day, it was informed that its applications received

the following number of points:

a. Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions, LLC’s Applications:

i. North Las Vegas – 191.67;

ii. Nye County – 191.67;

iii. Unincorporated Clark County – 191.67;

iv. Las Vegas – 191.67;

v. Unincorporated Clark County – 191.67;

vi. Henderson – 191.67;

vii. Carson City – 191.67;

viii. Reno – 191.67;

ix. Unincorporated Washoe County – 191.67; and

x. Sparks – 192.01.

b. Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions, LLC’s Applications:

i. North Las Vegas – 191.67;

ii. Nye County – 191.67;

iii. Unincorporated Clark County – 191.67;

iv. Las Vegas – 191.67;

v. Unincorporated Clark County – 191.67;

vi. Henderson – 191.67;

vii. Carson City – 191.67;

viii. Reno– 191.67;

ix. Unincorporated Washoe County – 191.67; and

x. Sparks – 191.67.

c. Clark NMSD, LLC:
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i. Nye County – 178.84;

ii. Las Vegas – 178.84;

iii. Unincorporated Clark County – 178.84;

iv. Henderson – 178.84;

v. Carson City – 178.84;

vi. Reno – 178.84;

vii. Unincorporated Washoe County – 178.84; and

viii. Sparks – 178.84.

187. On December 6, 2018, Inyo requested its score total, pursuant to Section 93(1) of the

Department’s Regulations, and on December 17, 2018, it was informed that each of its applications

scored the exact same number of points:

a. Las Vegas – 189.68;

b. Unincorporated Clark County – 189.68;

c. North Las Vegas – 189.68; and

d. Reno – 189.68.

G. The Department Refuses Plaintiffs’ Requests to Review All Scores.

188. If an applicant wishes to know the scores assigned to each criterion included in the

Application, the applicant must, pursuant to Section 93(2) of the Department’s Regulations, submit a

request to the Department to review this scoring information.

189. On December 5, 2018, DH Flamingo submitted such a request to review its scoring

information, and the Department scheduled a meeting with one of its employees on January 9, 2019.

190. DH Flamingo requested that the meeting occur prior to January 4, 2019, so that it

could timely appeal the Department’s denial of its license application, if such an appeal was

warranted, but the Department denied this request.

191. On December 6, 2018, NuVeda, pursuant to Section 93(2) of the Department’s

Approved Regulations, submitted a request to review its scoring information on the earliest available

date, and the Department scheduled the meeting with one of its employees on January 11, 2019.
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192. On December 6, 2018, Inyo, pursuant to Section 93(2) of the Department’s Approved

Regulations, submitted a request to review its scoring information on the earliest available date, and

the Department scheduled a meeting with one of its employees on January 9, 2019.

193. Pursuant to Section 93(3) of the Department’s Regulations, meetings to review

scoring information are limited to no more than thirty (30) minutes in duration, and while

Plaintiffs/Petitioners are permitted to take notes during the meeting, they cannot photocopy, scan,

record, photograph, or otherwise duplicate any of the records and information they review. They are

also not permitted to ask the Department’s employee to comment on or otherwise discuss:

a. The scores;

b. The Department’s review of the application; or

c. The applications submitted by any other applicants.

194. At the scoring meetings, the Department refused to provide Plaintiffs the scores

assigned to each criterion included in the Application. Instead, the Division insisted on combining

the scores for multiple criteria. Specifically:

a. The Department refused to separately disclose the points allocated to each

applicant’s financial plan and the points allocated to providing proof of funds and

insisted on providing a combined score for those two criteria.

A financial plan which includes:

 Financial statements showing the resources of
the applicant, both liquid and illiquid.

 If the applicant is relying on funds from an owner,
officer or board member, or any other source,
evidence that such source has unconditionally
committed such funds to the use of the applicant
in the event the Department awards a
recreational marijuana establishment license to
the applicant and the applicant obtains the
necessary local government approvals to operate
the establishment.

 Proof that the applicant has adequate funds to
cover all expenses and costs of the first year of
operation

30

40

Documentation from a financial institution in this state or
in any other state or the District of Columbia which
demonstrates:

10
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 That the applicant has at least $250,000 in liquid
assets which are unencumbered and can be
converted within 30 days after a request to
liquidate such assets.

 The source of those liquid assets.

b. The Department refused to separately disclose the points allocated to the security

and care plan, education plan, and operating procedures and insisted on providing

a combined score for the three criteria.

Documentation concerning the integrated plan of the
proposed marijuana establishment for the care, quality
and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale,
including:

 A plan for testing recreational marijuana.

 A transportation plan.

 Procedures to ensure adequate security
measures for building security.

 Procedures to ensure adequate security
measures for product security.

40

90

Evidence that the applicant has a plan to staff, educate
and manage the proposed recreational marijuana
establishment on a daily basis, which must include:

 A detailed budget for the proposed establishment
including pre-opening, construction and first year
operating expenses.

 An operations manual that demonstrates
compliance with the regulations of the
Department.

 An education plan which must include providing
educational materials to the staff of the proposed
establishment.

 A plan to minimize the environmental impact of
the proposed establishment.

30

A plan which includes:

 A description of the operating procedures for the
electronic verification system of the proposed
marijuana establishment.

 A description of the inventory control system of
the proposed marijuana establishment.

20
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195. In addition to requesting the scores for each criterion included in the license

application, Plaintiffs also prepared a list of questions about the procedures the Department used for

scoring the applications. .

196. The Department refused to answer any of the questions.

197. Notwithstanding the Department’s refusal to provide transparency in the scoring

process, it did provide the average score (among all applicants) for each of the scoring categories it

was willing to disclose.

Nevada Recreational Marijuana Application
Criteria

Total Points
Possible

Average Points
Awarded

Organizational Structure 60 36.87
Taxes paid or other beneficial financial
contributions 25 11.98
Financial plan 30

31.53
Proof of at least $250,000 in liquid assets 10
Plan care, quality and safekeeping of
marijuana 40

68.39Education Plan 30
Operating procedures 20
Adequacy of the size of the proposed marijuana
establishment 20 13.95

The likely impact in the community 15 10.64

Application Total 250 173.33

198. Plaintiffs each scored higher than average in the majority of all categories.

a. NuVeda scored above average in 5 of the 6 disclosed categories.

b. DH Flamingo scored above average in 3 of the 6 disclosed categories.

c. Inyo scored above average in 5 of the 6 disclosed categories.

H. Corruption Within the Department.

199. Since the award of Conditional Licenses in December 2018, Plaintiffs have learned of

numerous ethical infractions and/or criminal conduct by Department employees which suggest

widespread corruption within the Department. Some of this information has been provided to

Plaintiffs by Department whistleblowers and other information has been revealed by the testimony
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of Department employees in an evidentiary hearing (“Preliminary Injunction Hearing”) conducted in

another case4 alleging defects in the Department’s grant of Conditional Licenses.

200. Moreover, Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the FBI is actively investigating

and seeking tips on public corruption within the marijuana industry, particularly relating to the

license application process at issue in this case.5

201. Chapter 281A of the Nevada Revised Statutes sets forth a code of ethical standards

for government employees. It provides:

1. A public officer or employee shall not seek or accept any gift,
service, favor, employment, engagement, emolument or
economic opportunity, for the public officer or employee or any
person to whom the public officer or employee has a
commitment in a private capacity, which would tend improperly
to influence a reasonable person in the public officer’s or
employee’s position to depart from the faithful and impartial
discharge of the public officer’s or employee’s public duties.

2. A public officer or employee shall not use the public officer’s or
employee’s position in government to secure or grant
unwarranted privileges, preferences, exemptions or advantages
for the public officer or employee, any business entity in which
the public officer or employee has a significant pecuniary interest
or any person to whom the public officer or employee has a
commitment in a private capacity. As used in this subsection,
“unwarranted” means without justification or adequate reason.

3. A public officer or employee shall not participate as an agent of
government in the negotiation or execution of a contract between
the government and the public officer or employee, any business
entity in which the public officer or employee has a significant
pecuniary interest or any person to whom the public officer or
employee has a commitment in a private capacity.

4. A public officer or employee shall not accept any salary, retainer,
augmentation, expense allowance or other compensation from
any private source, for the public officer or employee or any
person to whom the public officer or employee has a
commitment in a private capacity, for the performance of the

4 Serenity Wellness Center, LLC v. Nev. Dept. of Taxation, No. A-19-786962-B (Nev. Dist. Ct.) (the “Serenity
Case”)

5 Such investigations are not limited to Nevada. See e.g. FBI Seeks Tips on Marijuana Industry Corruption,
Forbes, Aug. 16, 2019, available at https://www.forbes.com/sites/tomangell/2019/08/16/fbi-seeks-tips-on-marijuana-
industry-corruption/#7671965c4ca7 (last visited Aug. 29. 2019).
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public officer’s or employee’s duties as a public officer or
employee.

5. If a public officer or employee acquires, through the public
officer’s or employee’s public duties or relationships, any
information which by law or practice is not at the time available
to people generally, the public officer or employee shall not use
the information to further a significant pecuniary interest of the
public officer or employee or any other person or business entity.

6. A public officer or employee shall not suppress any
governmental report or other official document because it
might tend to affect unfavorably a significant pecuniary interest
of the public officer or employee or any person to whom the
public officer or employee has a commitment in a private
capacity.

NRS 281A.400(1)-(6) (emphasis added).

1. Department Whistleblowers Report Corruption

202. As DH Flamingo’s then-principal, Dr. Nicola Spirtos, was leaving the Department of

Taxation after DH Flamingo’s scoring review meeting, when he was stopped by [Individual #1], a

Department employee, who informed Dr. Spirtos that [Individual #2] (a prominent Nevada attorney

who had several clients who received Dispensary licenses) was at the Department and meeting with

Jorge Pupo, Deputy Executive Director of the Division, every day for a week before the Department

announced its decision regarding the Dispensary licenses.

203. Further, shortly after exiting the Department, Dr. Spirtos received a number of text

messages from an anonymous individual, believed to be a Department employee. Those texts read

as follows:

Dr. Spirtos your [sic] on
the right path Jorge has
been taking kickback[s]
from [Individual #3]
and others keep digging

. . . . Rumor has it
[Individual #3] hired
jorge [sic]. Explains
why they were awarded
8 licenses. Keep
following the scent trail
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And anybody that was a
threat to [Individual
#3’s Company] didn’t
get licenses

Just keep digging

. . . .

There is an internal
investigations Dept
within the state . . . .
. . . u need to get ahold
of jorges [sic] phone
and email records and
get that outfit to
investigate him

. . . .

There is [sic] people
who know this its [sic]
an open secret . . . .
. . . [Individual #3] and
Jorge are scaring people
from coming out with
threats of retaliation.
Jorge has asked many
big operations for
bribes for favors. It
[sic] will testify to that
will others . . . .

204. On or about February 1, 2018, Plaintiffs were also contacted on behalf of a current

Department employee who reported that he knew of a conspiracy within the Department to protect

the clients of [Individual #2] and the individual owners of these clients. The employee informed

Plaintiffs that the Department had instructed employees that it should not record violations

committed by the clients of [Individual #2]

2. Offers of Employment and Other Perks

205. In addition to being an ethics violation, offering any “compensation, gratuity or

reward to any executive or administrative officer . . . with the intent to influence the officer with

respect to any act, decision, vote, opinion or other proceeding, as such officer” is a felony in the

State of Nevada. NRS 197.010.

/ / /
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206. During the Preliminary Injunction Hearing, Mr. Pupo testified that he has frequently

been offered employment by licensees, including some of the Successful Applicants.

207. In particular, Mr. Pupo testified that sometime during 2018 (presumably before the

Department notified applicants of its decision regarding the Dispensary applications) he was

approached by Armen Yemenidjian, an owner of Defendant/Respondents Essence Tropicana, LLC

and Essence Henderson, LLC, with a job offer.

208. Mr. Pupo did not report or disclose any of these offers of employment.

209. Defendant/Respondents Essence Tropicana, LLC and Essence Henderson, LLC

received a total of 8 Conditional Licenses in December 2018.

210. In addition to offers of employment, Mr. Pupo benefited in other ways from his

relationship with certain licensees.

211. Mr. Pupo regularly dined as the guest of Amanda Connor, a lawyer who represented

several Successful Applicants (including Defendants/Respondents Essence Henderson, LLC,

Essence Tropicana, LLC, Commerce Park Medical L.L.C., Cheyenne Medical, LLC, and Nevada

Organic Remedies, LLC), who collectively received 21 of the 61 Conditional Licenses. It was not

uncommon for Mr. Pupo to dine with her several times per week.

212. In addition to his relationship with Ms. Connor, Mr. Pupo frequently accepted lunch

and dinner invitations from licensees (particularly, the owners of Defendants/Respondents Essence

Henderson, LLC, Essence Tropicana, LLC, Commerce Park Medical, L.L.C., and Cheyenne

Medical LLC.

213. Licensees who chose to socialize with Mr. Pupo received favorable treatment in

exchange. Mr. Pupo allowed favored licensees to call him on his personal cell phone number and

provided them with additional instruction regarding the application process (by email, phone, or in

person).

214. In particular, Mr. Pupo and Ms. Connor engaged in numerous discussions regarding

the physical location criteria required in the application in July 2018—immediately before the

Department created the Revised Application, which eliminated the requirement that the application

include the proposed physical address of the prospective Dispensary.
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3. Scrubbing of Licensee Records

215. Pursuant to Section 80 of the Approved Regulations, one of the factors that the

Department must consider when it receives more than one complete and qualified application for a

license for a retail marijuana store is:

Whether the owners, officers, or board members of the proposed
marijuana establishment have direct experience with the operation of a
medical marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment in this
State and have demonstrated a record of operating such an
establishment in compliance with the laws and regulations of this State
for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success

NAC 453D.272(1)(g).

216. During the Preliminary Injunction Hearing, Andrew Jolley (an owner of

Defendant/Respondent Nevada Organic Remedies LLC) testified that Henderson Organic Remedies

LLC (a related entity with some common ownership with Nevada Organic Remedies LLC) had

previously sold marijuana to a person under 21 years of age.

217. Evidence presented at the Preliminary Injunction Hearing demonstrated that Ms.

Connor requested that documentation of this violation be removed from the Department’s records

regarding Henderson Organic Remedies LLC. The Department did not deny that this information

had been removed from its records at Ms. Connor’s request.

218. This violation was not disclosed on applications submitted by Defendant/Respondent

Nevada Organic Remedies LLC, despite the fact that it had some common ownership with

Defendant/Respondent Henderson Organic Remedies LLC

219. Despite the regulatory requirement that the Department consider the compliance

history of an applicant’s owners, officers, or board members, the Department did not provide any

applicant’s compliance information to the Temporary Employees who scored the applications.

When questioned, none of the Department employees could identify the person who made the

decision to remove compliance information from the application.

220. Defendant/Respondent Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC received 7 of the

Conditional Licenses awarded in December 2018.
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4. Destruction of Records in Violation of Court Order

221. In another case alleging defects in the Department’s grant of Conditional Licenses,

Judge Bailus ordered that the Department preserve virtually all documents relating to the

application process, including “all cell phones (personal and/or business) of each such person that

assisted in the processing of applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluated such license

applications.”6

222. During the Preliminary Injunction Hearing, Department employees testified that they

failed to preserve text messages among Department employees, emails, and other records that were

subject to the preservation order.

223. In addition to violation of the preservation order, it is a gross misdemeanor to

willfully destroy, alter, erase, obliterate or conceal any evidence for the purposed of concealing a

felony or hindering the administration of the law. NRS 199.220.

I. Public Records Request.

224. Nevada passed the Nevada Public Records Act (“NPRA”), which provides that all

state agency records are public unless declared confidential by law.

225. “The Legislature has declared that the purpose of the NPRA is to further the

democratic ideal of an accountable government by ensuring that public records are broadly

accessible.” Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 877–78, 266 P.3d 623, 626 (2011)

(citing NRS 239.001(1)).

226. Even if a public record contains information that is deemed confidential, the agency

may not deny a public records request on the basis that the requested public book or record contains

information that is confidential if it can redact, delete, conceal, or separate the confidential

information from the information included in the public book or record that is not otherwise

confidential.

6 Order Granting In Part and Denying In Part Emergency Motion for Order Requiring the SMC To Preserve
and/or Immediately Turn Over Relevant Electronically Stored Information From Servers, Stand-Alone Computers, and
Cell Phones, MM Dev. Co. v. Nev. Dept. of Taxation, No. A-18-785818-W (Nev. Dist. Ct. Dec. 13, 2018), attached as
Exhibit 1.
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227. On January 23, 2019, Plaintiffs submitted a Public Records Request to the

Department for the “[v]isitor sign[-]in logs for the Department of Taxation office located at 555 E.

Washington Blvd. Ste. 4100 in Las Vegas, Nevada[,] for the period beginning November 26, 2018

through December 5, 2018.”

228. Defendants believed that the logs would substantiate the information received from

[Individual #1].

229. On January 23, 2019, the Department responded to Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ public

records request, and claimed that the requested logs were “confidential” under NRS 360.255(1)7

because “[t]he visitor sign-in logs identify taxpayers and document taxpayers’ visits to the Taxation

office and the business they are there to conduct (e.g., register a business, file a return, make a

payment, etc.).”

230. The Department has refused to provide copies of the visitor logs—with or without

redactions.

J. Plaintiffs Request Administrative Review by the Tax Commission.

231. Pursuant to NRS 360.245(1), Plaintiffs/Petitioners filed an administrative appeal of

the denial of their application with the Commission.

232. To avoid any possible confusion about the proper procedure, Plaintiffs contacted the

Department and asked which office would accept service of the notice of an appeal to the

Commission. Plaintiffs were informed that a notice of appeal could be served at either of the

offices in the Las Vegas Valley or sent via US Mail.

233. Plaintiffs sent a process server to the Department’s office at 555 East Washington

Avenue (the Grant Sawyer Building) on January 4, 2019, but no one would accept service.

7 NRS 360.255(1) provides that “[e]xcept as otherwise provided in this section and NRS 239.0115 and 360.250,
the records and files of the Department concerning the administration or collection of any tax, fee, assessment or other
amount required by law to be collected are confidential and privileged. The Department, an employee of the Department
and any other person engaged in the administration or collection of any tax, fee, assessment or other amount required by
law to be collected or charged with the custody of any such records or files:
(a) Shall not disclose any information obtained from those records or files; and
(b) May not be required to produce any of the records or files for the inspection of any person or governmental entity or
for use in any action or proceeding.”
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a. Plaintiffs’ process server arrived at the Department’s office at 4:30 p.m.

b. After waiting in line for 18 minutes, he was told that he was in the wrong office,

and that the Department needed to make copies of the Notices of Appeal.

c. Plaintiffs’ process server asked why copies were needed if he was in the wrong

office, but he was not provided with a response.

d. It took the Department 12 minutes to make a copy of the Notices of Appeal and

notify the process server which office would accept the appeals.

e. Plaintiffs’ process sever was directed to room 1402.

f. Upon arriving at room 1402, Plaintiffs’ process server was told to go to room

1401.

g. Upon arriving at 1401, Plaintiffs’ process server was told that it was closing time

and that the person who was responsible for accepting and filing the documents

had not been in the office all day.

234. As a result of the Departments’ obstruction and refusal to accept service, Plaintiffs

were forced to serve the Notices of Appeal by mail.

235. On January 10, 2019, Plaintiffs each received a letter on the letterhead of the

Commission—signed by Mr. Pupo—which acknowledged receipt of the Notices of Appeal and

stated “[t]here is no statutory or regulatory allowance for appealing the scoring, ranking, or denial

[of an application for a retail marijuana store license]. . . . As there is no allowance for an appeal of

the denial of your application for the issuance of a retail marijuana store license, no further action

will be taken by the Department on your Notice of Appeal.”

236. Under Nevada law, it is a misdemeanor to obstruct any public officer in the

discharge of official powers or duties. NRS 197.190. Furthermore, it is a gross misdemeanor to

willfully intrude into a public office to which a person has not been duly elected or appointed, or

willfully exercise the functions or perform any of the duties of such office. NRS 197.120.

237. Mr. Pupo is not a member of the Tax Commission, and, in unilaterally rejecting

Plaintiffs’ appeal, Mr. Pupo usurped the Commission’s authority and obstructed its ability to

perform its official duties.
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K. The Commission Meetings

238. On January 14, 2019, the Commission held a properly noticed meeting in Carson

City, Nevada and Henderson, Nevada.8

239. At the meeting, Nicola Spirtos, M.D. and Nicholas Thanos, M.D. offered public

comments on behalf of DH Flamingo, and Pejman Bady, M.D. offered public comments on behalf

of NuVeda. Each raised concerns regarding the deficiencies in the licensing process.

240. Commissioner George Kelesis responded by sharing his own concerns about the

licensing process, which included, but are not limited to, the following:

a. The Department’s response to questions from various applicants who were

denied information;

b. “Regulations that were applied beyond the scope of the regulation,” and “things

that were changed . . . [without being] rule[d] on as a Commission;”

c. The adequacy of disclosure by certain applicants to the Department;

d. The qualifications of the individuals who scored the applications; and

e. The scoring process.

241. Commissioner Kelesis also expressed his dismay that the Commission was being

deprived of the opportunity to review the licensing decision. He added that “[s]omebody is under

the distinct impression that we, as a Commission, do not have jurisdiction over this. I suggest they

read [NRS Chapter] 360 real close. We are the head of the Department, and we are the head of the

Division, and it comes to us.”

242. Commissioner Kelesis concluded by calling for a special meeting of the Commission

to address the problems.

243. Before closing the meeting, Commission Chairman James C. DeVolld assured the

public that the issue would be included on a future agenda.

244. On March 3, 2019, the Commission held a properly noticed meeting in Carson City,

Nevada and Henderson, Nevada. At the March 3, 2019 meeting, Commissioner Kelesis inquired

8 An excerpted transcript of this meeting is attached as Exhibit 2.
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about the status of the administrative appeals filed by applicants whose applications for retail

marijuana stores were denied in December 2018. He noted that “[t]hey're not in the system” and

asked “when can we expect to hear those and why haven't we heard them yet?”

245. Melanie Young, Executive Director of the Department, responded to Commissioner

Kelesis: “I would have to get back to you on that. I'm not sure what the status of those are.”

246. To date, the Commission has never scheduled a special meeting to address the

numerous problems with the Dispensary licensing or included it on the agenda of any regularly

scheduled meeting. Moreover, the Commission never took any action to remedy Mr. Pupo’s

wrongful denial of the Plaintiffs’ notices of appeal.

L. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing

247. The Preliminary Injunction Hearing lasted 20 days and concluded on August 16,

2019.

248. During the Hearing, the Court took testimony from numerous witnesses, including

several key employees of the Division.

249. Based on the testimony and other evidence, the Court published a 24-page order9

that included the following findings:

a. The Department hired temporary employees to grade the application, but “failed

to properly train the Temporary Employees”;

b. “The [Department] failed to establish any quality assurance or quality control of

the grading done by Temporary Employees”;

c. “When the [Department] received applications, it undertook no effort to

determine if the applications were in fact ‘complete and in compliance’” and

“made no effort to verify owners, officers or board members ( except for

checking whether a transfer request was made and remained pending before the

[Department])”;

9 Findings of Fact & Conclusions of Law Granting Prelim. Ing., Serenity Wellness Center LLC. Nev. Dept. of
Taxation, No. A-19-786962-B (Nev. Dist. Ct. Aug. 23. 2019), attached as Exhibit 3.
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d. The [Department’s] late decision to delete the physical address requirement on

some application forms while not modifying those portions of the application

that were dependent on a physical location (i.e. floor plan, community impact,

security plan, and the sink locations) after the repeated communications by an

applicant's agent; not effectively communicating the revision; and, leaving the

original version of the application on the website, is evidence of conduct that is a

serious issue.

a. “The [Department’s] inclusion of the diversity category was implemented in a

way that created a process which was partial and subject to manipulation by

applicants”;

b. During the application process, the Department “utilized a question and answer

process through a generic email account at marijuana@tax.state.nv.us to allow

applicants to ask questions and receive answers directly from the Department,

which were not consistent with NRS 453D, and that information was not further

disseminated by the [Department] to other applicants”;

c. “The process was impacted by personal relationships in decisions related to the

requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing

applicants”;

d. “The [Department] disseminated various versions of the 2018 Retail Marijuana

Application” and “selectively discussed with applicants or their agents the

modification of the application related to physical address information”;

e. “[C]ertain of the Regulations created by the [Department] are unreasonable,

inconsistent with [Ballot Question 2] and outside of any discretion permitted to

the [Department]”;

f. “The [Department] acted beyond its scope of authority when it arbitrarily and

capriciously replaced the mandatory requirement of . . . [a] background check of

each prospective owner, officer and board member with the 5% or greater
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standard in NAC 453.255(1) . . . . in violation of Article 19, Section 2(3) of the

Nevada Constitution”;

g. “[T]he [Department] clearly violated NRS Chapter 453D.”

250. Based upon its findings of fact and conclusions of law, the Court “enjoined [the

Department] from conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about

December 2018[, for applicants] who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner,

officer and board member as required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits.”

251. Based upon the Court’s findings, Plaintiffs are informed and believe that the

injunction will prevent the Department from conducting a final inspection of the conditional

licenses issued to Defendant/Respondents Nevada Organic Remedies LLC; Greenmart of Nevada

NLV, LLC; Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.; and Lone Mountain Partners, LLC, who were

granted the following licenses:

a. 1 license in Carson City;

b. 2 licenses in Henderson;

c. 4 licenses in Las Vegas;

d. 3 licenses in North Las Vegas;

e. 4 licenses in Unincorporated Clark County;

f. 1 license in Douglas County;

g. 1 license in Esmeralda County;

h. 1 license in Eureka County;

i. 1 license in Lander County;

j. 1 license in Lincoln County;

k. 1 license in Mineral County;

l. 1 license in Nye County;

m. 1 license in White Pines County; and

n. 3 licenses in Washoe County-Reno.
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M. Plaintiffs Are Without Any Other Means to Obtain Review.

252. Neither NRS Chapter 453D nor the Department’s Approved Regulations expressly

provide for an appeal or reconsideration of the Department’s licensing determination and the

Department has denied Plaintiffs’ appeal filed under NRS Chapter 360.

253. Because the Department has failed to provide the Plaintiffs/Petitioners with written

notice of the specific reasons for the denial of their license applications, refused to let them review

the scoring for their license applications until after the time to appeal the licensing determination

had run (pursuant to NRS 233B.130), refused to provide them any explanation as to how their

scores for each criterion was determined, and refused to provide them copies of the scoring for their

own applications or the applications for any of the Successful Applicants or other Denied

Applicants, the Department has deprived the Plaintiffs/Petitioners of any means to: (1) determine

whether the Department accurately scored their applications; (2) appeal the Department’s licensing

determinations; or (3) obtain proper judicial review of the Department’s administrative decisions.

254. Upon information and belief, the Department did not properly score the

Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ license applications submitted between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and

5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018.

255. Upon information and belief, the Department’s ranking and scoring process was

corrupted and the applications of the Successful Applicants were not fairly and accurately scored in

comparison to the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications.

256. Upon information and belief, the Department improperly allocated licenses and

improperly favored certain applicants to the detriment of the Plaintiffs/Petitioners.

257. Upon information and belief, the Department and/or the Commission and/or their

individual members or employees are now engaging in a cover-up of the rampant illegality and

corruption that infected the license application process for the recreational Dispensaries.

258. Plaintiffs/Petitioners are each parties to a proceeding by the Department which

determined their rights, duties, and privileges; namely, the Department’s scoring and ranking of

Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications for a recreational Dispensary license and the Department’s

refusal to issue a conditional license to Plaintiffs/Petitioners.
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259. The Department’s scoring and ranking process was marred by significant errors,

procedural flaws, violations of Nevada law, and/or illegality and corruption.

260. After publishing the Notice of Intent to Accept Applications on June 6, 2018, the

Department revised the application form in violation of the Approved Regulations and NRS

Chapter 453D.

261. As such, the Department’s scoring and ranking process and subsequent issuance of

conditional recreational Dispensary licenses was unlawful, arbitrary, capricious, in excess of the

Department’s jurisdiction, and clearly erroneous.

262. The Department’s scoring and ranking of the applications was unlawful and in

excess of its jurisdiction because the Department eliminated certain categories of application

information clearly required by the Approved Regulations and NRS 453D.210 (i.e., the physical

address and property ownership requirements) without following the proper procedures to amend its

Regulations and/or NRS 453D.210 to officially eliminate these requirements from the license

application process.

263. The Department’s scoring and ranking was also unlawful and in excess of its

jurisdiction because the Department added a new category of information to its scoring criterion

(i.e., information relating to key personnel of the proposed recreational Dispensary) after issuing its

Notice and without clearly informing applicants of the revision.

264. Further, the Department’s scoring and ranking of applications was arbitrary and

capricious because it was conducted by Temporary Employees whose training and qualifications

were concealed from the public.

265. The Department’s scoring and ranking of applications was also arbitrary and

capricious because the Department has not provided any information to the public regarding how

scores are assessed for each criterion in the Application or any information as to how the

Department ensures uniformity in the assessment of scores by the unknown persons conducting the

scoring process.

266. Moreover, the Department’s scoring and ranking was unlawful and in excess of its

jurisdiction because the process of scoring and ranking the license applications submitted between
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8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018 was corrupted and certain

applicants and applications were favored over others.

267. Finally, the denial of the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications for recreational retail

marijuana establishment licenses was clearly erroneous, unlawful, arbitrary, capricious, and in

excess of the Department’s jurisdiction, because the Department has failed to provide the specific

reasons for the denial of the applications and has not provided any record demonstrating the basis

for the denial of the applications.

268. Upon information and belief, a complete review of the record will show that the

Department’s final scoring and ranking of the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’, Denied Applicants’, and

Successful Applicants’ applications was arbitrary, capricious, and clearly erroneous.

269. Plaintiffs/Petitioners request that the entire record of the Department’s scoring and

ranking (not only for the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications, but also the applications submitted by

each of the Denied Applicants and Successful Applicants) – including the process by which the

scorers were hired, the qualifications of the scorers, and the guidelines and procedures followed by

the scorers to ensure uniformity in assessing the scores and ranks – be immediately provided for

review.

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

First Claim for Relief: Petition for Judicial Review

270. Plaintiffs/Petitioners reallege and incorporate by reference the allegations contained

in all previous paragraphs, inclusive.

271. Plaintiff/Petitioners are parties to a proceeding at the Department—specifically, the

review, scoring, and ranking of applications for and issuance of recreational dispensary licenses—

and have been aggrieved by what the Department claims is its final decision.

272. As set forth above,

a. The Department failed to comply with NRS 453D.210(4)(b) and Section 91(4) of

the Approved Regulations;

b. The Department’s scoring and ranking of the applications submitted for

recreational dispensary licenses between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and
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5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018 was arbitrary, capricious, unlawful, clearly

erroneous, and in excess of the Department’s jurisdiction;

c. The Department’s denial and award of Conditional Licenses for recreational

dispensaries was unlawful, clearly erroneous, arbitrary, capricious, and in excess

of the Department’s jurisdiction; and

d. The Department’s misconduct and failure to properly administer the application

process denied Plaintiffs of due process and equal protection as guaranteed by

the Nevada Constitution.

273. Under NRS 233B.010, et seq., Plaintiffs/Petitioners are entitled to Judicial Review

of the Department’s decision by which they were denied the rights and privileges afforded to them

by Nevada law.

a. Pursuant to NRS 360.245(1)(b), “Any natural person, partnership, corporation,

association or other business or legal entity who is aggrieved by [ ] a decision [of

the Executive Director or other officer of the Department] may appeal the

decision by filing a notice of appeal with the Department within 30 days after

service of the decision upon that person or business or legal entity.”

b. Furthermore, “[t]he Nevada Tax Commission, as head of the Department, may

review all decisions made by the Executive Director that are not otherwise

appealed to the Commission pursuant to this section.”

274. Plaintiffs/Petitioners timely appealed to the Commission for review of the

Department’s December 5, 2018 decision to deny them Dispensary licenses.

275. The Department abused its discretion when, without justification, it asserted that

Plaintiffs/Petitioners are not entitled to the Commission’s review of the Department’s decision to

deny them Dispensary licenses.

276. Accordingly, Plaintiffs/Petitioners petition this Court for Judicial Review of the

proceeding at the Department whereby the applications for recreational Dispensary licenses were

reviewed, scored, and ranked, and demand that the entire record of the proceeding (for each and

every application submitted by Plaintiffs/Petitioners, the Denied Applicants, and the Successful

005641



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

Page 50 of 55

Applicants) be transmitted in accordance with NRS 233B.131.10 This includes, but is not limited

to:

a. All applications and scoring information for every application for a recreational

Dispensary license that was submitted between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018

and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018;

b. Information regarding the identities, qualifications, and training of the

Temporary Employees who scored the applications for recreational Dispensary

licenses;

c. The policies, procedures, guidelines, and/or regulations which governed how the

scorers assessed points to each criterion in the license application and how

uniformity was ensured in the scoring assessment process for the recreational

Dispensary licenses;

d. All communications between the Temporary Employees who scored the

applications and Department employees from the date of hire to the present,

including but not limited to, cell phone records, text messages, emails or

voicemails;

e. All communications among Department employees regarding implementation of

the Ballot Initiative, the drafting and adoption of the Approved Regulations, and

the drafting and adoption of Chapter 453D of the Nevada Administrative Code,

including but not limited to cell phone records, text messages, emails or

voicemails;

f. All communications related to the creating, adoption, and revision of the

application or the scoring process, including, but not limited to, cell phone

records, text messages, emails or voicemails (whether by or among Department

employees, with any applicant, or other third party)

10 “Within 45 days after the service of the petition for judicial review or such time as is allowed by the court: . . .
The agency that rendered the decision which is the subject of the petition shall transmit to the reviewing court the
original or a certified copy of the remainder of the record of the proceeding under review.” NRS 233.131(1)(b).
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g. All communications or other evidence of invitations by any licensee to any

Department Employee relating to social engagements, business meetings

occurring outside the Department’s offices, offers of employment, or any gift,

gratuity, or other item or service of value, including, but not limited to cell phone

records, text messages, emails or voicemails (whether by or among Department

employees, with any applicant, or other third party)

h. Communications between Department employees and applicants or other third

parties regarding revisions to an applicant’s or licensee’s compliance records

with the Department, including but not limited to cell phone records, text

messages, emails or voicemails; and

i. Non-privileged communications or policies relating to record retention or the

Preservation Order;

277. Specifically, following review and further proceedings in this Court, Plaintiffs seek

an order remanding this matter back to the Department for administrative appeal before the

Commission in accordance with NRS 360.245(1), with such instructions as the Court deems

necessary and appropriate.

Second Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Certiorari

278. Plaintiffs/Petitioners reallege and incorporate by reference the allegations contained

in all previous paragraphs, inclusive.

279. The Department has exceeded its jurisdiction to review, score, and rank applications

for recreational Dispensary licenses and to issue recreational Dispensary licenses by, among other

things:

a. Employing unqualified and improperly trained employees to conduct the review,

scoring, and ranking of applications;

b. Failing to ensure uniformity in the assessment of the applications and the

assignment of scores to various categories of information in the applications;

c. Allowing the license application process to be corrupted by unfairly favoring

certain applicants over others and by eliminating categories of information from
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the license application despite such categories being required under the

Approved Regulations and/or NRS Chapter 453D;

d. Adding a new category of information to the license application after issuing the

Notice for license application submissions without providing adequate notice to

the license applicants;

e. Improperly omitting or destroying incident reports and/or other evidence of

statutory or regulatory infractions by licensees;

f. Failing to inform the Plaintiffs/Petitioners of the specific reasons for the denial of

their applications;

g. Improperly communicating with certain licensees (or their counsel) regarding the

application process; and

h. Failing to comply with the Preservation Order.

280. The Department has informed Plaintiffs that Plaintiffs have no right to appeal the

Department’s licensing decision. Therefore, Plaintiffs do not have any plain, speedy, and adequate

remedy for the Department’s improper actions.

281. Plaintiffs/Petitioners petition this Court for a writ of certiorari regarding the

Department’s reviewing, scoring, and ranking of Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ applications for recreational

Dispensary licenses, and that this Court undertake such review of the Department’s conduct as it

deems necessary and appropriate

282. Plaintiffs/Petitioners also request that the Court order the Department to provide the

complete record of the Department’s proceeding with respect to the Plaintiffs/Petitioners’

applications for recreational Dispensary licenses (along with the complete record of the

Department’s proceeding related to the licensing process and each of the applications for the

Denied Applicants and the Successful Applicants).

Third Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Mandamus

283. Plaintiffs/Petitioners reallege and incorporate by reference the allegations contained

in all previous paragraphs, inclusive.
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284. The Department has failed to perform an act which the law compels it to perform;

specifically,

a. Use of an using an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process

to evaluate license applications and issue licenses in compliance with Nevada

laws and regulations; and

b. Preservation of public records and other evidence not subject to the Preservation

Order.

285. The Plaintiffs have already been denied a right to appeal the Department’s licensing

decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law to

correct the Division’s failure to perform the acts required by law.

286. The Plaintiffs/Petitioners therefore petition this Court to issue a writ of mandamus to

the Department compelling it to issue a new Notice for recreational Dispensary license applications

and to conduct the scoring and ranking of such applications in accordance with Nevada law and the

Approved Regulations.

Fourth Claim for Relief: Petition for Writ of Prohibition

287. Plaintiffs/Petitioners reallege and incorporate by reference the allegations contained

in all previous paragraphs, inclusive.

288. The Department has issued conditional recreational Dispensary licenses in excess of

its jurisdiction by, among other things: (1) eliminating key categories of information from the

application (despite the Approved Regulations and NRS Chapter 453D requiring that the

Department consider such information); (2) by adding a new category of information to the

application after it issued its Notice for license applications and failing to adequately inform license

applicants of this new category of information; and (3) failing to comply with NRS Chapter 453D

and the Approved Regulations related to dispensary licensing;

289. The Department has denied Plaintiffs/Petitioners the right to appeal the

Department’s licensing decision. Therefore, there is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy in the

ordinary course of law to correct the Department’s improper review, scoring, and ranking of the

license applications or the issuance of the conditional recreational Dispensary licenses.

005645



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

Page 54 of 55

290. Plaintiffs/Petitioners therefore petition the Court to issue a writ of prohibition which

prohibits the Department from issuing and/or recognizing any new recreational Dispensary licenses

(conditional or final) for applicants who submitted a license application between 8:00 a.m. on

September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs/Petitioners pray for the following relief:

1. Judicial Review of the Department’s decision denying Plaintiff’s appeal;

2. A writ of certiorari ordering the review of the Department’s review, scoring, and

ranking of applications for recreational Dispensary licenses submitted between 8:00 a.m. on

September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018; and order that the Department provide the

complete record of the Department’s proceeding (for each and every application submitted by

Plaintiffs/Petitioners, the Denied Applicants, and the Successful Applicants). This includes, but is

not limited to:

a. All applications and scoring information for every application for a recreational

Dispensary license that was submitted between 8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018

and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018;

b. Information regarding the identities, qualifications, and training of the

Temporary Employees who scored the applications for recreational Dispensary

licenses; and

c. The policies, procedures, guidelines, and/or regulations which governed how the

scorers assessed points to each criterion in the license application and how

uniformity was ensured in the scoring assessment process for the recreational

Dispensary licenses;

d. Communications related to the application or the scoring process, including, but

not limited to, cell phone records, text messages, emails or voicemails (whether

by or among Department employees, with any applicant, or other third party)

e. Communications or other evidence of (1) invitations by any licensee to any

Department Employee relating to social engagements or (3) any gift, gratuity, or

other item or service of value;
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f. Non-privileged communications or policies relating to record retention or the

Preservation Order.

3. A writ of mandamus compelling the Department to: issue a new Notice for

recreational Dispensary license applications and to conduct the scoring and ranking of such

applications in accordance with Nevada law and the Approved Regulations.

4. A writ of prohibition barring the Department from issuing and/or recognizing any

new recreational Dispensary licenses (conditional or final) based on applications submitted between

8:00 a.m. on September 7, 2018 and 5:00 p.m. on September 20, 2018.

DATED this 6th day of September, 2019.

BAILEYKENNEDY

By: /s/ Dennis L. Kennedy
DENNIS L. KENNEDY

JOSHUA M. DICKEY

SARAH E. HARMON

KELLY B. STOUT

Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Petitioners
D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE
APOTHECARY SHOPPE; CLARK
NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC,
d/b/a NuVEDA; NYE NATURAL
MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a
NuVEDA; CLARK NMSD LLC, d/b/a
NuVEDA; and INYO FINE CANNABIS
DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a INYO FINE
CANNABIS DISPENSARY
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Case Number: A-18-785818-W

Electronically Filed
12/13/2018 4:59 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

Will Kemp, Esq. (# 1205) 
Nathanael R. Rulis, Esq. (#11259) 
n.rulis@kempjones.com 
KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 171

h Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Telephone: (702) 385-6000 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Case No. : 
9 Nevada corporation, Dept. No.: 

A-18-785818-W 
XVIII 

10 

11 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

STA TE OF NEV ADA, DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION; and DOES 1 through 10; and 
ROE CORPORATIONS 1 through l 0. 

Defendants. 
_ _ _ _ _ ________ ___ __, 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART EMERGENCY 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING 
THE SMC TO PRESERVE AND/OR 
IMMEDIATELY TURN OVER 
RELEVANT ELECTRONICALLY 
STORED INFORMATION FROM 
SERVERS, ST AND-ALONE 
COMPUTERS, AND CELL PHONES 

Date of Hearing: 
Time of Hearing: 

12/13/ 18 
10:00 a.m. 

Plaintiff MM Development having filed an Emergency Motion For Preservation Of 

Electronic Data and having given the counsel for Department of Taxation notice of such 

request, the Court conducting a hearing on December 13, 2018 at 10:00 a.m., Plaintiff appearing 

by Will Kemp, Esq., and Nathanael R. Rulis, Esq., of the law firm of Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, 

LLP, the State of Nevada, Department of Taxation (the "State") appearing by Robert Werbicky, 

Esq., and David J. Pope, Esq., and it appearing that the State used employees retained by an 

outside employment agency (i.e. Manpower) to evaluate and rate marijuana dispensary license 

applications (hereinafter referred to as "Manpower"), and good cause appearing for the 

preservation of electronic data of the State and Manpower, the Motion is GRANTED IN PART 

1 
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1 regarding preservation and DENIED IN PART regarding immediate turnover and it is hereby 

2 ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED as follows: 

3 ORDERED that the State shall preserve server or any standalone computers (including 

4 laptops, iPads or thumb drives) in its possession and used in the evaluation and rating of 

5 marijuana dispensary license applications as part of the September 2018 application period (the 

6 "ESI" or "electronically-stored information"). The State shall also preserve communication 

7 made with Manpower related to the hiring of the personnel by Manpower for the September 

8 2018 application period. The State shall make the ESI available for copying by the State in the 

9 presence of a computer expert retained by Plaintiff in the next IO business days after notice of 

10 entry of this order. The State shall make 3 copies of the hard drive of the ESI with one copy 

11 being preserved by the State as a master copy retained by the State and one additional copy 

retained by the State, and one copy provided to the Court under seal. To allow Plaintiff and the 

State (i.e., the Nevada Department of Taxation) to determine the most efficient way to allow the 

State to make such copies, the State shall make their primary IT persons available for a 

conference call with the ESI expert for Plaintiff and counsel for the Plaintiff, counsel for the 

State (and counsel and IT manager for Manpower if desired by Manpower) to identify in 

general the types of servers (including standalone computers and laptops) that will be subject to 

the copying protocol and types and amount of data maintained on such servers (including 

standalone computers and laptops). The conference call shall be held no later than 5 business 

days after notice of entry of this order. 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

ORDERED that the State shall provide Plaintiffs a list of Department personnel 

including Manpower personnel that primarily assisted in the evaluation and rating of all 

applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluated such license applications received in the 

September 2018 application period and provide a list of any full or partial cell phone numbers 

known to the Department sufficient to allow the identification of the cell phone (including but 

not limited to personal cell phone numbers) for each such person within 5 business days of after 

notice of entry of this order. At the same time, the State may use reasonable identifiers, e.g. 

"Manpower Employee 1," instead of names if the State so desires. At the same time the State 

2 
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10 

11 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

may designate up to 6 persons on a list that the State believes were primarily involved on behalf 

of Manpower and/or the State in the processing of all applications for dispensary licenses and/or 

the evaluation of such license applications. If the State has a pre-existing organizational chart 

of the Manpower employees, it shall provide the same to Plaintiff at such time but the State is 

not obligated to create an organizational chart. Again, the State may use reasonable identifiers 

instead of names. Within 10 business days after receiving the foregoing list from the State, 

Plaintiffs shall be allowed to take the telephonic deposition of the PMK for the State to identify 

the names (or reasonable identifiers) and job descriptions of all persons (including temporary 

employees, if any) that were involved on behalf of State in assisting in the evaluation and rating 

of applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluating such licenses for the September 2018 

application period. The purpose of the PMK deposition is to reasonably identify persons whose 

cell phone data may contain relevant discoverable materials to ensure that all such data is 

preserved. At its option, the State may provide a written response in lieu of the PMK 

deposition. 

ORDERED that the State shall make all cell phones (personal and/or business) of each 

such person that assisted in the processing of applications for dispensary licenses and/or 

evaluated such license applications, including but not limited to Steve F. Gilbert and a Northern 

Nevada State employee, available for copying in the 10 business days after notice of entry of 

this order at a location convenient to State and Manpower, and that the State, in the presence of 

Plaintiffs computer expert, shall make 3 copies of the data from each cell phone with one copy 

being preserved as a master copy, one copy provided to counsel for the State and one copy 

provided to the Court under seal. In the event any such cell phones are not available, the State 

shall file a sworn declaration regarding any cell phone that is not available explaining why such 

cell phone is not available within 10 business days after notice of entry of this order. 

ORDERED that neither Plaintiffs counsel nor Plaintiff or their agents or employees 

shall access the cell phone data until the State and Plaintiff agrees to a procedure to protect non

discoverable confidential data or the Court allows such access by subsequent order. The State is 

authorized to inform any such persons whose cell phone data is copied that any and all personal 

3 
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1 information will either be returned or destroyed at a later date. Plaintiffs counsel and Plaintiff 

2 and their agents or employees are restricted from accessing ESI data except as authorized by a 

3 confidentiality order or other order of the Court. 

4 ORDERED that the State is directed to maintain any and all documents in its possession 

5 regarding the processing of applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluation of such 

6 license applications, for the September 2018 application period including but not limited to the 

7 following: (I) any and all communications between Manpower and the State; (2) any and all 

8 directions provided by the State to Manpower regarding the processing of applications or the 

9 evaluation of the applications and any requests for information from Manpower; (3) any and all 

10 communications between Manpower or State employees and any applicant ( or with the 

11 attorneys or consultants for an applicant) regarding any subject matter; ( 4) the contract, if any, 

between Manpower and the State and all invoices, if any, sent by Manpower to the State; (5) 

any and all preliminary rankings of applicants by jurisdiction or otherwise by Manpower or the 

State that pre-date the final ranking; (6) any and all work papers (including notes) used by 

Manpower or the State in the processing of applications for dispensary licenses and/or 

evaluation of such license applications; (7) any and all spread sheets created by Manpower or 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

the State regarding the applications for dispensary licenses; and (8) any and all notes of formal 

or informal meetings among Manpower or the State personnel regarding the processing of 

applications for dispensary licenses and/or evaluation of such license applications. The State 

shall not be required to produce the documents set forth in categories 1 through 8 at an 

expedited pace but shall be required to identify the same with specificity at the Rule 16.1 

conference subject to all privileges and objections by the State to such production. 

ORDERED that the State shall serve a copy of this Order up7n Man /ower within one 

business day of notice of entry of this Order. 

1\---
DA TED this ' 3 day of December, 2018 
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Respectfully Submitted by: 

KEMP, JONES & COULTHARD, LLP 

Will Kemp, Esq. (#l JO 
Nathanael R. Rulis, Iii q. (#11259) 
3800 Howard Hughes Parkway, 17th Floor 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Approved as to content and form 

Adam Paul Laxalt, Esq. 
Robert Werbicky, Esq. 
David J. Pope, Esq. 
555 East Washington Ave., Suite 3900 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Attorneys for Defendant 
State of Nevada, Department of Taxation 
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        STATE OF NEVADA
TAX COMMISSION

VIDEO CONFERENCE OPEN MEETING
MONDAY, JANUARY 14, 2019

CARSON CITY, NEVADA

THE BOARD:                 MELANIE YOUNG, Executive 
                      Director

                           JIM DEVOLLD, Chairman 
                           CRAIG WITT, Member 

                      RANDY BROWN, Member
                           TONY WREN, Member

                      GEORGE KELESIS, Member
                      ANN BERSI, Member 
                      FRANCINE LIPMAN, Member

FOR THE DEPARTMENT:        SHELLIE HUGHES,
                      Chief Deputy Executive

                           Director 

                           TINA PADOVANO, 
                           Executive Assistant

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S         JENNIFER CRANDELL,
OFFICE:                    Special Counsel 

REPORTED BY:               NICOLE J. HANSEN, CCR #446 
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AGENDA/INDEX

AGENDA ITEM                                          PAGE

  I.  Public Comment                                  8

 II.  Meeting Minutes                                 9
 Consideration for Approval of the December 3, 2018 

      Nevada Tax Commission Meeting Minutes 
 (for possible action.)

III.   CONSENT CALENDAR:  
    A.  Matters of General Concern:                   9
    1)  Bonds Administratively Waived (dates as   

   indicated)(Sales/Use Tax)(for possible action):  
     a)  B&D Healthy Homes LLC 
     b)  Desert Footwear LLC 
     c)  Diversified Capital Inc.  

d)  DQ Grill N Chill of Carson City LLC 
e)  DW Quality Tools LLC  

     f)  Echo & Rig Las Vegas 1 LLC 
g)  JMM/RKG Ltd.  
h)  Nevada Steam Inc. 
i)  Oscar L. Carrescia 

     j)  Parkway Flamingo LLC 
     k)  PBR Rock LLC
     l)  Sharmark-Las Vegas Inc.
     m)  Thiel & Thiel Inc.
     n)  WBF McDonalds Management LLC
     o)  Zhuliang Investment LLC

   
   B. Waiver of Penalty and Interest Pursuant       
      to a Request on a Voluntary Disclosure (Sales/Use     

 Tax:    
     1) Insitu Inc. (for possible action)

2) International Systems of America, LLC 
        (ISA Fire & Security (for possible action) 
     3) MDK Ventures LLC (Medical Department Stores)
        (for possible action) 
     4) Miller Rentals Inc. (for possible action) 
     5) OCuSOFT Inc. (for possible action) 
     6) Parkway Recovery Care Center LLC 
        (for possible action) 
     7) Quad Graphics Inc. (for possible action) 
     8) Russell Bay Fee Owner LLC (for possible action) 
     9) Silver Ticket Products  (for possible action) 
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                       AGENDA/INDEX

AGENDA ITEM                                          PAGE 

  C. Waiver of Penalty and/or Interest Pursuant to NRS  
360.419 that exceeds $10,000:
1)  Oscars Auto Sales LLC (for possible action)
 

  D. Consideration for Approval of the Recommended  
Settlement Agreement and Stipulations  
(sales/use/and/pr modified business tax) 

     (for possible action)
       1.  Westgate Las Vegas Resort & Casino dba LVH Las 

      Vegas Hotel & Casino 
       2.  Benos Flooring Services 
       3.  AG Production Services, Inc. 
       4.  AG Light and Sound, Inc.
       5.  Goldland Capital, Inc. dba Lee's Sandwiches 
       6.  Executive Housewares 

  E. Consideration for Approval of the Recommended     7
 Settlement Agreements and Stipulations (request 

for refund of Net Proceeds of Minerals Tax)
1)  University of Nevada, Reno (for possible action)

  F. Consideration for Approval of the Recommended     14  
Settlement Agreements and Stipulations (excise tax)

    
     1)  Vegas Bros Ltd. dba Boulder City Cigarette   

    Factory (for possible action)
     2)  Vegas Bros. Ltd. dba Pahrump Valley Smokes  
         (For possible action) 
     3)  Vegas Bros. Ltd. dba Sin City Cigarette Factory
         (For possible action)
     4)  Vegas Bros. Ltd. dba Laughlin Cigarette Factory
         (For possible action)
     5)  RYO Cigarettes of Nevada Inc. dba Double D's        

    Tobacco Emporium (for possible action)  
     6)  RYO Cigarettes of Nevada Inc. dba Smokes 4 Less
         (For possible action) 
     7)  SCCF Craig dba Sin City Cigarette Factory 2
         (For possible action) 
     8)  SCS Nellis LLC dba Sin City Smokes 
         (For possible action) 
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AGENDA/INDEX

AGENDA ITEM                                          PAGE
  
G.  Consideration for the Approval of the Administrative 
Law Judge's Recommended Decision regarding an Appeal of 
the Department's Denial of Waiver of Penalty and/or 
Interest pursuant to NRS 360.419:  
       1)  J&R Flooring, Inc. (For possible action)
       2)  NTNDQ dba Dairy Queen 19561 
           (For possible action)

DIVISION OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT SERVICES:

A.  Local Government Services                          18
 1.  REGULATION
    a)  Consideration for Approval of Adoption of 
Permanent Regulation - LCB File No. R021-17 relating to 
property taxes; revising the methods for determining the 
applicability and amount of the partial abatement of 
property taxes for remainder parcels of property; and 
providing other matters properly relating thereto. (For 
possible action)  

V.    COMPLIANCE DIVISION:  
                                                       24 
A.   Status of Commission's July 9, 2018, Decision and 

Department's Request for the Commission to affirm 
Administrative Law Judge's Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law dated December 27, 2017.  
  1)  Gato Malo dba Carson City Harley Davidson  

          (For possible action)
     
B.  Department's Recommendation to the Commission for 

Denial of an Offer-In-Compromise pursuant to NRS 
360.263; 

     1)  Jeremy and Heidi Duncan (for possible action) 29 
     2)  Joel and Leah Martin (for possible action)    31

C. Petition for Reconsideration of Department's Denial 
of Exemption Status for Organization Created for 
Religious, Charitable or Educational Purposes     
pursuant to NRS 372.3261 (Sales/Use Tax):

        1) National Council of University Research     33
           (For possible action)  
        2) The Casino Chip & Gaming Token Collectors   35
           Club (for possible action) 
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AGENDA/INDEX

AGENDA ITEM                                          PAGE 

D.    Taxpayer's Appeal of Administrative Law Judge's    
 Decision pursuant to NRS 360.245 and NAC 360.175:  

          1)  Sophia's Sticks, LLC                    43
              (For possible action) 
          2)  Temple Auto Care LLC                    51 
              (For possible action) 

 
VI.  Informational Items:                             
     A  Penalty and Interest Waivers granted by the   53  

   Department for Sales/Use Tax, Modified Business 
   Tax and Excise Tax (dates as indicated.)

B  Approval and Denial Status Report Log for     53     
   Organizations Created for Religious, Charitable 
   or Educational Purposes (dates as indicated) 
   (Sales/Use Tax Exemption.)

VII.  BRIEFING:                                       53

A.    Briefing to/from the Commission and the           
      Executive Director.

VIII.  Next Meeting Date:  March 4, 2019              54      

IX.    Public Comment                                 54

X.     Items for Future Agendas.                      61     

XI.    Adjourn.                                       66  
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Governor's recommended budget.  And we'll be able to 

present that at the next meeting.  Thank you.  

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Okay.  Thanks so much.  

Our next meeting is March 4th, 2019.  

I would ask for any public comment in Las 

Vegas.  Is there any public comment? 

COMMISSIONER BERSI:  There is public comment, 

Mr. Chairman. 

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you.  

DR. SPIRTOS:  Good morning.  My name is Nick 

Spirtos, and I'd like to comment about the marijuana 

retail application process.  I have three, maybe four 

comments regarding that process.  

In my opinion, it was manipulated by an 

individual or individuals who were either allowed to make 

changes to the language in the regulations or made them 

unilaterally, and thus calling into serious question any 

of the results of that process.  

In my opinion, in an effort approaching the 

Nixon White House, this person or group of people are 

going to great lengths to deny applicants information 

that is rightfully theirs regarding their conduct.  

Most egregious and recent example of this is 

the refusal to provide us scores, as required by Section 

93 or RO97-012, where it specifically states:  If an 
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applicant who receives an application score from the 

Department -- pursuant to Subsection 1 -- wishes to 

review the scores assigned to each criterion in the 

application to generate that application score, the 

applicant may submit to the Department a request to 

review scoring information.  Such a request must include 

the name of the owner, operator, board member of the 

applicant who reviews scoring information on behalf of 

applicant.  

Upon receipt of the request to review the 

scoring information pursuant to Subsection 2, the 

Department will designate an employee of the Department 

to respond to the request and schedule and conduct the 

review of scoring information.  

Before conducting the review, the employee 

designated by the Department shall confirm that the 

identity of the person attending the review matches the 

person named in the request and make a copy of a 

document.  

We were denied this.  We were flat-out told 

we are not going to receive the individual scores 

associated with these sections in the application.  We 

were given an aggregate score.  And when I asked one that 

was supposed to be one person assigned by the Department 

when, in fact, three people showed up:  Two in person and 
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Steve Gilbert on the phone.  Not an individual.  And 

frankly, I think, the one individual was there to 

continue the pattern of intimidation that's been ongoing 

with the marijuana program.  

If you make a complaint, all of a sudden, you 

get an audit.  If you make a second complaint, you get 

two audits.  It's insanity, but we were denied our 

scores.  I scheduled time out of my surgical schedule.  I 

appeared.  I made all of the proper requests, and I was 

told, "We're just not going to do this."  And the basis 

of that was:  Well, then, you'll then be able to discover 

the tools of how we come up with these scores.  

I wasn't asking for any of their tools.  I'll 

speak to that in a moment.  I just wanted our scores by 

the category.  And again, denied.  And that's consistent 

with this whole process.  

I'd also like to comment that in receiving 

scores related to the identical applications but with 

different locations with different levels of public 

access, different size spaces, we received scores that 

were identical, identical to the second decimal place.  

And being aware of other similar results, I 

would tell you that I have a significant mathematical and 

statistical background.  And this kind of result, in and 

of themselves, speak to data manipulation and nothing 
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else.  If I got that kind of data in a medical journal 

article that I were to review, I would send it 

immediately back to investigate fraud.  

There is no way these applications could be 

identically scored in a fair-and-unbiased manner when 

you've got identical scores to the second decimal place.  

I would also like to comment that in 

receiving -- the last comment I'd like to make is our 

group of five physicians has published the absolute only 

work regarding the successful use of a cannabis product 

made in Nevada to reduce the chronic opiate injections in 

patients with chronic pain.  We demonstrated a 75 percent 

reduction in opiate use, presented it at the American 

Society of Clinical Oncology in June of this last year in 

Chicago.  

And so you understand how bizarre -- I'll use 

the word "bizarre" the scoring was, we scored less than 

the average for our impact on this community.  That, in 

and of itself, should give you some idea the extent that 

the application process was not fair, just and unbiased.  

I'll leave those comments at this point, and 

hopefully, others will add to it.  Thank you. 

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Could you please restate your 

name and spell it for the record, please? 

MR. SPIRTOS:  Nicola:  N-I-C-O-L-A, middle 
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initial M.  Last name:  S-P-I-R-T-O-S.  Forgive my cold.  

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you, Mr. Spirtos.  

Is there any other public comment in Las 

Vegas? 

DR. BADY:  Yes.  My name is Page Bady:  

B-A-D-Y.  2700 Las Vegas Boulevard, Unit 2709.  

I want to agree with Dr. Spirtos's comments.  

We applied, in 2014, scored highest amount amongst any 

applicants that were not publicly traded.  

We possess seven current licenses.  We also 

had the largest number of applications:  28 applications 

from anybody else in the state.  Our scoring from 20 of 

the 28 were identical to the second decimal point.  

The way that criteria for the applications -- 

as we were informed -- would give more weight for people 

who have dispensary experience because this application 

was for dispensaries.  

Our eight applications from our dispensaries 

applications scored lower than our 20 other applications 

that were just from our cultivation and productions, 

which is -- and they're all identical -- statistically 

impossible.  Since then, we have formed the Nevada 

Cannabis Medical Association.  

I'm a local physician of 20 years.  I was a 

medical director for Davita Health Care Partners, a 
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publicly-traded $18 billion-dollar company.  We have 

Harvard-trained physicians in our group, and we sit on 

the Governor's Task Force for Opiates.  We scored lower 

than average on impact on the community.  I don't know 

what's going on in there.  I don't want to accuse anyone 

of anything, but it's difficult to maneuver.  

And it had a quality that we used to 

experience in a publicly-traded company, and I wanted to 

bring that quality and sophistication into this industry 

when we have to fight these kind of obstacles.  

I just wanted to thank the Commission for 

hopefully taking the time to investigate this.  Look.  I 

might be absolutely wrong.  Everybody's baby seems to be 

the prettiest baby in the world, right?  All we ask is to 

have a thorough investigation on how these were applied.  

Thank you.  

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you.  

DR. THANOS:  Good morning.  I'm Dr. Nicholas 

Thanos. 

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Could you spell your last 

name for me, please?  

DR. THANOS:  I'm sorry.  Thanos.  T, as in 

Tom, H-A-N-O-S.  And I'm also concerned about how it is 

that we're denied the information regarding why our 

applications were turned down when the regulation 
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specifically allow us access.  

Subparagraph four states:  If the Department 

denies an application for issuance or renewal of the 

license for marijuana establishment or revokes such a 

license, the Department will provide notice to applicant 

or marijuana establishment that includes, without 

limitation, the specific reasons for the denial or 

revocation.  

Not only didn't we get the specific reasons, 

but we've been denied access to the breakdown of our 

scores.  It doesn't make any sense.  

I'd also like to inquire of the Commissioners 

if they were apprised of any of the changes that were 

made to the retail marijuana applications that differ 

from the regulations in R097-012.  

If they were, if there were changes, were 

they formally approved, and when did this happen?  If 

they weren't, under whose authority were they made? 

Because the scoring system includes stuff that was not -- 

there were changes made between the time that we got 

applications and the time the scoring system was done.  

There's some discrepancies here and, you know, someone 

needs to look into this, please.  Thank you.  

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you.  

Are there any other public comments in Las 
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Vegas? 

COMMISSIONER BERSI:  One is coming, 

Mr. Chairman. 

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you.  Is there new 

public comment on the telephone?  

Is there any public comment in Carson City?  

Okay.  

Are there any items for future agendas? 

COMMISSIONER KELESIS:  Mr. Chairman, this is 

George.

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Commissioner Kelesis?  

COMMISSIONER KELESIS:  Yes, I do have couple 

of questions.  If the Commission could be patient with 

me, I want to give a little bit of background why I'm 

making those requests.  I know you are familiar with it, 

Mr. Chairman, as well as I know Ms. Crandall is familiar 

with it.  So, for my fellow Commissioners, I'm making 

these requests, but let me give you a little context of 

how it happened.  

In December, when these licenses began to be 

issued or notified, at least in Southern Nevada, there 

was quite an uproar among a number of the companies, 

individuals, whatever you want to call it, that owned the 

marijuana establishments.  

I placed a call to our Chairman.  I asked him 
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if he was aware of what was happening.  Our Chairman at 

the time was not aware.  And Mr. DeVolld started looking 

into it.  He spoke with Mr. Anderson, spoke with 

Mr. Pupa.  

At one point, it was my understanding we were 

going to have an informational item set at this meeting 

so at least the public can have an understanding of why 

and what, in fact, happened in the course of all of this.  

That was taken off, unbeknownst to me.  

I found out after the fact -- which I 

personally found distressing, because when I looked at 

these items -- and there's an e-mail I sent to the 

Chairman that I want to make part of the record so that 

way, it's accessible to all of the Commissioners.  That 

way, if anybody wants to add something, add something, 

don't add something.  It's completely up to you, but it's 

available to the public that way as well.  

I found things that, you know, quite 

honestly, smacked me in the face immediately:  

Regulations that were applied beyond the scope of the 

regulation, things that were changed that I know we did 

not rule on as a Commission.  This is public knowledge.  

There's public information.  Two companies were 

announcing mergers in October and November with companies 

that had applied.  They received an inordinate amount of 
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licenses.  

And my question is:  On September 5th, when 

the grading was closed, did they all put everybody on 

notice that they were going to do this merger in mid 

October-November?  

They were Canadian companies.  How did we 

take into account the fact that in Canada, you can bank 

marijuana and you can go to a banking institution.  Was 

that taken into account?  Whereas the folks down here 

can't bank it.  They work off cash completely.  Not just 

what Dr. Spirtos said.  I've heard that from other 

people, people who I know have contributed to the 

community, scored lower than a publicly-traded Canadian 

company.  It makes no sense to me what has been 

happening.  

I found probably one of the most distressing 

parts -- and I don't know if the Commission is aware of 

this or not, if you are aware of it.  But our graders 

were hired through Manpower.  

Now, I checked the Manpower drop-down box.  

And I'm telling you guys, nowhere in there does it say:  

"Hire marijuana graders."  It doesn't say it.  So why are 

we even going to Manpower?  I know we budgeted so we 

could have this Department handle these items.  So who 

trained these people in Manpower?  Who oversaw these 

005669



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

CAPITOL REPORTERS (775) 882-5322

64 

people in Manpower? 

In fact, were these scores aggregated?  They 

weren't supposed to be aggregated.  The one regulation 

clearly states County.  That's it.  That's the monopoly 

provision.  It doesn't say Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, 

City of Henderson.  Who made those changes?  So I'm 

troubled across the board with this whole thing.  

So my request is this, Mr. Chairman:  That we 

have a special meeting as soon as possible, have this as 

an action item so we can address these problems.  And I 

will give Paulina the e-mail so it can be distributed 

among the Commissioners.  

And just one last thing in closing.  I've 

been on this Commission probably the longest of 

everybody.  And I'll say this.  We have successfully 

prevailed in numerous, numerous court battles.  I've 

always believed the reason why we have been successful is 

because the matter is brought to the Commission, and I'll 

give you the example.  Live entertainment tax.  Cal 

Anderson.  I could go through them.  

We have had extensive, detailed hearings, and 

then we've gone -- and then if they wanted to appeal it, 

they appeal it to the Court.  Somewhere here though, 

what's happening is people are denied licenses.  And it's 

just not these two people I heard it from.  I've heard it 
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from the countless people down here.  They're not being 

provided their scores.  They're not making these things 

available to them.  So how can they even exercise their 

procedure or their substantive due process rights when we 

don't even give them the information?  

And we're going to go from the issuance of 

the license directly to the court.  It's like they're 

skipping us.  Somebody is under the distinct impression 

that we, as a Commission, do not have jurisdiction over 

this.  I suggest they read 360 real close.  We are the 

head of the Department, and we are the head of the 

Division, and it comes to us.  

So that's why I'm asking for the action item 

as soon as possible, not to wait, because it seems like 

anytime -- and I am frustrated and disappointed.  I'm 

told we're going to have something.  I don't even get the 

courtesy of a phone call told we're taking it off.  I got 

to go find out myself.  Well, you know, that's an insult.  

So, having said that, that's my request for a 

special meeting.  And I'll give Ms. Oliver the e-mail.  

CHAIR DEVOLLD:  Thank you, Commissioner 

Kelesis.  I believe I did call you, so we'll discuss that 

later.  I'll make sure that it's on a future agenda.  

Thank you.  

Is there any other items for future agendas?  
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Very good.  The meeting is adjourned.  We have a 

non-meeting afterwards.  So after both rooms have been 

cleared, can you please let me know?  Thank you.  

MS. HUGHES:  And just so the public is aware, 

a non-meeting is an opportunity for attorneys to meet 

with the Commission about ongoing litigation, and that's 

what this meeting is about. 

(The meeting concluded at 10:36 a.m.)

-o0o-
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STATE OF NEVADA )

                )

CARSON TOWNSHIP)

I, NICOLE J. HANSEN, Official Court Reporter for the 

State of Nevada, Nevada Tax Commission Meeting, do hereby 

Certify:

That on the 14th day of January, 2019, I was 

present at said meeting for the purpose of reporting in 

verbatim stenotype notes the within-entitled public 

meeting;

That the foregoing transcript, consisting of pages 1 

through 66, inclusive, includes a full, true and correct 

transcription of my stenotype notes of said public 
                      
meeting.

Dated at Reno, Nevada, this 14th day of 

January, 2019.

                                                              
                    NICOLE J. HANSEN, NV CCR #446
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Case Number: A-19-786962-B

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

1 FFCL 

2 

3 

4 

5 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEV ADA 

6 

7 
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10 

11 

12 

13 
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17 

18 
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SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, TGIG, LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company, NULEAF 
INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, NEVADA 
HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, TRYKE COMPANIES SO 
NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
TR YKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, PARADISE 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GBS NEV ADA PARTNERS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, GRAVITAS NEVADA, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, 
NEV ADA PURE, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, MED IF ARM, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company, DOE PLAINTIFFS I 
through X; and ROE ENTITY PLAINTIFFS I 
throughX, 

Plaintiff(s), 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION, 

Defendant( s). 
and 

NEV ADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC; 
INTEGRAL ASSOCIATES LLC d/b/a 

fl 23 ESSENCE CANNABIS DISPENSARIES, a 
£8 Nevada limited liability company; ESSENCE 
A ~ ,f[ROPICANA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
o ~.., ;iompany; ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC, a 
; ~ ~evada limited liability company; CPCM 
im · .BOLDINGS, LLC d/b/a THRIVE CANNABIS 
~o $ 11(tv!ARKETPLACE, COMMERCE PARK 
g ,t,:.., 'MEDICAL, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
;;a 27 company; and CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC, a 
-:i Nevada limited liability company; LONE 

28 MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada 

Case No. A-19-786962-B 
Dept. No. 11 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW GRANTING 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
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limited liability partnership; HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; GREENMART OF NEV ADA 
NLV LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
and CLEAR RIVER, LLC, 

Intervenors. 

This matter having come before the Court for an evidentiary hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for 

Preliminary Injunction beginning on May 24, 2019, and occurring day to day thereafter until its 

completion on August 16, 2019; 1 Dominic P. Gentile, Esq., Vincent Savarese III, Esq., Michael V. 

Cristalli, Esq., and Ross J. Miller, Esq., of the law firm Gentile Cristalli Miller Armeni Savarese, 

appeared on behalf of Serenity Wellness Center, LLC, TGIG, LLC, Nuleaflncline Dispensary, LLC, 

Nevada Holistic Medicine, LLC, Tryke Companies SO NV, LLC, Tryke Companies Reno, LLC, 

Paradise Wellness Center, LLC, GBS Nevada Partners, LLC, Fidelis Holdings, LLC, Gravitas Nevada, 

LLC, Nevada Pure, LLC, Medifarm, LLC (Case No. A786962-B) (the "Serenity Plaintiffs"); Adam K. 

Bult, Esq. and Maximilien D. Fetaz, Esq., of the law firm Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP, 

appeared on behalf of Plaintiffs ETW Management Group LLC, Global Harmony LLC, Green Leaf 

Farms Holdings LLC, Green Therapeutics LLC, Herbal Choice INC., Just Quality, LLC, Libra 

Wellness Center, LLC, Rombough Real Estate Inc. dba Mother Herb, NevCann LLC, Red Earth LLC, 

THC Nevada LLC, Zion Gardens LLC, and MMOF Vegas Retail, Inc. (Case No. A787004-B) ( the 

"ETW Plaintiffs"); William S. Kemp, Esq. and Nathaniel R. Rulis, Esq., of the law firm Kemp, Jones 

& Coulthard LLP, appeared on behalf of MM Development Company, Inc. and LivFree Wellness LLC 

(Case No. A785818-W) (the "MM Plaintiffs"); Theodore Parker III, Esq., of the law firm Parker 

Nelson & Associates, appeared on behalf of Nevada Wellness Center (Case No. A787540-W) 

(collectively the "Plaintiffs"); Steven G. Shevorski, Esq., Ketan D. Bhirud, Esq., and Theresa M. Haar, 

Esq., of the Office of the Nevada Attorney General, appeared on behalf of the State of Nevada, 

Department of Taxation; David R. Koch, Esq., of the law firm Koch & Scow LLC, appeared on behalf 

Although a preservation order was entered on December 13, 2018, in A785818, no discovery in any case was done 
prior to the commencement of the evidentiary hearing, in part due to procedural issues and to statutory restrictions on 
disclosure of certain information modified by SB 32 just a few days before the commencement of the hearing. As a result, 
the hearing was much longer than anticipated by any of the participating counsel. In compliance with SB 32, the State 
produced previously confidential information on May 21, 2019. These documents were reviewed for confidentiality by the 
Defendants in Intervention and certain redactions were made prior to production consistent with the protective order entered 
on May 24, 2019. 
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of Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC; Brigid M. Higgins, Esq. and Rusty Graf, Esq., of the law firm 

Black & Lobello, appeared on behalf of Clear River, LLC; Eric D. Hone, Esq., of the law firm Hl Law 

Group, appeared on behalf of Lone Mountain Partners, LLC; Alina M. Shell, Esq., of the law firm 

McLetchie Law, appeared on behalf of GreenMart of Nevada NL V LLC; Jared Kahn, Esq., of the law 

firm JK Legal & Consulting, LLC, appeared on behalf of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.; and 

Joseph A. Gutierrez, Esq., of the law firm Maier Gutierrez & Associates, and Philip M. Hymanson, 

Esq., of the law firm Hymanson & Hymanson; Todd Bice, Esq. and Jordan T. Smith, Esq. of the law 

firm Pisanelli Bice; and Dennis Prince, Esq. of the Prince Law Group appeared on behalf of Integral 

Associates LLC d/b/a Essence Cannabis Dispensaries, Essence Tropicana, LLC, Essence Henderson, 

LLC, CPCM Holdings, LLC d/b/a Thrive Cannabis Marketplace, Commerce Park Medical, LLC, and 

Cheyenne Medical, LLC (the "Essence/Thrive Entities"). The Court, having read and considered the 

pleadings filed by the parties; having reviewed the evidence admitted during the evidentiary hearing; 

and having heard and carefully considered the testimony of the witnesses called to testify; having 

considered the oral and written arguments of counsel, and with the intent of deciding the Motion for a 

Preliminary Injunction,2 makes the following preliminary findings of fact and conclusions of law: 

PROCEDURAL POSTURE 

Plaintiffs are a group of unrelated commercial entities who applied for, but did not receive, 

licenses to operate retail recreational marijuana establishments in various local jurisdictions throughout 

the state. Defendant is Nevada's Department of Taxation ("DoT"), which is the administrative agency 

responsible for issuing the licenses. Some successful applicants for licensure intervened as Defendants. 

The Serenity Plaintiffs filed a Motion for Preliminary Injunction on March 19, 2019, asking for 

a preliminary injunction to: 

a. Enjoin the denial of Plaintiffs applications; 

b. Enjoin the enforcement of the licenses granted; 

c. Enjoin the enforcement and implementation ofNAC 453D; 

2 The findings made in this Order are preliminary in nature based upon the limited evidence presented after very 
limited discovery permitted on an expedited basis and may be modified based upon additional evidence presented to the 
Court at the ultimate trial of the business court matters. 
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1 d. An order restoring the status quo ante prior to the Do T's adoption ofNAC 453D; 

2 and 

3 e. Several orders compelling discovery. 

4 This Court reviewed the Serenity Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction and at a hearing on 

5 April 22, 2019, invited Plaintiffs in related cases, not assigned to Business Court, to participate in the 

6 evidentiary hearing on the Motion for Preliminary Injunction being heard in Department 11 for the 

7 purposes of hearing and deciding the Motions for Preliminary Injunction.3 

8 PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

9 The Attorney General's Office was forced to deal with a significant impediment at the early 

10 stages of the litigation. This inability to disclose certain information was outside of its control because 

11 of confidentiality requirements that have now been slightly modified by SB 32. Although the parties 

12 stipulated to a protective order on May 24, 2019, many documents produced in preparation for the 

13 hearing and for discovery purposes were heavily redacted because of the highly competitive nature of 

14 the industry and sensitive financial and commercial information being produced. 

15 All parties agree that the language of an initiative takes precedence over any regulation that is in 

16 conflict and that an administrative agency has some discretion in determining how to implement the 

17 initiative. The Court gives deference to the agency in establishing those regulations and creating the 

18 framework required to implement those provisions in conformity with the initiative. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

The complaints filed by the parties participating in the hearing seek declaratory relief, injunctive relief and writs of 
mandate, among other claims. The motions andjoinders seeking injunctive relief which have been reviewed by the Court in 
conjunction with this hearing include: 

A786962-B Serenity: Serenity Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction filed 3/19/19 (Joinder to Motion by 
Compassionate Team: 5/17; Joinder to Motion by ETW: 5/6 (filed in A 787004); and Joinder to Motion by Nevada 
Wellness: 5/10 (filed in A787540)); Opposition by the State filed 5/9/19 (Joinder by Essence/Thrive Entities: 5/23); 
Opposition by Nevada Organic Remedies: 5/9 (Joinder by Lone Mountain: 5/13; Joinder by Helping Hands: 5/21; and 
Joinder by Essence/Thrive Entities: 5/23). Application for TRO on OST filed 5/9/19 (Joinder by Compassionate Team: 
5/17; and Joinder by ETW: 5/10 (filed in A 787004)); Opposition by Nevada Organic Remedies: 5/9 (Joinder by Clear River: 
5/9); Opposition by Essence/Thrive Entities: 5/10 (Joinder by GreenMart: 5/10; Joinder by Lone Mountain: 5/11; and 
Joinder by helping Hands: 5/12). 

A785818-W MM Development: MM Plaintiffs' Motion for Preliminary Injunction or Writ of Mandamus filed 5/9/19 
(Joinder by Serenity: 5/20 (filed in A786962); Joinder by ETW: 5/6 (filed in A 787004 and A785818); and Joinder by 
Nevada Wellness: 5/10 (filed in A787540)). 
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The initiative to legalize recreational marijuana, Ballot Question 2 ("BQ2"), went to the voters 

in 2016. The language ofBQ2 is independent of any regulations that were adopted by the DoT. The 

Court must balance the mandatory provisions of BQ2 (which the DoT did not have discretion to 

modify);4 those provisions with which the DoT was granted some discretion in implementation;5 and 

the inherent discretion of an administrative agency to implement regulations to carry out its statutory 

duties. The Court must give great deference to those activities that fall within the discretionary 

functions of the agency. Deference is not given where the actions of the DoT were in violation of BQ2 

or were arbitrary and capricious. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. Nevada allows voters to amend its Constitution or enact legislation through the initiative 

11 process. Nevada Constitution, Article 19, Section 2. 

12 
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4 Article 19, Section 2(3) provides the touchstone for the mandatory provisions: 

.... An initiative measure so approved by the voters shall not be amended, annulled, repealed, set aside or 
suspended by the Legislature within 3 years from the date it takes effect. 

' 5 NRS 453D.200(1) required the adoption ofregulations for the licensure and oversight of recreational marijuana 
cultivation, manufacturing/production, sales and distribution, but provides the DoT discretion in exactly what those 
regulations would include. 

... the Department shall adopt all regulations necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter. 
The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations 
that make their operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall include: 

(a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a license to operate a marijuana 
establishment; 

(b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana 
establishment; 

(c) Requirements for the security of marijuana establishments; 
(d) Requirements to prevent the sale or diversion of marijuana and marijuana products to persons under 21 

years of age; 
(e) Requirements for the packaging of marijuana and marijuana products, including requirements for child

resistant packaging; 
(f) Requirements for the testing and labeling of marijuana and marijuana products sold by marijuana 

establishments including a numerical indication of potency based on the ratio of THC to the weight of a product 
intended for oral consumption; 

(g) Requirements for record keeping by marijuana establishments; 
(h) Reasonable restrictions on signage, marketing, display, and advertising; 
(i) Procedures for the collection of taxes, fees, and penalties imposed by this chapter; 
(j) Procedures and requirements to enable the transfer of a license for a marijuana establishment to another 

qualified person and to enable a licensee to move the location of its establishment to another suitable location; 
(k) Procedures and requirements to enable a dual licensee to operate medical marijuana establishments and 

marijuana establishments at the same location; 
(I) Procedures to establish the fair market value at wholesale of marijuana; and 
(m) Civil penalties for the failure to comply with any regulation adopted pursuant to this section or for any 

violation of the provisions ofNRS 453D.300. 
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2. In 2000, the voters amended Nevada's Constitution to allow for the possession and use 

of marijuana to treat various medical conditions. Nevada Constitution, Article 4, Section 38(1)(a). The 

initiative left it to the Legislature to create laws "[a]uthoriz[ing] appropriate methods for supply of the 

plant to patients authorized to use it." Nevada Constitution, Article 4, Section 38(l)(e). 

3. For several years prior to the enactment ofBQ2, the regulation of medical marijuana 

dispensaries had not been taken up by the Legislature. Some have argued in these proceedings that the 

delay led to the framework ofBQ2. 

4. In 2013, Nevada's legislature enacted NRS 453A, which allows for the cultivation and 

sale of medical marijuana. The Legislature described the requirements for the application to open a 

medical marijuana establishment. NRS 453A.322. The Nevada Legislature then charged the Division of 

Public and Behavioral Health with evaluating the applications. NRS 453A.328. 

5. The materials circulated to voters in 2016 for BQ2 described its purpose as the 

amendment of the Nevada Revised Statutes as follows: 

Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to allow a person, 21 years old or older, to 
purchase, cultivate, possess, or consume a certain amount of marijuana or concentrated 
marijuana, as well as manufacture, possess, use, transport, purchase, distribute, or sell marijuana 
paraphernalia; impose a 15 percent excise tax on wholesale sales of marijuana; require the 
regulation and licensing of marijuana cultivators, testing facilities, distributors, suppliers, and 
retailers; and provide for certain criminal penalties? 

6. 

7. 

BQ2 was enacted by the Nevada Legislature and is codified at NRS 453D.6 

BQ2 specifically identified regulatory and public safety concerns: 

The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be regulated in a manner 
similar to alcohol so that: 

(a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by the State of 
Nevada; 
(b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to confirm that the 
business owners and the business location are suitable to produce or sell marijuana; 
( c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling marijuana will be strictly 
controlled through State licensing and regulation; 

6 As the provisions ofBQ2 and the sections NRS 453D currently in effect (with the exception ofNRS 453D.205) are 
identical, for ease ofreference the Court cites to BQ2 as enacted by the Nevada Legislature in NRS 453D. 
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( d) Selling or giving marijuana to persons under 21 years of age shall remain illegal; 
( e) Individuals will have to be 21 years of age or older to purchase marijuana; 
(:t) Driving under the influence of marijuana will remain illegal; and 
(g) Marijuana sold in the State will be tested and labeled. 

NRS 453D.020(3). 

8. BQ2 mandated the DoT to "conduct a background check of each prospective owner, 

officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant." NRS 453D.200(6). 

9. On November 8, 2016, by Executive Order 2017-02, Governor Brian Sandoval 

8 established a Task Force composed of 19 members to offer suggestions and proposals for legislative, 

9 regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing BQ2. 
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10. The Task Force's findings, issued on May 30, 2017, referenced the 2014 licensing 

process for issuing Medical Marijuana Establishment Registration Certificates under NRS 453A. The 

Task Force recommended that "the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana establishment and the 

impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be maintained as in the medical 

marijuana program except for a change in how local jurisdictions participate in selection oflocations." 

at 2510. 

11. Some of the Task Force's recommendations appear to conflict with BQ2.7 

The Final Task Force report (Exhibit 2009) contained the following statements: 

The Task Force recommends that retail marijuana ownership interest requirements remain consistent with the 
medical marijuana program. 

The requirement identified by the Task Force at the time was contained in NAC 453A.302(1) which states: 

Except as otherwise required in subsection 2, the requirements of this chapter concerning owners of medical 
marijuana establishments only apply to a person with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a 
medical marijuana establishment. 

The second recommendation of concern is: 

The Task Force recommends that NRS 453A be changed to address companies that own marijuana establishment 
licenses in which there are owners with Jess than 5% ownership interest in the company. The statute should be 
amended to: 
*Limit fingerprinting, background checks and renewal of agent cards to owners officers and board members with 
5% or less cumulatively of the company to once every five years; 
*Only require owners officers and board members with 5% or more cumulatively and employees of the company to 
obtain agent registration cards; and 
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1 
12. During the 2017 legislative session Assembly Bill 422 transferred responsibility for the 

2 registration, licensing, and regulation of marijuana establishments from the State of Nevada Division of 

3 Public and Behavioral Health to the DoT.8 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

13. On February 27, 2018, the DoT adopted regulations governing the issuance, suspension, 

or revocation of retail recreational marijuana licenses in LCB File No. R092-17, which were codified in 

NAC 453D (the "Regulations"). 

14. The Regulations for licensing were to be "directly and demonstrably related to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment." NRS 453D.200(1)(b). The phrase "directly and demonstrably 

related to the operation of a marijuana establishment" is subject to more than one interpretation. 

18 *Use the marijuana establishments governing documents to determine who has approval rights and signatory 
authority for purposes of signing ownership transfers, applications and any other appropriate legal or regulatory 

19 documents. 
There was Task Force dissent on the recommendation. The concern with this recommendation was that by 

20 changing the requirements on fingerprinting and background checks, the state would have less knowledge of when 
an owner, officer, and board member commits an offense not allowed under current marijuana law, potentially 

21 creating a less safe environment in the state. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

at 2515-2516. 

8 Those provisions (a portion of which became NRS 453D.205) are consistent with BQ2: 

I. When conducting a background check pursuant to subsection 6 ofNRS 453D.200, the Department may 
require each prospective owner, officer and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant to submit 
a complete set of fingerprints and written permission authorizing the Department to forward the fingerprints to the 
Central Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for submission to the Federal Bureau ofinvestigation 
for its report. 

2. When determining the criminal history ofa person pursuant to paragraph (c) of subsection I ofNRS 
453D.300, a marijuana establishment may require the person to submit to the Department a complete set of 
fingerprints and written permission authorizing the Department to forward the fingerprints to the Central 
Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History for submission to the Federal Bureau of Investigation for its 
report. 
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1 
15. A person holding a medical marijuana establishment registration certificate could apply 

2 for one or more recreational marijuana establishment licenses within the time set forth by the DoT in 

3 the manner described in the application. NAC 453D.268.9 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 
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16 

17 

18 
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25 

26 
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28 

Relevant portions of that provision require that application be made 

.... by submitting an application in response to a request for applications issued pursuant to NAC 453D.260 which 
must include: 

*** 
2. An application on a form prescribed by the Department. The application must include, without limitation: 
(a) Whether the applicant is applying for a license for a marijuana establishment for a marijuana cultivation 
facility, a marijuana distributor, a marijuana product manufacturing facility, a marijuana testing facility or a retail 
marijuana store; 
(b) The name of the proposed marijuana establishment, as reflected in both the medical marijuana establishment 
registration certificate held by the applicant, if applicable, and the articles of incorporation or other documents filed 
with the Secretary of State; 
(c) The type of business organization of the applicant, such as individual, corporation, partnership, limited-liability 
company, association or cooperative, joint venture or any other business organization; 
( d) Confirmation that the applicant has registered with the Secretary of State as the appropriate type of business, 
and the articles of incorporation, articles of organization or partnership or joint venture documents of the applicant; 
(e) The physical address where the proposed marijuana establishment will be located and the physical address of 
any co-owned or otherwise affiliated marijuana establishments; 
(f) The mailing address of the applicant; 
(g) The telephone number of the applicant; 
(h) The electronic mail address of the applicant; 
(i) A signed copy of the Request and Consent to Release Application Form for Marijuana Establishment License 
prescribed by the Department; 
U) If the applicant is applying for a license for a retail marijuana store, the proposed hours of operation during 
which the retail marijuana store plans to be available to sell marijuana to consumers; 
(k) An attestation that the information provided to the Department to apply for the license for a marijuana 
establishment is true and correct according to the information known by the affiant at the time of signing; and 
(1) The signature of a natural person for the proposed marijuana establishment as described in subsection 1 ofNAC 
453D.250 and the date on which the person signed the application. 
3. Evidence of the amount of taxes paid, or other beneficial financial contributions made, to this State or its 
political subdivisions within the last 5 years by the applicant or the persons who are proposed to be owners, officers 
or board members of the proposed marijuana establishment. 
4. A description of the proposed organizational structure of the proposed marijuana establishment, including, 
without limitation: 
(a) An organizational chart showing all owners, officers and board members of the proposed marijuana 
establishment; 
(b) A list of all owners, officers and board members of the proposed marijuana establishment that contains the 
following information for each person: 

( 1) The title of the person; 
(2) The race, ethnicity and gender of the person; 
(3) A short description of the role in which the person will serve for the organization and his or her 

responsibilities; 
(4) Whether the person will be designated by the proposed marijuana establishment to provide written notice to 

the Department when a marijuana establishment agent is employed by, volunteers at or provides labor as a 
marijuana establishment agent at the proposed marijuana establishment; 

(5) Whether the person has served or is currently serving as an owner, officer or board member for another 
medical marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment; 

(6) Whether the person has served as an owner, officer or board member for a medical marijuana establishment 
or marijuana establishment that has had its medical marijuana establishment registration certificate or license, as 
applicable, revoked; 

Page 9 of 24 

005683



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 

NRS 453D.210(6) mandated the DoT to use "an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding 

process" to determine successful applicants where competing applications were submitted. 

16. NAC 453D.272(1) provides the procedure for when the DoT receives more than one 

"complete" application. Under this provision the DoT will determine if the "application is complete and 

(7) Whether the person has previously had a medical marijuana establishment agent registration card or 
marijuana establishment agent registration card revoked; 

(8) Whether the person is an attending provider of health care currently providing written documentation for the 
issuance of registry identification cards or letters of approval; 

(9) Whether the person is a law enforcement officer; 
(10) Whether the person is currently an employee or contractor of the Department; and 
(11) Whether the person has an ownership or financial investment interest in any other medical marijuana 

establishment or marijuana establishment. 
5. For each owner, officer and board member of the proposed marijuana establishment: 
(a) An attestation signed and dated by the owner, officer or board member that he or she has not been convicted of 
an excluded felony offense, and that the information provided to support the application for a license for a 
marijuana establishment is true and correct; 
(b) A narrative description, not to exceed 750 words, demonstrating: 

(1) Past experience working with governmental agencies and highlighting past experience in giving back to the 
community through civic or philanthropic involvement; 

(2) Any previous experience at operating other businesses or nonprofit organizations; and 
(3) Any demonstrated knowledge, business experience or expertise with respect to marijuana; and 

( c) A resume. 
6. Documentation concerning the size of the proposed marijuana establishment, including, without limitation, 
building and general floor plans with supporting details. 
7. The integrated plan of the proposed marijuana establishment for the care, quality and safekeeping of marijuana 
from seed to sale, including, without limitation, a plan for testing and verifying marijuana, a transportation or 
delivery plan and procedures to ensure adequate security measures, including, without limitation, building security 
and product security. 
8. A plan for the business which includes, without limitation, a description of the inventory control system of the 
proposed marijuana establishment to satisfy the requirements ofNRS 453D.300 and NAC 453D.426. 
9. A financial plan which includes, without limitation: 
(a) Financial statements showing the resources of the applicant; 
(b) If the applicant is relying on money from an owner, officer or board member, evidence that the person has 
unconditionally committed such money to the use of the applicant in the event the Department awards a license to 
the applicant and the applicant obtains the necessary approvals from the locality to operate the proposed marijuana 
establishment; and 
( c) Proof that the applicant has adequate money to cover all expenses and costs of the first year of operation. 
10. Evidence that the applicant has a plan to staff, educate and manage the proposed marijuana establishment on a 
daily basis, which must include, without limitation: 
(a) A detailed budget for the proposed marijuana establishment, including pre-opening, construction and first-year 
operating expenses; 
(b) An operations manual that demonstrates compliance with this chapter; 
( c) An education plan which must include, without limitation, providing educational materials to the staff of the 
proposed marijuana establishment; and 
(d) A plan to minimize the environmental impact of the proposed marijuana establishment. 
11. If the application is submitted on or before November 15, 2018, for a license for a marijuana distributor, 
proof that the applicant holds a wholesale dealer license issued pursuant to chapter 369 ofNRS, unless the 
Department determines that an insufficient number of marijuana distributors will result from this limitation. 
12. A response to and information which supports any other criteria the Department determines to be relevant, 
which will be specified and requested by the Department at the time the Department issues a request for 
applications which includes the point values that will be allocated to the applicable portions of the application 
pursuant to subsection 2 ofNAC 453D.260. 

~~--
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in compliance with this chapter and Chapter 453D of NRS, the Department will rank the applications .. 

. in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of this chapter and chapter 

453D ofNRS and on the content of the applications relating to ... " several enumerated factors. NAC 

453D.272(1). 

17. The factors set forth in NAC 453D.272(1) that are used to rank competing applications 

(collectively, the "Factors") are: 

(a) Whether the owners, officers or board members have experience operating another kind 
of business that has given them experience which is applicable to the operation of a marijuana 
establishment; 
(b) The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana 
establishment; 
( c) The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed 
marijuana establishment; 
( d) The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and illiquid; 
( e) Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, quality and 
safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 
(f) The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, including, without 
limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State or its political subdivisions, by the 
applicant or the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana establishment; 
(g) Whether the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana establishment 
have direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana establishment or marijuana 
establishment in this State and have demonstrated a record of operating such an establishment in 
compliance with the laws and regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to 
demonstrate success; 
(h) The (unspecified) experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in 
operating the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a license; and 
(i) Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

18. Each of the Factors is within the Do T's discretion in implementing the application 

22 process provided for in BQ2. The DoT had a good-faith basis for determining that each of the Factors 

23 1s "directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana establishment." 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

19. The DoT posted the application on its website and released the application for 

recreational marijuana establishment licenses on July 6, 2018. 10 

IO The DoT made a change to the application after circulating the first version of the application to delete the 
requirement of a physical location. The modification resulted in a different version of the application bearing the same 
"footer" with the original version remaining available on the DoT's website. 
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20. The DoT utilized a question and answer process through a generic email account at 

marijuana@tax.state.nv.us to allow applicants to ask questions and receive answers directly from the 

Department, which were not consistent with NRS 453D, and that information was not further 

disseminated by the DoT to other applicants. 

21. In addition to the email question and answer process, the DoT permitted applicants and 

their representatives to personally contact the DoT staff about the application process. 

22. The application period ran from September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018. 

23. The DoT accepted applications in September 2018 for retail recreational marijuana 

licenses and announced the award of conditional licenses in December 2018. 

24. The DoT used a listserv to communicate with prospective applicants. 

25. The DoT published a revised application on July 30, 2018. This revised application was 

sent to all participants in the DoT's listserv directory. The revised application modified a sentence on 

attachment A of the application. Prior to this revision, the sentence had read, "Marijuana 

Establishment's proposed physical address (this must be a Nevada address and cannot be a P.O. Box)." 

The revised application on July 30, 2018, read: "Marijuana Establishment's proposed physical address 

if the applicant owns property or has secured a lease or other property agreement (this must be a 

Nevada address and not a P.O. Box). Otherwise, the applications are virtually identical. 

26. The DoT sent a copy of the revised application through the listserv service used by the 

DoT. Not all Plaintiffs' correct emails were included on this listserv service. 

27. The July 30, 2018 application, like its predecessor, described how applications were to 

be scored. The scoring criteria was divided into identified criteria and non-identified criteria. The 

maximum points that could be awarded to any applicant based on these criteria was 250 points. 

28. The identified criteria consisted of organizational structure of the applicant (60 points); 

27 evidence of taxes paid to the State of Nevada by owners, officers, and board members of the applicant 

28 
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in the last 5 years (25 points); a financial plan (30 points); and documents from a financial institution 

showing unencumbered liquid assets of $250,000 per location for which an application is submitted. 

29. The non-identified criteria consisted of documentation concerning the integrated plan of 

the proposed marijuana establishment for the care, quality and safekeeping of marijuana from seed to 

sale (40 points); evidence that the applicant has a plan to staff, educate and manage the proposed 

recreational marijuana establishment on a daily basis (30 points); a plan describing operating 

procedures for the electronic verification system of the proposed marijuana establishment and 

describing the proposed establishment's inventory control system (20 points); building plans showing 

the proposed establishment's adequacy to serve the needs of its customers (20 points); and, a proposal 

explaining likely impact of the proposed marijuana establishment in the community and how it will 

meet customer needs (15 points). 

30. An applicant was permitted to submit a single application for all jurisdictions in which it 

was applying, and the application would be scored at the same time. 

31. 

32. 

By September 20, 2018, the DoT received a total of 462 applications. 

In order to grade and rank the applications the DoT posted notices that it was seeking to 

hire individuals with specified qualifications necessary to evaluate applications. The DoT interviewed 

applicants and made decisions on individuals to hire for each position. 

33. When decisions were made on who to hire, the individuals were notified that they would 

need to register with "Manpower" under a pre-existing contract between the DoT and that company. 

Individuals would be paid through Manpower, as their application-grading work would be of a 

temporary nature. 

34. The DoT identified, hired, and trained eight individuals to grade the applications, 

including three to grade the identified portions of the applications, three to grade the non-identified 
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portions of the applications, and one administrative assistant for each group of graders ( collectively the 

"Temporary Employees"). 

35. It is unclear how the DoT trained the Temporary Employees. While portions of the 

training materials were introduced into evidence, testimony regarding the oral training based upon 

example applications was insufficient for the Court to determine the nature and extent of the training of 

the Temporary Employees. 11 

36. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DoT to determine that an Application is "complete and 

in compliance" with the provisions ofNAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing criteria set 

forth therein and the provisions of the Ballot Initiative and the enabling statute. 

37. When the DoT received applications, it undertook no effort to determine if the 

applications were in fact "complete and in compliance." 

38. In evaluating whether an application was "complete and in compliance" the DoT made 

no effort to verify owners, officers or board members ( except for checking whether a transfer request 

was made and remained pending before the DoT). 

39. For purposes of grading the applicant's organizational structure and diversity, if an 

applicant's disclosure in its application of its owners, officers, and board members did not match the 

Do T's own records, the DoT did not penalize the applicant. Rather the DoT permitted the grading, and 

in some cases, awarded a conditional license to an applicant under such circumstances, and dealt with 

the issue by simply informing the winning applicant that its application would have to be brought into 

conformity with DoT records. 

40. The DoT created a Regulation that modified the mandatory BQ2 provision "[t]he 

25 Department shall conduct a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and board member of 

26 a marijuana establishment license applicant" and determined it would only require information on the 

27 

28 
11 Given the factual issues related to the grading raised by MM and LivFree, these issues may be subject to additional 
evidentiary proceedings in the assigned department. 
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application from persons "with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana 

establishment." NAC 453D.255(1). 

41. NRS 453D.200(6) provides that "[t]he DoT shall conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant." The 

DoT departed from this mandatory language in NAC 453D.255(1) and made no attempt in the 

application process to verify that the applicant's complied with the mandatory language of the BQ2 or 

even the impermissibly modified language. 

42. The DoT made the determination that it was not reasonable to require industry to 

provide every owner of a prospective licensee. The DOT's determination that only owners of a 5% or 

greater interest in the business were required to submit information on the application was not a 

permissible regulatory modification of BQ2. This determination violated Article 19, Section 3 of the 

Nevada Constitution. The determination was not based on a rational basis. 

4 3. The limitation of "unreasonably impracticable" in BQ2 12 does not apply to the 

mandatory language of BQ2, but to the Regulations which the DoT adopted. 

44. The adoption ofNAC 453D.255(1), as it applies to the application process is an 

unconstitutional modification of BQ2. 13 The failure of the DoT to carry out the mandatory provisions 

ofNRS 453D.200(6) is fatal to the application process. 14 The DoT's decision to adopt regulations in 

direct violation of BQ2's mandatory application requirements is violative of Article 19, Section 2(3) of 

the Nevada Constitution. 

12 NRS 453D.200(1) provides in part: 

The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations 
24 that make their operation unreasonably impracticable. 

25 13 For administrative and regulatory proceedings other than the application, the limitation of 5% or greater ownership 

26 

27 

28 

appears within the DoT's discretion. 

14 That provision states: 

6. The Department shall conduct a background check of each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a 
marijuana establishment license applicant. 
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45. Given the lack of a robust investigative process for applicants, the requirement of the 

2 background check for each prospective owner, officer, and board member as part of the application 

3 process impedes an important public safety goal in BQ2. 
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46. Without any consideration as to the voters mandate in BQ2, the DoT determined that 

requiring each prospective owner be subject to a background check was too difficult for 

implementation by industry. This decision was a violation of the Nevada Constitution, an abuse of 

discretion, and arbitrary and capricious. 

47. The DoT did not comply with BQ2 by requiring applicants to provide information for 

each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify the ownership of applicants applying for 

retail recreational marijuana licenses. Instead the DoT issued conditional licenses to applicants who 

did not identify each prospective owner, officer and board member. 15 

48. The DoT's late decision to delete the physical address requirement on some application 

forms while not modifying those portions of the application that were dependent on a physical location 

(i.e. floor plan, community impact, security plan, and the sink locations) after the repeated 

communications by an applicant's agent; not effectively communicating the revision; and, leaving the 

original version of the application on the website, is evidence of conduct that is a serious issue. 

49. Pursuant to NAC 453D.295, the winning applicants received a conditional license that 

will not be finalized unless within twelve months of December 5, 2018, the licensees receive a final 

inspection of their marijuana establishment. 

15 Some applicants apparently provided the required information for each prospective owner, officer and board 
member. Accepting as truthful these applicants' attestations regarding who their owners, officers, and board members were 
at the time of the application, these applications were complete at the time they were filed with reference to NRS 
453D.200(6). These entities are Green Therapeutics LLC, Eureka NewGen Farms LLC, Circle S Farms LLC, Deep Roots 
Medical LLC, Pure Tonic Concentrates LLC, Wellness Connection of Nevada LLC, Polaris Wellness Center LLC, and 
TRNVP098 LLC, Clear River LLC, Cheyenne Medical LLC, Essence Tropicana LLC, Essence Henderson LLC, and 
Commerce Park Medical LLC. See Court Exhibit 3 (post-hearing submission by the DoT). 
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1 
50. The few instances of clear mistakes made by the Temporary Employees admitted in 

2 evidence do not, in and of themselves, result in an unfair process as human error occurs in every 

3 process. 
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51. Nothing in NRS 453D or NAC 453D provides for any right to an appeal or review of a 

decision denying an application for a retail recreational marijuana license. 

52. There are an extremely limited number of licenses available for the sale of recreational 

manJuana. 

53. The number of licenses available was set by BQ2 and is contained in NRS 

10 453D.210(5)(d). 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

54. Since the Court does not have authority to order additional licenses in particular 

jurisdictions, and because there are a limited number of licenses that are available in certain 

jurisdictions, injunctive relief is necessary to permit the Plaintiffs, if successful in the NRS 

453D.210(6) process, to actually obtaining a license, if ultimately successful in this litigation. 

55. 

56. 

The secondary market for the transfer of licenses is limited. 16 

If any findings of fact are properly conclusions oflaw, they shall be treated as if 

18 appropriately identified and designated. 

19 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

57. "Any person ... whose rights, status or other legal relations are affected by a statute, 

municipal ordinance, contract or franchise, may have determined any question of construction or 

validity arising under the instrument, statute, ordinance, contract or franchise and obtain a declaration 

ofrights, status or other legal relations thereunder." NRS 30.040. 

58. A justiciable controversy is required to exist prior to an award of declaratory relief. Doe 

v. Bryan, 102 Nev. 523, 525, 728 P.2d 443,444 (1986). 

16 The testimony elicited during the evidentiary hearing established that multiple changes in ownership have occurred 
since the applications were filed. Given this testimony, simply updating the applications previously filed would not comply 
with BQ2. 
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59. NRS 33.010 governs cases in which an injunction may be granted. The applicant must 

show (1) a likelihood of success on the merits; and (2) a reasonable probability that the non-moving 

party's conduct, if allowed to continue, will cause irreparable harm for which compensatory damage is 

an inadequate remedy. 

60. Plaintiffs have the burden to demonstrate that the DoT's conduct, if allowed to continue, 

will result in irreparable harm for which compensatory damages is an inadequate remedy. 

61. The purpose of a preliminary injunction is to preserve the status quo until the matter can 

be litigated on the merits. 

62. In City of Sparks v. Sparks Mun. Court, the Supreme Court explained, "[a]s a 

constitutional violation may be difficult or impossible to remedy through money damages, such a 

violation may, by itself, be sufficient to constitute irreparable harm." 129 Nev. 348, 357, 302 P.3d 

1118, 1124 (2013). 

part: 

63. Article 19, Section 2 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada provides, in pertinent 

"1. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 1 of article 4 of this constitution, but subject to the 
limitations of section 6 of this article, the people reserve to themselves the power to propose, 
by initiative petition, statutes and amendments to statutes and amendments to this 
constitution, and to enact or reject them at the polls. 

3. If the initiative petition proposes a statute or an amendment to a statute, the person who 
intends to circulate it shall file a copy with the secretary of state before beginning circulation 
and not earlier than January 1 of the year preceding the year in which a regular session of the 
legislature is held. After its circulation, it shall be filed with the secretary of state not less than 
30 days prior to any regular session of the legislature. The circulation of the petition shall cease 
on the day the petition is filed with the secretary of state or such other date as may be prescribed 
for the verification of the number of signatures affixed to the petition, whichever is earliest. The 
secretary of state shall transmit such petition to the legislature as soon as the legislature 
convenes and organizes. The petition shall take precedence over all other measures except 
appropriation bills, and the statute or amendment to a statute proposed thereby shall be enacted 
or rejected by the legislature without change or amendment within 40 days. If the proposed 
statute or amendment to a statute is enacted by the legislature and approved by the governor in 
the same manner as other statutes are enacted, such statute or amendment to a statute shall 
become law, but shall be subject to referendum petition as provided in section 1 ofthis article. 
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If the statute or amendment to a statute is rejected by the legislature, or if no action is taken 
thereon within 40 days, the secretary of state shall submit the question of approval or 
disapproval of such statute or amendment to a statute to a vote of the voters at the next 
succeeding general election. If a majority of the voters voting on such question at such election 
votes approval of such statute or amendment to a statute, it shall become law and take effect 
upon completion of the canvass of votes by the supreme court. An initiative measure so 
approved by the voters shall not be amended, annulled, repealed, set aside or suspended 
by the legislature within 3 years from the date it takes effect." 

(Emphasis added.) 

64. The Nevada Supreme Court has recognized that "[i]nitiative petitions must be kept 

substantively intact; otherwise, the people's voice would be obstructed ... [I]nitiative legislation is not 

subject to judicial tampering-the substance of an initiative petition should reflect the unadulterated will 

of the people and should proceed, if at all, as originally proposed and signed. For this reason, our 

constitution prevents the Legislature from changing or amending a proposed initiative petition that is 

under consideration." Rogers v. Heller, 117 Nev. 169, 178, 18 P.3d 1034,1039-40 (2001). 

65. BQ2 provides, "the Department shall adopt all regulations necessary or convenient to 

carry out the provisions of this chapter." NRS 453D.200(1). This language does not confer upon the 

DoT unfettered or unbridled authority to do whatever it wishes without constraint. The DoT was not 

delegated the power to legislate amendments because this is initiative legislation. The Legislature itself 

has no such authority with regard to NRS 453D until three years after its enactment under the 

prohibition of Article 19, Section 2 of the Constitution of the State of Nevada. 

66. Where, as here, amendment of a voter-initiated law is temporally precluded from 

22 amendment for three years, the administrative agency may not modify the law. 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

67. NRS 453D.200(1) provides that "the Department shall adopt all regulations necessary or 

convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter." The Court finds that the words "necessary or 

convenient" are susceptible to at least two reasonable interpretations. This limitation applies only to 

Regulations adopted by the Do T. 
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68. While the category of diversity is not specifically included in the language of BQ2, the 

evidence presented in the hearing demonstrates that a rational basis existed for the inclusion of this 

category in the Factors and the application. 

69. The DoT's inclusion of the diversity category was implemented in a way that created a 

process which was partial and subject to manipulation by applicants. 

70. The DoT staff provided various applicants with different information as to what would 

be utilized from this category and whether it would be used merely as a tiebreaker or as a substantive 

category. 

71. Based upon the evidence adduced, the Court finds that the DoT selectively discussed 

11 with applicants or their agents the modification of the application related to physical address 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

information. 

72. The process was impacted by personal relationships in decisions related to the 

requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing applicants. This in and of 

itself is insufficient to void the process as urged by some of the Plaintiffs. 

73. The Do T disseminated various versions of the 2018 Retail Marijuana Application, one 

of which was published on the DoT's website and required the applicant to provide an actual physical 

Nevada address for the proposed marijuana establishment, and not a P.O. Box, (see Exhibit 5), whereas 

an alternative version of the Do T's application form, which was not made publicly available and was 

distributed to some, but not all, of the applicants via a DoT listserv service, deleted the requirement that 

applicants disclose an actual physical address for their proposed marijuana establishment. See Exhibit 

SA. 

74. The applicants were applying for conditional licensure, which would last for 1 year. 

NAC 453D.282. The license was conditional based on the applicant's gaining approval from local 
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authorities on zoning and land use, the issuance of a business license, and the Department of Taxation 

inspections of the marijuana establishment. 

75. The DoT has only awarded conditional licenses which are subject to local government 

approval related to zoning and planning and may approve a location change of an existing license, the 

public safety apsects of the failure to require an actual physical address can be cured prior to the award 

of a final license. 

76. By selectively eliminating the requirement to disclose an actual physical address for 

each and every proposed retail recreational marijuana establishment, the DoT limited the ability of the 

Temporary Employees to adequately assess graded criteria such as (i) prohibited proximity to schools 

and certain other public facilities, (ii) impact on the community, (iii) security, (iv) building plans, and 

(v) other material considerations prescribed by the Regulations. 

77. The hiring of Temporary Employees was well within the Do T's discretionary power. 

78. The evidence establishes that the DoT failed to properly train the Temporary 

Employees. This is not an appropriate basis for the requested injunctive relief unless it makes the 

grading process unfair. 

79. The DoT failed to establish any quality assurance or quality control of the grading done 

by Temporary Employees. 17 This is not an appropriate basis for the requested injunctive relief unless it 

makes the grading process unfair. 

80. The DoT made licensure conditional for one year based on the grant of power to create 

regulations that develop "[p ]rocedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of a 

license to operate a marijuana establishment." NRS 453D.200(1)(a). This was within the Do T's 

discretion. 

17 The Court makes no determination as to the extent which the grading errors alleged by MM and Live Free may be 
subject to other appropriate writ practice related to those individualized issues by the assigned department. 

Page 21 of 24 

005695

KellyStout
Highlight



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

81. Certain of Do T's actions related to the licensing process were nondiscretionary 

modifications ofBQ2's mandatory requirements. The evidence establishes DoT's deviations 

constituted arbitrary and capricious conduct without any rational basis for the deviation. 

82. The DoT's decision to not require disclosure on the application and to not conduct 

background checks of persons owning less than 5% prior to award of a conditional license is an 

impermissible deviation from the mandatory language of BQ2, which mandated "a background check 

of each prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant." 

NRS 453D.200(6). 

83. The argument that the requirement for each owner to comply with the application 

process and background investigation is "umeasonably impracticable" is misplaced. The limitation of 

umeasonably impracticable applied only to the Regulations not to the language and compliance with 

BQ2 itself. 

84. Under the circumstances presented here, the Court concludes that certain of the 

Regulations created by the DoT are umeasonable, inconsistent with BQ2 and outside of any discretion 

permitted to the DoT. 

85. The DoT acted beyond its scope of authority when it arbitrarily and capriciously 

replaced the mandatory requirement of BQ2, for the background check of each prospective owner, 

officer and board member with the 5% or greater standard in NAC 453.255(1). This decision by the 

DoT was not one they were permitted to make as it resulted in a modification ofBQ2 in violation of 

Article 19, Section 2(3) of the Nevada Constitution. 

86. As Plaintiffs have shown that the DoT clearly violated NRS Chapter 453D, the claims 

25 for declaratory relief, petition for writ of prohibition, and any other related claims is likely to succeed 

26 on the merits. 

27 

28 

87. The balance of equities weighs in favor of Plaintiffs. 
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1 
88. "[N]o restraining order or preliminary injunction shall issue except upon the giving of 

2 adequate security by the applicant, in such sum as the court deems proper, for the payment of such 

3 costs and damages as may be incurred or suffered by any party who is found to be wrongfully enjoined 

4 or restrained." NRCP 65(d). 
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89. The DoT stands to suffer no appreciable losses and will suffer only minimal harm as a 

result of an injunction. 

90. Therefore, a security bond already ordered in the amount of $400,000 is sufficient for 

the issuance of this injunctive relief. 18 

91. If any conclusions of law are properly findings of fact, they shall be treated as if 

appropriately identified and designated. 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

I I I I I 

18 As discussed during the preliminary injunction hearing, the Court sets a separate evidentiary hearing on whether to 
increase the amount of this bond. That hearing is set for August 29, 2019, at 9:00 a.m. 
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ORDER 

IT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED ORDERED AND DECREED that Plaintiffs' Motions for 

Preliminary Injunction are granted in part. 

The State is enjoined from conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses 

issued in or about December 2018 who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, 

officer and board member as required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits. 19 

The issue of whether to increase the existing bond is set for hearing on August 29, 2019, at 

9:00 am. 

The parties in A786962 and A787004 are to appear for a Rule 16 conference September 9, 

2019, at 9:00 am and submit their respective plans for discovery on an expedited schedule by noon on 

September 6, 2019. 

DATED this 23rd day of August 2019. 

I hereby certify that on t date filed, this Order was electronically served, pursuant to 

N.E.F.C.R. Rule 9, to all reg· tered parties in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing 

Program. 

19 As Court Exhibit 3 is a post-hearing submission by the DoT, the parties may file objections and/or briefs related to 
this issue. Any issues related to the inclusion or exclusion from this group will be heard August 29, 2019, at 9:00 am. 
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ANS 
Kenneth K. Ching, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 10542 
ARGENTUM LAW 
6121 Lakeside Drive, Suite 208 
Reno, Nevada 89511 
Telephone: (775) 235-5114 
Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents 
GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC. 

DISTRICT COURT  

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

D.H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE 
APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada corporation; 
CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS 
LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL 
SOLUTIONS LLC, d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada 
limited liability company; CLARK NMSD LLC, 
d/b/a NuVEDA, a Nevada limited liability 
company; INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C., d/b/a INYO FINE 
CANNABIS DISPENSARY, a Nevada limited 
liability company; and SURTERRA HOLDINGS, 
INC., a Delaware corporation 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners, 

vs. 

STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION; STATE EX REL. NEVADA TAX 
COMMISSION; 3AP INC., a Nevada limited 
liability company; 5SEAT INVESTMENTS LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company; ACRES 
DISPENSARY LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; ACRES MEDICAL LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; AGUA STREET LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; 
ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE ASSOCIATION 
LC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
BLOSSUM GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited 

Case No.: A-19-787035-C 

Dept No.: VI 

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT’S 
GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, 

LLC’S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 

PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 
AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

Case Number: A-19-787035-C

Electronically Filed
9/27/2019 3:32 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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liability company; BLUE COYOTE RANCH, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS L.L.C., 
a Nevada limited liability company; CHEYENNE 
MEDICAL, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; CIRCLE S FARMS LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; CLEAR RIVER, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; CN 
LICENSECO I, Inc., a Nevada corporation; 
COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL L.L.C., a 
Nevada limited liability company; 
COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS 
LLC , a Nevada limited liability company; 
CWNEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; D LUX LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; DIVERSIFIED 
MODALITIES MARKETING LTD., a Nevada 
limited liability company; .DP HOLDINGS, INC., 
a Nevada corporation; ECONEVADA LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; ESSENCE 
HENDERSON, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; ETW 
MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; EUPHORIA WELLNESS LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company; EUREKA 
NEWGEN FARMS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; FIDELIS OLDINGS, LLC., a 
Nevada limited liability company; FOREVER 
GREEN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; FRANKLIN BIOSCIENCE NV LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; FSWFL, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GB SCIENCES 
NEVADA LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GFIVE 
CULTIVATION LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GLOBAL HARMONY LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; GOOD CHEMISTRY 
NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GRAVITAS HENDERSON L.L.C., a 
Nevada limited liability company; GRAVITAS 
HENDERSON L.L.C., a Nevada limited company; 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD., a Nevada limited 
liability company; GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
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company; GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GREEN 
THERAPEUTICS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC., a 
Nevada corporation; GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREENPOINT NEVADA INC., a 
Nevada corporation; GREENSCAPE 
PRODUCTIONS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREENWAY HEALTH 
COMMUNITY L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability 
company; GREENWAY MEDICAL LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; GTI NEVADA, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; H & K 
GROWERS CORP., a Nevada corporation; 
HARVEST OF NEVADA LLC; a Nevada limited 
liability company; HEALTHCARE OPTIONS 
FOR PATIENTS ENTERPRISES, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; HELIOS NV LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; HELPING 
HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; HERBAL CHOICE INC., a Nevada 
corporation; HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; HIGH 
SIERRA HOLISTICS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; INTERNATIONAL SERVICE 
AND REBUILDING, INC., a domestic 
corporation; JUST QUALITY, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; KINDIBLES  LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; LAS VEGAS 
WELLNESS AND COMPASSION LLC; a 
Nevada limited liability company; LIBRA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; LNP, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, 
INC., a Nevada corporation; LVMC C&P LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; MALANA LV 
L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 
MATRIX NV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; MEDIFARM IV, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; MILLER FARMS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC., a Nevada 
corporation; MM R & D, LLC, a Nevada limited 
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liability company; MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company; MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. a Nevada corporation; 
NATURAL MEDICINE L.L.C., a Nevada limited 
liability company; NCMM, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; NEVADA BOTANICAL 
SCIENCE, INC., a Nevada corporation; NEVADA 
GROUP WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; NEVADA HOLISTIC 
MEDICINE LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NEVADAPURE, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; NEVCANN LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; NLV 
WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NLVG, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; NV 
3480 PARTNERS LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; NV GREEN INC., a Nevada 
corporation; NYE FARM TECH LTD., a Nevada 
limited liability company; PARADISE 
WELLNESS CENTER LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; PHENOFARM NV LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; PHYSIS ONE 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER L.L.C., a 
Nevada limited liability company; PURE TONIC 
CONCENTRATES, LLC., a Nevada limited 
liability company; RED EARTH, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; RELEAF 
CULTIVATION, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, RG HIGHLAND ENTERPRISES INC., 
a Nevada corporation; ROMBOUGH REAL 
ESTATE INC., a Nevada corporation; RURAL 
REMEDIES LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; SILVER 
SAGE WELLNESS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; SOLACE ENTERPRISES, 
LLLP, a Nevada limited-liability limited 
partnership; SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; STRIVE 
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WELLNESS OF NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; SWEET GOLDY LLC, 
a Nevada limited liability company; TGIG, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; THC NEVADA 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; THE 
HARVEST FOUNDATION LLC, a Nevada 
limited liability company; THOMPSON FARM 
ONE L.L.C., a Nevada limited liability company; 
TRNVP098 LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; TRYKE 
COMPANIES SO NV, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; TWELVE TWELVE LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; VEGAS 
VALLEY GROWERS LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; WAVESEER OF NEVADA, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA 
NLV, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; 
WENDOVERA LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; WEST COAST DEVELOPMENT 
NEVADA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company; WSCC, INC., a Nevada corporation; 
YMY VENTURES LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; ZION GARDENS LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company; DOES 1-100; 
and Roes 1-100, 

Defendants/Respondents. 

DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT’S GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

Defendant/Respondent GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC (“GOOD 

CHEMISTRY”) by and through its counsel of record, KENNETH K. CHING, ESQ. of 

ARGENTUM LAW, hereby submits the following Answer to Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ First 

Amended Complaint and Petition for Judicial Review and/or Writs of Certiorari, Mandamus, 

and Prohibition (“Amended Complaint”), filed on September 6, 2019, as follows: 

/ / / 
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ANSWER 

1. GOOD CHEMISTRY does not have sufficient information or belief upon which 

to admit or deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-54, and on that basis, deny the 

allegations contained therein. 

2. GOOD CHEMISTRY admits the allegations contained in paragraph 55 of 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ Amended Complaint. 

3. GOOD CHEMISTRY does not have sufficient information or belief upon which 

to admit or deny the allegations contained in paragraphs 56-290 of Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ 

Amended Complaint, and on that basis, deny the allegations contained therein. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

In accordance with Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 11, all possible affirmative defenses 

may or may not have been asserted herein insofar as sufficient facts were not available to 

GOOD CHEMISTRY after reasonable inquiry upon the filing of this pleading and therefore 

GOOD CHEMISTRY assert the following defenses based in fact or upon reasonable belief and 

hereby reserve the right to amend this Answer to allege appropriate or additional defenses, if 

subsequent investigation or discovery so warrants.  

GOOD CHEMISTRY hereby incorporates by reference those affirmative defenses 

enumerated in Rule 8 of the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure as if fully set forth herein. In the 

event further investigation or discovery reveals the applicability of any such defenses, GOOD 

CHEMISTRY reserves the right to seek leave of the court to amend this Answer to specifically 

assert any such defense.  

Such defenses are herein incorporated by reference for the specific purpose of not 

waiving any such defense.  

/ / / 
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FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The Amended Complaint fails to state a claim or cause of action for which relief can be 

granted. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners failed to mitigate its damages, if any. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The claims referred to in the Amended Complaint, and any and all damages resulting 

therefrom, were caused or contributed to by the acts or omissions of a third party over whom 

this Defendant/Respondent had no control. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

The damages suffered by Plaintiffs/Petitioners, if any, were caused in whole or in part 

by Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ own acts or omissions. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners cannot seek damages or equity because they come to this Court 

with unclean hands. 

SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners claims are barred, in whole or in part, because GOOD 

CHEMISTRY did not owe any legal duty to them or, if GOOD CHEMISTRY owed any such 

legal duty, it did not breach that duty. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, GOOD CHEMISTRY prays for relief and judgment against 

Plaintiff/Petitioners as follows:  

i. That Plaintiff/Petitioners take nothing by reason of its Complaint;  
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ii. For attorneys’ fees and costs in an amount to be more specifically established at 

trial in accordance with proof; and  

iii. For such other relief as the Court may deem just and proper.  

DATED this 27th day of September 2019. 

/s/ Kenneth K. Ching  
Kenneth K. Ching, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 10542 
ARGENTUM LAW 
6121 Lakeside Drive, Suite 208 
Reno, Nevada 89511 
Attorneys for Defendants/Respondents 
GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of ARGENTUM LAW, over the 

age of 18, and that on the 27th day of September 2019, I served a true copy of the foregoing: 

 deposited for mailing in the U.S. Mail, with sufficient postage affixed thereto 

  delivered via facsimile machine to fax number:   

  delivered via email to:  

 hand delivered 

  caused to be delivered via Reno Carson Messenger Courier Service  

 served through the Court’s electronic notification system 

the foregoing document addressed to: 

(All Parties on the E-Service List) 

/s/ Mia L. Hurtado  
An Employee of Argentum Law 
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Electronically Filed
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PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5254 
pete@christiansenlaw.com 
R. TODD TERRY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 6519 
tterry@christiansenlaw.com 
WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 13662 
wbarrett@christiansenlaw.com 
CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
810 S. Casino Center Blvd., Suite 104 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 240-7979 
Facsimile: (866) 412-6992 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
QUALCAN, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; DOES 
I through X; ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES 
I through X; 
 

Defendants. 

Case No.: A-19-801416-B 
Dept. No.: XIII 
 
 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
 
Arbitration Exemption Claimed: 

- Involves Equitable and Declaratory Relief  

 
 

Plaintiff QUALCAN, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, by and through its 

attorneys of record, PETER CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ., R. TODD TERRY, ESQ., and WHITNEY 

J. BARRETT, ESQ. of CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES hereby complain and allege against 

DEFENDANT STATE OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION; DOES I through X; 

and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, in their official and personal capacities, as follows:  

I.  

PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff QUALCAN, LLC, was and is a Nevada limited liability company and 

does business in the State of Nevada, County of Clark.   

Case Number: A-19-801416-B

Electronically Filed
9/29/2019 11:14 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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2. Defendant STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION (“DOT”) is 

an agency of the State of Nevada.  The DOT is responsible for licensing and regulating retail 

marijuana businesses in Nevada through its Marijuana Enforcement Division.   

3. The true names of DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through 

X, their citizenship and capacities, whether individual, corporate, associate, partnership or 

otherwise, are unknown to Plaintiff, who therefore alleges that each of the Defendants, 

designated as DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, are, or may be, 

legally responsible for the events referred to in this action, and caused damages to Plaintiff, as 

herein alleged, and Plaintiff will ask leave of this Court to amend the Complaint to insert the true 

names and capacities of such Defendant, when the same have been ascertained, and to join them 

in this action, together with the proper charges and allegations. 

4. DOES I through X and ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, are or may be, 

qualified holders of Medical Marijuana Establishment (“MME”) Certificates, who submitted an 

application to operate a recreational retail marijuana establishment to the DOT between 

September 7, 2018 and September 20, 2018, and are attempting to circumvent the Order Granting 

Preliminary Injunction of August 23, 2019 by Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth 

Gonzalez, in Case No. A-19-786962-B, as well as abrogate the prior ranking by the DOT with 

regard to its issuance of conditional licenses.  

II.  

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. Jurisdiction is proper in this Court pursuant to NRS 4.370(1)(a), NRS 30, and 

because the acts and omissions complained of herein occurred and caused harm within Clark 

County, Nevada. Further, the amount in controversy exceeds $15,000.00. 

6. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to NRS 13.020(2)-(3).  

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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III. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. The Marijuana Legislation and Regulations 

7. The Nevada Constitution, Article 19, Section 2 allows Nevada voters to amend 

Nevada’s Constitution or enact legislation through the initiative process and precludes 

amendment or modification of a voter-initiated law for three years.   

8. In 2016, the initiative for the legalization of recreational marijuana was presented 

to Nevada voters by way of Ballot Question 2 (“BQ2”), known as the “Regulation and Taxation 

of Marijuana Act”, which proposed an amendment of the Nevada Revised Statutes as follows:  
 

Shall the Nevada Revised Statutes be amended to allow a person, 21 years old 
or older, to purchase, cultivate, possess, or consume a certain amount of 
marijuana or concentrated marijuana, as well as manufacture, possess, use, 
transport, purchase, distribute, or sell marijuana paraphernalia; impose a 15 
percent excise tax on wholesale sales of marijuana; require the regulation and 
licensing of marijuana cultivators, testing facilities, distributors, suppliers, 
and retailers; and provide for certain criminal penalties? 

9. BQ2 was enacted by the Nevada Legislature and is codified at NRS 453D.  

10. NRS 453D.020 (Findings and declarations) provides: 
 

1.  In the interest of public health and public safety, and in order to better 
focus state and local law enforcement resources on crimes involving violence 
and personal property, the People of the State of Nevada find and declare that 
the use of marijuana should be legal for persons 21 years of age or older, and 
its cultivation and sale should be regulated similar to other legal businesses. 
2.  The People of the State of Nevada find and declare that the cultivation 
and sale of marijuana should be taken from the domain of criminals and be 
regulated under a controlled system, where businesses will be taxed and the 
revenue will be dedicated to public education and the enforcement of the 
regulations of this chapter. 
3.  The People of the State of Nevada proclaim that marijuana should be 
regulated in a manner similar to alcohol so that: 
      (a) Marijuana may only be purchased from a business that is licensed by 
the State of Nevada; 
      (b) Business owners are subject to a review by the State of Nevada to 
confirm that the business owners and the business location are suitable to 
produce or sell marijuana; 
      (c) Cultivating, manufacturing, testing, transporting and selling 
marijuana will be strictly controlled through state licensing and regulation; 
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      (d) Selling or giving marijuana to persons under 21 years of age shall 
remain illegal; 
      (e) Individuals will have to be 21 years of age or older to purchase 
marijuana; 
      (f) Driving under the influence of marijuana will remain illegal; and 
      (g) Marijuana sold in the State will be tested and labeled. 

11. NRS 453D.200 (Duties of Department relating to regulation and licensing of 

marijuana establishments; information about consumers) provides: 
 

1.  Not later than January 1, 2018, the Department shall adopt all 
regulations necessary or convenient to carry out the provisions of this 
chapter. The regulations must not prohibit the operation of marijuana 
establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 
operation unreasonably impracticable. The regulations shall include: 
      (a) Procedures for the issuance, renewal, suspension, and revocation of 
a license to operate a marijuana establishment; 
      (b) Qualifications for licensure that are directly and demonstrably 
related to the operation of a marijuana establishment; 
… 
2.  The Department shall approve or deny applications for licenses 
pursuant to NRS 453D.210. (emphasis added).  

12. NRS 453D.200(6) mandates the DOT to “conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant.” 

13. NRS 453D.210 (Acceptance of applications for licensing; priority in licensing; 

conditions for approval of application; limitations on issuance of licenses to retail marijuana 

stores; competing applications), provides in pertinent part: 
 

4.  Upon receipt of a complete marijuana establishment license application, 
the Department shall, within 90 days: 
      (a) Issue the appropriate license if the license application is approved. 
… 
5.  The Department shall approve a license application if: 
      (a) The prospective marijuana establishment has submitted an 
application in compliance with regulations adopted by the Department and 
the application fee required pursuant to NRS 453D.230; 
… 
6.  When competing applications are submitted for a proposed retail 
marijuana store within a single county, the Department shall use an 
impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process to determine 
which application or applications among those competing will be approved. 
(emphasis added).  
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14. On November 8, 2016, by Executive Order 2017-02, Governor Brian Sandoval 

established a Task Force composed of 19 members to offer suggestions and proposals for 

legislative, regulatory, and executive actions to be taken in implementing BQ2.  

15. The Task Force recommended that “the qualifications for licensure of a marijuana 

establishment and the impartial numerically scored bidding process for retail marijuana stores be 

maintained as in the medical marijuana program except for a change in how local jurisdictions 

participate in selection of locations.”  

16. During the 2017 legislative session, Assembly Bill 422 transferred responsibility 

for the registration, licensing and regulation of marijuana establishments to the DOT.  

17. On February 27, 2018, the DOT adopted regulations governing the issuance, 

suspension, or revocation of retail recreational marijuana licenses, which were codified in NAC 

453D (the “Regulations”). 

18. The Regulations for licensing were to be “directly and demonstrably related to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment.” NRS 453D.200(1)(b).    

19. NRS 453D.200(1) provides, in part, “[t]he regulations must not prohibit the 

operation of marijuana establishments, either expressly or through regulations that make their 

operation unreasonably impracticable.” 

20. The limitation of “unreasonably impracticable” in NRS 453D.200(1) applies to the 

Regulations adopted by the DOT, not the mandatory language of BQ2. 

21. According to an August 16, 2018 letter from the DOT, pursuant to Section 80(3) 

of Adopted Regulation of the Department of Taxation, LCB File No. R092-17 (“R092-17”), the 

DOT was responsible for allocating the licenses of recreational marijuana stores “to jurisdictions 

within each county and to the unincorporated area of the county proportionally based on the 

population of each jurisdiction and of the unincorporated area of the county.” 

B. The Licensing Applications  

22. The DOT issued a notice for an application period wherein the DOT sought 

applications from qualified applicants to award sixty-four (64) recreational marijuana retail store 

licenses throughout various jurisdictions in Nevada.  
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23. The DOT posted the license application on its website and released the application 

for recreational marijuana establishment licenses on July 6, 2018, which required disclosure of 

an actual physical address for each establishment.   

24. The DOT published a revised license application on July 30, 2018 eliminating the 

physical address requirement, which was not publicly available and was only disseminated to 

some but not all of the applicants via a DOT listserv.   

25. The application period for retail recreational marijuana licenses ran from 

September 7, 2018 through September 20, 2018.  

26. As of September 20, 2018, the DOT received a total of 462 applications.   

27. Where competing applications for licenses were submitted, the DOT was required 

to use “an impartial and numerically scored competitive bidding process” to determine successful 

license applicants. NRS 453D.210(6). 

28. Under NAC 453D.272(1), when the DOT received more than one “complete” 

application in compliance with the Regulations and NRS 453D, the DOT was required to “rank 

the applications… in order from first to last based on the compliance with the provisions of [NAC 

453D] and [NRS 453D] and on the content of the applications relating to…” several enumerated 

factors.  

29. The factors set forth in NAC 453D.272(1) used to rank competing applications 

(collectively, the “Factors”) are: 

a. Whether the owners, officers or board members have experience operating another 

kind of business that has given them experience which is applicable to the 

operation of a marijuana establishment; 

b. The diversity of the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana 

establishment; 

c. The educational achievements of the owners, officers or board members of the 

proposed marijuana establishment; 

d. The financial plan and resources of the applicant, both liquid and illiquid; 
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e. Whether the applicant has an adequate integrated plan for the care, quality and 

safekeeping of marijuana from seed to sale; 

f. The amount of taxes paid and other beneficial financial contributions, including, 

without limitation, civic or philanthropic involvement with this State or its 

political subdivisions, by the applicant or the owners, officers or board members 

of the proposed marijuana establishment; 

g. Whether the owners, officers or board members of the proposed marijuana 

establishment have direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana 

establishment or marijuana establishment in this State and have demonstrated a 

record of operating such an establishment in compliance with the laws and 

regulations of this State for an adequate period of time to demonstrate success; 

h. The experience of key personnel that the applicant intends to employ in operating 

the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant seeks a license; and 

i. Any other criteria that the Department determines to be relevant. 

30. The application published by the DOT described how applications were to be 

scored, dividing scoring criteria into identified criteria and non-identified criteria.  

31. The application provided that “[a]pplications that have not demonstrated a 

sufficient response related to the criteria set forth above will not have additional [unspecified, 

unpublished] criteria considered in determining whether to issue a license and will not move 

forward win the application process.” (emphasis added).  

32. NAC 453D.272(1) required the DOT to determine that an application is “complete 

and in compliance” with the provisions of NAC 453D in order to properly apply the licensing 

criteria set forth therein and the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D. 

33. No later than December 5, 2018, the DOT was responsible for issuing conditional 

licenses to those applicants who score and rank high enough in each jurisdiction to be awarded 

one of the allocated licenses in accordance with the impartial bidding process mandated by NRS 

453D.210.   
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34. The DOT identified, hired, and trained eight individuals as temporary employees 

to grade the applications in accordance with the provisions of BQ2 and NRS 453D.     

35. The DOT allocated ten (10) licenses for unincorporated Clark County, ten (10) 

licenses for Las Vegas, six (6) licenses for Henderson, five (5) licenses for North Las Vegas, six 

(6) licenses for Reno, one (1) license for Sparks, and one (1) license for Nye County.  

C. Plaintiff’s Application 

36. Plaintiff submitted an application to the DOT for a conditional license to own and 

operate recreational marijuana retail stores in compliance with the specified, published 

requirements of DOT regulations together with the required application fee in accordance with 

NRS 453D.210. 

37. Plaintiff’s application identified each prospective owner, officer, and board 

member for background check pursuant to NRS 453D.200(6). 

38. Plaintiff secured and identified in its application addresses for each and every 

proposed recreational marijuana establishment it intended to operate.  

39. Plaintiff was informed by letter from the DOT that its application to operate 

recreational marijuana retail stores was denied “because it did not achieve a score high enough to 

receive an available license.” 

40. Pursuant to the DOT’s 2018 Retail Marijuana Store Application Scores and 

Rankings, as revised at 4pm on May 14, 2019, Plaintiff was ranked seventh (7) for Clark County 

– Henderson, eleventh (11) for Clark County – Las Vegas, ninth (9) for Clark County – North 

Las Vegas, thirteenth (13) for Clark County – Unincorporated, third (3) for Elko County, and 

eighth (8) for Washoe County - Reno. See Exhibit 1, attached hereto.   

41. The DOT improperly issued conditional licenses to applicants who, upon 

information and belief, did not identify each prospective owner, officer and board member, 

including: Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Lone Mountain Partners, LLC, Nevada Organic 

Remedies, LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC.   
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42. Upon information and belief, the DOT issued conditional licenses to applicants 

who did not disclose in their application an actual physical address for proposed retail recreational 

marijuana establishment.    

43. Upon information and belief, the DOT’s denial of Plaintiff’s license application 

was not properly based upon actual implementation of the impartial and objective competitive 

bidding process mandated by NRS 453D.210, but was based upon the arbitrary and capricious 

exercise of administrative partiality and favoritism.   

44. Upon information and belief, the temporary employees hired by the DOT were 

inadequately and improperly trained regarding the scoring process, leading to an unfair scoring 

process.   

45. Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to determine whether 

applications were in fact “complete and in compliance.” 

46. By revising the application on July 30, 2018 and selectively eliminating the 

requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, the DOT limited the ability of the temporary employees to adequately assess 

graded criteria such as (i) prohibited proximity to schools and certain other public facilities, (ii) 

impact on the community, (iii) security, (iv) building plans and (v) other material considerations 

prescribed by the regulations. 

47. The DOT’s scoring process was impacted by its selective elimination of the 

requirement to disclose an actual physical address for each proposed retail recreational marijuana 

establishment, resulting in improper applicants being awarded conditional licenses.   

48. Upon information and belief, the DOT selectively discussed with applicants or 

their agents the modification of the application related to physical address information,  

49. Upon information and belief, the DOT undertook no effort to verify owners, 

officers or board members in evaluating whether an application was “complete and in 

compliance.”  
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50. Upon information and belief, if an applicant’s disclosure in its application of its 

owners, officers, and board members did not match the DOT’s records, the DOT permitted the 

grading, and in some cases, awarded a conditional license.  

51. Upon information and belief, the DOT departed from the mandatory requirements 

of NRS 453D.200(6), which  provides that “[t]he DOT shall conduct a background check of each 

prospective owner, officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license application,” 

by adopting NAC 453D.255(1), which only required information on the application from persons 

“with an aggregate ownership interest of 5 percent or more in a marijuana establishment.”  

52. The DOT’s determination that only owners of a 5% or greater interest in the 

business were required to submit information on the application was an impermissible regulatory 

modification of BQ2 and violated Article 19, Section 3 of the Nevada Constitution. 

53. The adoption of NAC 453D.255(1) as it applied to the marijuana establishment 

license application process was an unconstitutional modification of BQ2.   

54. The failure of the DOT to carry out the mandatory provisions of NRS 

453D.200(6), which required the DOT to conduct a background check of each prospective owner, 

officer, and board member of a marijuana establishment license applicant, is fatal to the 

application process and impedes an important public safety goal in BQ2. 

55. By adopting regulations in violation of BQ2’s mandatory application 

requirements, the DOT violated Article 19, Section 2(3) of the Nevada Constitution. 

56. The DOT disregarded the voters’ mandate in BQ2 when it decided the requirement 

that each prospective owner be subject to a background check was too difficult for implementation 

by industry. This decision was a violation of the Nevada Constitution, an abuse of discretion, and 

arbitrary and capricious.    

57. The DOT did not comply with BQ2 by requiring applicants to provide information 

for each prospective owner, officer and board member or verify ownership of applicants who 

applying for retail recreational marijuana licenses.  

58. The DOT’s inclusion of the diversity category in the factors was implemented in 

a way that created a process which was partial and subject to manipulation by applicants.   
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59. The DOT’s scoring process was impacted by personal relationships in decisions 

related to the requirements of the application and the ownership structures of competing 

applicants.  

60. Due to the DOT’s violations of BQ2, Plaintiff was improperly denied recreational 

marijuana licenses.  

61. Plaintiff is entitled to five (5) conditional licenses in the following jurisdictions: 

Clark County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark 

County – Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno.   

IV. 

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Declaratory Relief) 

62. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

63. A justiciable controversy exists that warrants a declaratory judgment pursuant to 

Nevada’s Uniform Declaratory Judgments Act, NRS 30.010 to 30.160, inclusive.  

64. Plaintiff and Defendant have adverse and/or competing interests as the DOT, 

through its Marijuana Enforcement Division, has denied the application that violates Nevada law 

and State policy. 

65. The DOT’s refusal to issue Plaintiff a conditional license affects Plaintiff’s rights 

afforded by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada laws and regulations.  

66. The DOT’s improper ranking of other applicants for a recreational marijuana 

establishment license and the DOT’s subsequent, improper issuance to each of a conditional 

license also affects the rights of Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and 

other Nevada laws and regulations.  

67. The DOT’s actions and/or inactions also have created an actual justiciable 

controversy ripe for judicial determination between Plaintiff and the DOT with respect to the 

construction, interpretation, and implementation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and R092-17 as to 

Plaintiff. Plaintiff has been harmed, and will continue to be harmed, by Defendant’s actions.  
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68. The DOT’s actions and/or inactions failed to appropriately address the necessary 

considerations and intent of BQ2 and NRS 453D.210, designed to restrict monopolies. 

69. On August 23, 2019, Eighth Judicial District Court Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez, in 

Case No. A-19-786962-B, issued an Order Granting Preliminary Injunction enjoining the DOT 

“from conducting a final inspection of any of the conditional licenses issued in or about December 

2018 who did not provide the identification of each prospective owner, officer and board member 

as required by NRS 453D.200(6) pending a trial on the merits.”  

70. Accordingly, Plaintiff seeks a declaration from this Court that, inter alia: 

a. The Department improperly denied Plaintiff five (5) conditional licenses for the 

operation for a recreational marijuana establishment in the following jurisdictions: 

Clark County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las 

Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno; 

b. The denial of conditional licenses to Plaintiff is void ab initio; 

c. The DOT’s denial lacked substantial evidence. 

71. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must revoke the 

conditional licenses of Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc., Lone Mountain Partners, LLC, 

Nevada Organic Remedies, LLC, and Greenmart of Nevada NLV, LLC.   

72. Plaintiff also seeks a declaration from this Court that the DOT must issue Plaintiff 

five (5) conditional licenses for the operation of a recreational marijuana establishment in Clark 

County – Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County 

– Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno since Plaintiff’s score would have ranked high 

enough to entitle it to a conditional license had the DOT properly applied the provisions of NRS 

453D, NAC 453D and R092-17. 

73. Plaintiff asserts and contends that a declaratory judgment is both necessary and 

proper at this time for the Court to determine the respective rights, duties, responsibilities and 

liabilities of the Plaintiff afforded to it by NRS 453D, NAC 453D, R092-17, and other Nevada 

laws and regulations.  
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74. Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law 

Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs therefor.  

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Injunctive Relief) 

75. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

76. The DOT’s flawed interpretation of the provisions of NRS 453D, NAC 453D, and 

R092-17, and refusal to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff in accordance with the law 

constitutes and causes continuing and irreparable harm to Plaintiff with no adequate remedy at 

law. 

77. The purpose of the DOT’s refusal was and is to unreasonably interfere with 

Plaintiff’s business and causing Plaintiff to suffer irreparable harm. 

78. The DOT will suffer no harm by following the law with respect to issuing 

conditional licenses to Plaintiff in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark 

County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, and 

Washoe County – Reno.  

79. The DOT’s interpretation of NRS 453D, NAC 453D and R092-17 is flawed and 

Plaintiff is likely to succeed on the merits of this litigation.  

80. The public interest favors Plaintiff because in the absence of injunctive relief, the 

consumers who would have benefitted will have less available options from which they can 

receive recreational marijuana.  

81. Therefore, Plaintiff is entitled to preliminary injunctive relief, and after a trial on 

the merits, permanent injunctive relief, ordering the DOT to issue conditional licenses to Plaintiff 

in accordance with NRS 453D, NAC453D and R092-17. 

82. Plaintiff has found it necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law 

Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and 

costs therefor. 
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THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Prospective Economic Advantage) 

83. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein.  

84. Plaintiff had, and has, prospective contractual relationships with third parties 

related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada.  

85. The DOT has knowledge of Plaintiff’s prospective contractual relationships with 

third parties related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

86. The DOT has, and intends to, cause harm to Plaintiff by preventing the contracts 

from going forward in its refusal to issue Plaintiff conditional licenses for its operation of retail 

marijuana establishments in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – Henderson, Clark County 

– Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – Unincorporated, and Washoe 

County – Reno. 

87. The DOT had, and has, no legal justification for refusing to issue conditional 

licenses to Plaintiff. 

88. The DOT had, and has, improperly interfered with Plaintiff’s prospective 

contractual relationships with third parties.  

89. The DOT has no legal justification for preventing Plaintiff’s contractual 

relationships from going forward.  

90. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has been 

damaged in excess of $15,000.00. 

91. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has found it 

necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff 

is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs therefor. 

92. The DOT should be enjoined from further interference with Plaintiff’s prospective 

contractual relationships. 

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

(Intentional Interference With Contractual Relations) 

93. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges all prior paragraphs as though fully set forth herein. 
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94. There exist valid contracts between Plaintiff and third parties related to Plaintiff’s 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

95. The DOT knew of Plaintiff’s contracts with third parties related to the Plaintiff’s 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada. 

96. The DOT has committed intentional acts intended to disrupt Plaintiff’s contracts 

with third parties related to Plaintiff’s operation of retail marijuana establishments in Nevada  

97. The DOT’s actions in its refusal to issue Plaintiff conditional licenses for its 

operation of retail marijuana establishments in the following jurisdictions: Clark County – 

Henderson, Clark County – Las Vegas, Clark County – North Las Vegas, Clark County – 

Unincorporated, and Washoe County – Reno caused an actual disruption of Plaintiff’s contracts 

with third parties.  

98. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has been 

damaged in excess of $15,000.00. 

99. As an actual and proximate result of the DOT’s conduct, Plaintiff has found it 

necessary to retain the legal services of Christiansen Law Offices to bring this action, and Plaintiff 

is entitled to recover its reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs therefor. 

100. The DOT should be enjoined from further interference with Plaintiff’s contractual 

relationships. 

V. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for judgment as follows: 

1. For declaratory relief as set forth above; 

2. For a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the enforcement of the 

denial; 

3. For compensatory and special damages as set forth herein; 

4. For punitive damages; 

5. For attorneys’ fees and costs of suit; and 
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6. For all other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.  

Dated this 29th day of September, 2019. 

      CHRISTIANSEN LAW OFFICES 
 
 
            
      PETER S. CHRISTIANSEN, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 5254 
      R. TODD TERRY, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 6519 
      WHITNEY J. BARRETT, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 13662 
      Attorneys for Plaintiffs  
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Clarence E. Gamble, Esq.  
Nevada Bar No. 4268 
RAMOS LAW 
3000 Youngfield Street, Suite 200 
Wheat Ridge, CO 80215 
Phone: (303) 733-6353   Fax: (303) 856-5666 
Clarence@ramoslaw.com 
 
Attorney for Defendant/Respondent 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC 

 

DISTRICT COURT  
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

Plaintiffs/Petitioners:  D. H. FLAMINGO, INC., d/b/a THE 
APOTHECARY SHOPPE, a Nevada Corporation, et al. 
 
v. 
 
Defendants/Respondents: STATE EX REL. DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION, et al.  
     
 

Case No:  A-19-787035-C 
 
Department No. VI 
 
 

DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

 
 Defendant/Respondent Rural Remedies, LLC, (hereinafter “Rural Remedies”) by and 
through its counsel, Clarence E. Gamble, Esq. answers Plaintiffs/Petitioners’ First Amended 
Complaint as follows: 
 
 1. Rural Remedies, LLC admits venue and jurisdiction (paragraphs 1 and 2) and 
admits the allegations contained in paragraph 113 of the First Amended Complaint. 
 
 2. Rural Remedies, LLC is without sufficient knowledge to admit or deny the 
remaining allegations contained in the First Amended Complaint as they are directed to other 
parties and therefore denies same. 
 
 3.   Plaintiffs/Petitioners Claims for Relief:  Petition for Judicial Review and Petition 
for Writ of Certiorari are not directed to Rural Remedies and therefore, no answer is required; 
however, Rural Remedies requests the same relief as Plaintiffs/Petitioners. 
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10/1/2019 1:39 PM
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CLERK OF THE COURT
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 WHEREFORE, Defendant/Respondent joins in Plaintiffs/Petitioners prayers for relief. 
 
 DATED:  October 1, 2019 

 
RAMOS LAW 

      Original signatures on file at Ramos Law 

 

      /s/ Clarence E. Gamble   
Clarence E. Gamble #4268 
Attorneys for Defendant/Respondent Rural 

Remedies, LLC 
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LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

 



TABLE OF CONTENT 

Alphabetical by Document Name 

TAB# Document Vol. Date Pages 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

10 ANSWER TO AMENDED COMPLAINT 2 4/10/2019 000224-000236 
19 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 8 5/20/2019 001042-001053 
71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

7 ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND COUNTERCLAIM 1 3/15/2019 000093-000107 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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APPEARANCES:

FOR THE PLAINTIFFS: DOMINIC P. GENTILE, ESQ.
WILLIAM KEMP, ESQ.
NATHANIEL RULIS, ESQ.
ADAM BULT, ESQ.
MAXIMILIEN FETAZ, ESQ.
THEODORE PARKER, ESQ.

FOR THE DEFENDANTS: STEVE SHEVORSKI, ESQ.
THERESA HAAR, ESQ.
RUSTY GRAF, ESQ.
BRIGID HIGGINS, ESQ.
ERIC HONE, ESQ.
DAVID KOCH, ESQ.
ALINA SHELL, ESQ.
JARED KAHN, ESQ.
JOSEPH GUTIERREZ, ESQ.
TODD BICE, ESQ.
DENNIS PRINCE, ESQ.
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, THURSDAY, AUGUST 29, 2019, 9:21 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  Do I have everybody?  Do I have

4 everybody?  Am I missing anyone?  Look around your friends.

5 MR. KEMP:  Everybody on our side, Your Honor.

6           THE COURT:  Okay.  Couple of agenda items.  After I

7 released the findings of fact and conclusions of law I sent a

8 copy to each of the judges who are not Business Court judges

9 who had cases, advised them I had completed the hearing on the

10 preliminary injunctions, that I had this hearing scheduled,

11 and that they needed to handle the rest of their case.  I've

12 not heard back from a single one.

13 So I have one other agenda item, which is a motion

14 to strike that I signed an OST and set for tomorrow because I

15 couldn't set it for today.  Does anyone have an objection to

16 advancing it and having it heard today?

17 MR. KEMP:  Judge, we'd like to file an opposition to

18 that, because there's various evidentiary points being in

19 raised in there, and we do think we should address it.  Not so

20 much for you, Your Honor, but --

21           THE COURT:  For your record.

22 MR. KEMP:  Right.

23           THE COURT:  It's okay, Mr. Kemp.  I understand what 

24 record's about.  I had Polsenberg here already this morning.

25 Anything else before we go to the discussion about

3
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1 the bond?  Mr. Gentile.

2 I'm missing Ms. Shell.  Wait.  I can't start.  I

3 don't have Ms. Shell or Ms. McLetchie.

4 (Pause in the proceedings)

5            THE COURT:  If she circulated dial-in information,

6 can you give it to us, Mr. Bice, so Ramsey can dial in.  Thank

7 you.  If you'd help Ramsey, please.

8 MR. BICE:  I will.

9           THE COURT:  Thank you.

10 (Pause in the proceedings)

11            THE COURT:  Good morning, Ms. Shell.  How are you

12 today?

13 MS. SHELL:  I'm fine, Judge.  Thank you.

14           THE COURT:  All right.  I have the other

15 participants who are all gathered here.  We have not advanced

16 the motion that was filed to strike by Mr. Hone.  That is

17 scheduled for hearing tomorrow.  I do not know if you are

18 interested and plan to attend.  And I also made a disclosure

19 that I communicated my decision on the preliminary injunction

20 and sent the written order to the judges who are not Business

21 Court judges who had cases, and referred the remainder of the

22 handling of those cases to them.  But I've not heard back.

23 All right.  So now I was to point where I was going

24 to talk about a bond.  Mr. Gentile.

25           MR. GENTILE:  No.  Prior to that I just wanted --

4
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1 for the record, I looked at the pleadings on the other matters

2 that are set for today, objections, and apparently we did not

3 file a written joinder with Mr. Parker's.  And so for the

4 record we join in Mr. Parker's.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.  Anybody want to talk about the

6 bond?

7 MR. KEMP:  Judge, I thought we agreed to have a

8 separate bond hearing.

9           THE COURT:  That's what I set for today.  That's why

10 I put it in the order and the footnote that today was today. 

11 Anybody want to talk about the bond?

12 MR. KOCH:  Your Honor, our position would be that

13 the question of the bond would be premature as it relates to

14 our clients.  I know the Court set the bond with respect to

15 the State, because it enjoined the State.  We believe, as the

16 Court indicated, that the issue of being included or excluded

17 from the group as was talked about would be discussed today. 

18 And so the issue of the bond could be addressed at a later

19 time with respect to these entities.

20           THE COURT:  No, no.  We're going to do the bond

21 today.  But if you want me to do other things first, I'll do

22 that first.

23 Mr. Parker, you've got a motion about addresses,

24 property locations.

25 MR. PARKER:  Yes, Your Honor.  I do.

5
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1           THE COURT:  And apparently there are joinders by Mr.

2 Gentile and others.

3 MR. PARKER:  Yes, there are.  Your Honor, I thought

4 I would be very brief, because I know the Court is familiar

5 with the competitive bidding process and --

6           THE COURT:  Did you re-read 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 17,

7 the Nuleaf Dispensary case?

8 MR. PARKER:  No, I did not this morning, Your Honor.

9           THE COURT:  Here.  I'm going to give you this --

10 MR. PARKER:  Let me see it.

11           THE COURT:  -- so you can read it.  Wait.  I'm going

12 to unfold my page.  There are a couple of highlights that are

13 probably important.  I think Mr. Bice forwarded them in his

14 brief, though.  So we'll wait for a minute for you to read

15 that, because that's important to our discussion this morning.

16 MR. SHEVORSKI:  That was Shevorski, actually.

17           THE COURT:  That was Shevorski?  Okay.

18 MR. SHEVORSKI:  But it was his case.

19           THE COURT:  It was his case.

20 (Pause in the proceedings)

21            THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Parker, it's your

22 motion.

23 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

24 That case, while helpful, is not I think completely

25 applicable to where we are, Your Honor.  First, it deals with

6
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1 the medical marijuana, as opposed to recreational, which is

2 obvious from the front of it.  But it also deals with whether

3 or not a applicant has received approved approval from a local

4 municipality.  That's not the issue here.

5 The question here is whether or not the applicant

6 complied with the statute, as well as the regulation, not

7 whether or not it's received conditional or provisional

8 approval of a location from a municipality, in that case the

9 City.  And so that's what Nuleaf was dealing with.

10 What our motion is directed to is whether or not the

11 initiative by virtue of the statute was adhered to by certain

12 applicants, which I believe goes with and is consistent with

13 the Court's overall request originally to the State to

14 determine whether or not the background checks were done also

15 in conformance with NRS 453D.200.

16 So, Your Honor, I think if you take a look at

17 453D.200 --

18           THE COURT:  I'm there.

19 MR. PARKER:  -- and you can consider what the

20 applications and the applicants were required to do by

21 statute, it points out or requires not only the portion that

22 the Court has already addressed, that being the background

23 checks, but also the physical address.  So going to 453D.210,

24 this is specifically where we deal with the 90-day period

25 which is also referenced in the case you just provided me,
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1 Your Honor.  And in 453D.210(5)(b) it requires a physical

2 address, Your Honor.  And in fact it does not mention the word

3 "floor plan" in the statute.  It says, "The physical address

4 where the proposed marijuana establishment will operate is

5 owned by applicant or the applicant has the written permission

6 of the property owner to operate the proposed marijuana

7 establishment on that property."  That's what it says.

8 Now, if you think back to the application,

9 Exhibit 5, it's consistent with what Exhibit 5 said.  This

10 is the information that required the physical address.  5A was

11 different, but 5 was more akin to what the statute and the

12 initiative required.

13 So although Mr. Shevorski -- I can understand his

14 attempt to advance the position that that Nuleaf decision

15 helps his position, it does not.  It simply speaks the

16 ambiguous nature of that 453D, whether or not within the

17 90 days you actually have to have a location approved by a

18 municipality versus simply providing an address, which is

19 required by the statute.  So I don't think it applies here,

20 Your Honor.

21 What I do believe applies is not only that

22 453D.210(5)(b) mentions physical address, but it's also

23 mentioned, as well, in the regulation, NAC 453D.265(1)(b)(3). 

24 And, Your Honor, you have that in front of you.

25           THE COURT:  I do.
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1 MR. PARKER:  It says, "The physical address where

2 the proposed marijuana establishment will be located and the

3 physical address of any co-owned or otherwise affiliated

4 marijuana establishments."  So it's required in the statute,

5 it's required in the regulation, Your Honor.  I don't believe

6 that there's any ambiguity in terms of that requirement.

7 It is also, Your Honor, mentioned in NAC

8 453D.268(e).  So we'll go to that, as well.  And it says

9 again, "The physical address where the proposed marijuana

10 establishment will be located and the physical address of any

11 co-owned or otherwise affiliated marijuana establishment."

12 Your Honor, there is no ambiguity in terms of what

13 453D the statute requires or the regulations require.  Now,

14 when the Court issued its order and everyone had a chance to

15 pore over it and pore over and pore over it, I had the

16 pleasure of being on the plane, and I had four hours of

17 nothing else to do but go back and forth over it.

18           THE COURT:  Sorry.

19 MR. PARKER:  No worries.  No worries, Your Honor.

20 But I gleaned a lot from it, and it gave me a chance

21 to ponder I would think all aspects of it.  And that's why

22 when you look at our brief we start out in part mentioning the

23 statutes and as well as the regulations.  But we also point

24 out the verbiage in your order when you speak to the process.

25 Now, the bidding statutes, the 338 cases and those
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1 that have followed 338 deal with a competitive bidding

2 process.  And typically that deals with the lowest response of

3 a responsible bidder.  And the Court's aware of that.

4           THE COURT:  I am.

5 MR. PARKER:  I know.  But the cases that have come

6 from those decisions, the Bud Mohas case, the Gulf Oil case,

7 the cases that we cite all deal with favoritism that can be --

8 that should be prevented from a competitive bid process.

9 Now, your report has actually shown the similarities

10 in this competitive application process to the competitive bid

11 process, which I would suggest to Your Honor, be it a

12 competitive bid process where you're looking for the lowest

13 responsible bidder or a competitive application process borne

14 out by the regulations and the statute, you have to prevent

15 favoritism or corruption or improvidence.  That's what the

16 caselaw says in Nevada, as well as the Federal District Court

17 in the Gulf Oil case, Your Honor.

18 So, Your Honor, you actually put within your order

19 -- you said, serious issues presented by the testimony from

20 Ms. Contine, as well as Mr. Pupo.  Ms. Contine said, "I

21 created these regulations, they were supposed to be consistent

22 with the initiative.  To the extent there is a deviation

23 between the regulation and the initiative the priority is the

24 initiative."  She said that the application required physical

25 address.  She should have required physical address.  She said
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1 that physical address was important in the initiative  and it

2 was equally important in the regulations.  And that's why I

3 started with the initiative and then I pointed out the

4 sections within the regulations that also indicate the

5 requirement of physical address.

6 Beyond that, Your Honor, I've asked the Court --

7 this is the relief we're seeking in this -- by virtue of this

8 motion.  I'm asking the Court to instruct or request from the

9 State the same exercise requested earlier, because it goes to

10 the initiative and it goes to the requirement that the people

11 of Nevada though were important.  And that included physical

12 address.  So I think it's something that can be done fairly

13 easily by Mr. Shevorski and his team or his team as well as

14 the Department of Taxation.  But I think it's certainly

15 required under 453D.210, and I believe that the 90-day period

16 of time, which is 453D.210(4). refers not only to the

17 background check that has to be done within that time period,

18 but also every other requirement under this statute, which

19 also includes, of course, the physical address.  That's the

20 argument, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Parker.

22 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

23           THE COURT:  Does anyone else wish to speak in favor

24 of the Nevada Wellness Center motion this morning?

25 Mr. Bult.
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1 MR. BULT:  Thank you, Your Honor.

2 We join Mr. Parker's motion and reiterate some of

3 the things he noted on fairness of process, Bud Mohas, the

4 serious issues you note in your written ruling.  The only

5 thing that we would add to that that we don't think was clear

6 or clear enough in the motion is that if you continue through

7 NRS 453D.210 to get through that statute, you must get to

8 section (6), and that's without a physical address you cannot

9 get to the competitive bidding process set out in NRS

10 453D.210(6).  And for that reason, Your Honor, we join in the

11 request that the State perform the same analysis it did on

12 background.

13           THE COURT:  Thank you.

14 Anyone else wish to speak in favor of the motion? 

15 Mr. Kemp.

16 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, we didn't file a written

17 joinder, but I just wanted to join in the motion.

18           THE COURT:  Thank you.  I have written joinders by

19 ETW, Mr. Gentile's oral, and yours now.

20 Okay.  In opposition?  Who wants to start?  I know I 

21 have several.

22 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Mr. Bice is going to handle it,

23 since [inaudible].

24           THE COURT:  Mr. Bice wants to argue his Nuleaf

25 decision's applicability to this case because he spent so much
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1 time dealing with it in the medical marijuana situation?

2 MR. BICE:  Well, yes and no.  I mean, this is --

3 there's nothing new -- this is, you know, reconsideration. 

4 There's nothing new here.  This is the same argument that's

5 been going on for about the last however many months.

6 Your Honor, just to sort of briefly touch on it, you

7 know, I need to reiterate to -- particularly on this point

8 about standing.  They are not -- I mean, regardless of what

9 they think the statute should -- how it should be interpreted

10 and how it should be administered by the State, it's not for

11 their protection.  It's for the public's protection.  So the

12 assertion that they are entitled to some sort of an injunction

13 based on, well, I don't think that these applications were

14 sufficiently complete, is, again, not a claim that belongs to

15 a losing party.

16 But nonetheless, turning to the merits, yes, Nuleaf

17 does apply here, because Nuleaf -- the language is not

18 identical, but substantively it is the same.  It's under the 

19 90-day provision.  The initiative proponents took the medical

20 marijuana provisions and modified them for purposes of the

21 initiative.  In the interim period the Nevada Supreme Court

22 decided the Nuleaf case and explained that, notwithstanding

23 the arguments that were made there, the statute says that if

24 someone has complied with all of the following in that 90

25 days, if, then they can obtain a conditional license.  And
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1 what the Nevada Supreme Court said is, you have to read the

2 statute as a whole, not just little snippets out of it and

3 then -- like is going on here, and say that it's -- you know,

4 that term about "if" and "all" are unambiguous and so

5 therefore because you had to have a physical location there,

6 too, in fact, you had to have even more than a physical

7 location, you had to have the physical location and the local

8 land use approvals.  As the testimony --

9           THE COURT:  So do you think the delay of the local

10 authorities in granting the land use request was the reason

11 for the decision in the Nuleaf case?  You litigated it.

12 MR. BICE:  I'm sorry.

13           THE COURT:  The delay.

14 MR. BICE:  The delay by the City?  No.  Because this

15 happened in every jurisdiction.  It happened -- did that

16 influence ultimately or highlight the ambiguity in the

17 statute?  I think so.  But every jurisdiction did something

18 like this.  The Nuleaf case was actually only one of multiple. 

19 It's the one that made it to the Supreme Court.  The other

20 cases -- there was a case in front of Judge Delaney where a

21 preliminary injunction TRO was sought, which was denied. 

22 There was another one in front of -- I don't recall which

23 judge handled the other one.  But ultimately this is the one

24 that was -- that ultimately made its way to the Nevada Supreme

25 Court.  But all those cases have the same issue about these
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1 local jurisdictions, some accuse them of trying to manipulate

2 the process by the timing and the triggering of their local

3 land use approvals.  But at the end of the day the Nevada

4 Supreme Court said, none of that matters because the

5 Department, in this case it was the Department of Health, has

6 to have the discretion and has the discretion to figure out

7 how to best implement this policy, right.  Because the statute

8 there on its face said the same argument that's being advanced

9 to you today, well, it says that you have to have a physical

10 address so therefore you have to have a physical address.

11 But that doesn't make a lot of sense, and the

12 Department I think recognized that fact.  And the reason it

13 doesn't make sense is for multiple reasons.  One, the statute

14 also gives you the ability to move locations.  So you could

15 submit an application even if you could obtain a physical

16 address and even if you get that conditional license, guess

17 what, you can submit an application the next day to move the

18 location.  And so the Nevada Supreme Court recognized -- and

19 that's -- by the way, that is the same provision in the

20 medical marijuana statute.  Doesn't make a lot of sense to

21 say, oh, the physical location is so critical.  Because it's

22 not critical.

23 Then, as you heard in the evidence in this case,

24 people couldn't even obtain physical addresses.  You had over

25 400 applicants here spread throughout the state, 460-some. 
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1 You're not going to have 460 individual locations where people

2 could actually put marijuana establishments.  That's not going

3 to happen.  On top of that you also had jurisdictions that

4 have moratoriums.  You couldn't possibly have a physical

5 address, because it's illegal in those locations to have

6 submitted a physical address.  You couldn't have gotten a

7 lease, as they're trying to say the statute should be

8 literally interpreted to require.  So the Department

9 recognized, just like the Nevada Supreme Court recognized in

10 the medical marijuana context, is the licenses are conditional

11 until such time as you get the final approvals for opening. 

12 Any concerns about locations --

13 Because you've also got to remember, Your Honor,

14 some of these jurisdictions don't even have local land use

15 approval -- or processes.  Don't even have ordinances in

16 places.  And the State was required by the statute to act

17 within a certain time period.  So they couldn't --

18           THE COURT:  Ms. Shell, are you still there?

19 Okay.  Sorry.

20 MR. BICE:  In any event, Your Honor, the point here

21 is I believe that your order accurately notes that this is

22 something that, just like in Nuleaf the Nevada Supreme Court

23 said, can be addressed at a subsequent point in time as part

24 of the final licensing criteria.  And it's not possible for

25 the State to have required everyone to have submitted a
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1 physical address, an actual physical address at the time of

2 application.

3 And that I think ties into this attempt to now claim

4 that Ms. Contine's testimony is somehow the end all be all of

5 all legal analysis.  With all due respect to Ms. Contine, I

6 don't believe -- my recollection is, Your Honor, she wasn't

7 there at the time this was actually implemented, and --

8           THE COURT:  Well, she was there at the time they

9 were created and took responsibility for being the person in

10 charge of them.

11 MR. BICE:  Correct.  At the time of creation.

12           THE COURT:  Correct.

13 MR. BICE:  But then there was implementation issues

14 that arose, which is --

15           THE COURT:  Really?  That was sarcasm.  I've been

16 reminded by Mr. Graf recently sarcasm does not appear well on

17 the record.

18 MR. BICE:  It doesn't.  It doesn't.  And I'm

19 obviously guilty of that, too.

20 But the point is the Department has the discretion

21 and the obligation to make this process work as well as it

22 can, and it has to reconcile these competing policy goals that

23 are in the statute.  One of them is land use consideration,

24 one of them is physical locations.  How to best achieve that

25 in light of the public safety issues is best left to the
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1 Department, and the Department ultimately had to implement

2 this in recognition that you can't literally have physical

3 addresses for an unlimited number of applicants who are

4 particularly in jurisdictions that you couldn't even designate

5 a location.  And I know for a fact that if the State had done

6 -- had had a different standard for those jurisdictions where

7 there were existing land use laws so therefore you could have

8 theoretically had a physical location, as opposed to those

9 that not, they would have screamed, well, that's

10 discriminatory, you can't have different standards in

11 different jurisdictions, this is a statewide statute.  So the

12 Department has the discretion and the authority to implement

13 this.

14 And my last part on discovery, Your Honor, is this

15 case has gone on for a not insignificant amount of time.

16           THE COURT:  We haven't even done a Rule 16

17 conference.  Nobody's done any initial disclosures.  This has 

18 not really gone on very long from a discovery standpoint.

19 MR. BICE:  From a discovery standpoint.  I agree.  I

20 understand that, Your Honor.  I understand that.  What I'm

21 talking about, though, is the preliminary injunction hearing,

22 which the Court has decided except for the bond.  That's why I

23 do object to, well, let's just start now, everyone's loading

24 up -- I mean, this is just the briefing that has occurred on

25 -- and not the appendix.  I don't have --
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1           THE COURT:  I didn't print the appendix, either. 

2 Dani did, but --

3 MR. BICE:  Just occurring on this simple question

4 that you asked the State.  So I object to this effort to

5 interject new evidence and ask the State to now do an

6 investigation into all of these other people.  But, of course,

7 don't look into any of these plaintiffs and where they

8 acquired standing to raise these points.  I mean, many of

9 these plaintiffs don't comply with the very provisions upon

10 which they're telling the Court it should enjoin everyone else

11 under.  How do they have standing to enjoin -- let's just use

12 the 5 percent rule as an example.  Many of them didn't have

13 their own background investigations done, yet they're

14 obtaining an injunction on the basis that they are likely to

15 prevail when they didn't comply with the very same statute

16 that they are now attacking?  I think that same premise

17 applies here, and there isn't any basis for further discovery.

18           THE COURT:  Before you sit down, Mr. Bice --

19 MR. BICE:  Yeah.

20           THE COURT:  -- for record purposes I had previously

21 marked Mr. Shevorski's email which --

22 MR. BICE:  Yes.

23           THE COURT:  -- answered my question as a Court

24 exhibit.  Do you want it marked again for purposes of today's

25 hearing for your record?
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1 MR. BICE:  No.  It's in the Court's record.  Thank

2 you.

3           THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.

4 Next?

5 MR. PRINCE:  On behalf of the Thrive defendants,

6 Your Honor, good morning.  Dennis Prince.  We join in Mr.

7 Bice's arguments and have nothing additional.

8           THE COURT:  Well, aren't you the same parties as Mr.

9 Bice sort of?

10 MR. PRINCE:  I also represent Essence, but I'm on

11 behalf of Thrive.

12           THE COURT:  Anybody else?  Mr. Shevorski, you filed

13 a written opposition.  Do you want to say anything else in

14 addition to Mr. Bice?

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No.

16           THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Parker, that means you're up. 

17 Last word.

18 MR. PARKER:  Yes indeed.  I prefer actually the

19 rebuttal than the initial argument, Your Honor.

20 MR. KEMP:  Judge, I had one comment, too.

21 MR. PARKER:  You had something you want to say?

22           THE COURT:  Mr. Kemp, do you want to go before Mr.

23 Parker, please.

24 MR. KEMP:  Maybe I should go before, Your Honor.  I

25 just want to talk about the standing issue.
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1           THE COURT:  Okay.

2 MR. KEMP:  Mr. Bice argued it was impossible to get

3 addresses.  Actually, LivFree had addresses for each one of

4 its six applications.  And he also talked about standing on

5 the 5 percent.  I think he was taking a shot at MM

6 Development, but whatever.  LivFree was a private company at

7 that time.  It didn't become a public company until I believe

8 March or April.  So it had no 5 percent requirement

9 whatsoever.  So there's no standing issue with regards to

10 LivFree on either point.

11 And on this address thing we're really talking about

12 two different things here, Your Honor.  You're talking about

13 addresses in the context of grading, and then you're talking

14 about addresses in what Mr. Bice calls implementation.  I

15 mean, I think your order's pretty clear that it was impossible

16 to adequately grade these without an address.  And I think the

17 -- you know, using the example I've used over and over again,

18 we had a location that was actually built out that we gave the

19 address for, and we got a 15-something for it.  They used a

20 UPS box, referring to Thrive, and they got a 19.67.  How is

21 that -- you know, that's not an implementation issue, because

22 they've gotten a license.  That's a grading issue.

23 Now, implementation is did in fact all these people

24 give the Department real addresses within 90 days of December

25 5th.  The answer's going to be no, Your Honor.  That's why
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1 don't want the answer to be given.  And it doesn't have

2 anything to do with municipalities.  They didn't give

3 addresses for City of Las Vegas, they didn't give addresses

4 for the County, they didn't give addresses for North Las

5 Vegas.  You know, there's no moratorium in any of those

6 jurisdictions.  The statute says specifically 90 days after

7 the conditional license is awarded they have to provide the

8 address.  Didn't happen, Your Honor.  They didn't happen in

9 the application, they didn't have it in the implementation

10 period like Mr. Bice addresses.  And that's what's wrong about

11 this whole process.

12 And those are the only points I have unless the

13 Court has --

14           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, you're up.

15 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

16 Your Honor, let me start off where Mr. Kemp left

17 off.  On behalf of Nevada Wellness Center we provided

18 addresses.  We went through the painstaking process of finding

19 what we believed to be appropriate, compliant locations for

20 each of the four applications we submitted.  That's number

21 one.

22 Number two, Your Honor, Mr. Bice has been here long

23 enough to hear some of the -- you know, to prepare for the

24 closing arguments, but he was not here to hear all the

25 testimony.  And he was not here to go through all of the
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1 regulations we've gone through with each of the Department of

2 Taxation employees.  He mentioned this issue or problem with

3 perhaps the change of ownership and a change of location and

4 how that could affect the Court's determination.

5 Well, the statutes provide for that.  If you look at

6 453D.200, Your Honor, (1)(j), it says, "Procedures and

7 requirements to enable the transfer of a license for a

8 marijuana establishment to another qualified person and to

9 enable a licensee to move the location of its establishment to

10 another suitable location."  Suitability, Your Honor, again

11 requires an actual location.  Impact on the community requires

12 a physical location.

13 Other portions of the application dealing with the

14 criteria for scoring go again to physical -- a physical

15 address.  The statute -- I've mentioned already three

16 locations in the statutes themselves that reference and

17 require physical address.  This Court has indicated in its

18 order and throughout the questioning of several witnesses how

19 it placed -- what importance it placed on the initiative and

20 these statutes.  All we're asking the Court to do is to follow

21 through with those questions, which would be -- the

22 culmination of which would be a question to the State, which

23 of these applicants actually complied with the statute as it

24 pertains to physical address.  You've done it terms of

25 background.  This doesn't take much in terms of physical
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1 address.  And I think Mr. Kemp indicated that would have

2 provided a physical address within the 90-day period.

3 Your Honor, I listed in our brief some of the Nevada

4 cases that deal with the fundamental purpose of competitive

5 bidding and how the competitive bidding process is placed

6 there to make sure that contract-making officials like Mr.

7 Pupo, Ms. Contine, Ms. Cronkhite are not placed in a position

8 where they can alter, change, or prevent there from being a 

9 fair playing field.  In fact, the caselaw says, "The

10 fundamental purpose of competitive bidding is to deprive or

11 limit the discretion of contract-making officials in the areas

12 which are susceptible to such abuses as fraud, favoritism,

13 improvidence, and extravagance."

14 Now, we heard and this Court heard -- Mr. Pupo

15 talked about dinners he went with some of these applicants,

16 lunches, drinks, conversations, access by cell phone, how

17 certain information was not provided.  I mean, you compare

18 what was done in 2014 for the medical marijuana to what was

19 done here, it was open question-and-answer periods, one point

20 of contact, all by email so that everyone got the same

21 information.  That was not done here.  The testimony we heard

22 from Mr. Pupo and we heard from Ms. Contine, Your Honor, reeks

23 of favoritism.  And the only way this Court can flesh this

24 out, complete this analysis is to require that at least in

25 terms of what the statute required the applicants to provide
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1 that that question be answered by the State.  It took two days

2 for the State to do it in terms of the last question.  I don't

3 -- I'm not speaking for Mr. Shevorski.  I don't know how long

4 it will take to simply check the applications.  But what I

5 say, Your Honor, is we cannot.  Because many of the winning

6 side when they presented their applications, they redacted

7 that type of information.  But we do know that the initiative

8 never allowed for or afforded an applicant to simply put a

9 floor plan.  The changes made by Mr. Pupo through backdoor

10 negotiations and discussions with their consultant, Ms.

11 Connor, that's exactly the type of favoritism that the Nevada

12 competitive bidding statute and caselaw interpreting the same

13 was meant to prevent.

14 The only other thing I would say, Your Honor, and I

15 don't want to beat this horse to death, but no one on this

16 side has argued prior to Mr. Shevorski presenting in court the

17 Nuleaf case that these statutes are ambiguous.  They've not

18 made that argument.  And they certainly have not provided an

19 alternative interpretation of NRS 453D.200, .210, NAC .265 or

20 .268.  So if you're not doing so, then they cannot rely on the

21 Nuleaf case that simply talks about having to have

22 municipality approval as a part of your application.  That's

23 not the case we have here, and that's not the analysis the

24 Court is going through.

25 The Court has never asked any of the witnesses,
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1 including not only the Department of Taxation witnesses or any

2 of the plaintiffs in this case whether or not you have

3 municipal approval of that location.  The question is did you

4 provide a location.  And that's a question that needs to be

5 answered, Your Honor.

6 Unless the Court has any other questions --

7           THE COURT:  I don't.  Thank you, Mr. Parker.

8 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

9           THE COURT:  Everyone who participated in the hearing

10 recognizes --

11 MR. BULT:  Your Honor, could I clarify one thing?

12           THE COURT:  No.

13 Everyone who participated in the hearing process

14 recognizes the process used by the Department of Taxation was

15 flawed.  It was adversely impacted by changing the physical

16 address requirement midstream in the application distribution

17 process.  But, given the Supreme Court's decision in Nuleaf,

18 the Court denies the motion.

19 All right.  That takes me to my issues related to

20 Mr. Shevorski's email where the Department answered my

21 question in three parts.  I have several objections on all

22 sides related to this, and I am happy to hear them in turn.  I

23 am going to start on the plaintiffs' side and I'm going to

24 work around.

25 So anyone on the plaintiffs' side, including Mr.
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1 Kemp, wish to say anything related to the objection to the

2 State's answer to my question that I asked at the end of the

3 hearing after Mr. Prince came up with a less restrictive

4 relief for the injunction?

5 So, Mr. Prince, we're going to keep giving you

6 credit for that.

7 MR. KEMP:  Judge, you want to go applicant by

8 applicant, or do you want to go --

9           THE COURT:  You can go in whatever order you want,

10 which is why there was no time limit today.  Mr. Kemp.

11 MR. KEMP:  Well, Your Honor, I think we've raised

12 our points.  I would just reserve time for rebuttal.

13           THE COURT:  All right.  Thanks.

14 MR. KEMP:  I would make one point, however, which

15 is, you know, everyone, Mr. Graf especially, yelled and

16 screamed about, oh, we can't attach exhibits that weren't

17 introduced at the hearing.  And for the most part we limited

18 ourselves to exhibits at the hearing, with the exception of

19 the two public records and the verified complaint.  But then

20 they turn around and file the exact same kind of stuff.  They

21 filed Mr. Black's affidavit, who, according to Mr. Hawkins's

22 testimony which was unrebutted at the hearing, was dodging

23 service.  I can file the affidavit of process server.  You

24 know, Mr. Graf says I should have tried harder.  But maybe he

25 should just produce Mr. Black.  Then to suggest that now all
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1 of a sudden they can strike all my exhibits because they

2 weren't introduced at the hearing but then Clear River can

3 come in with a new exhibit, this sale document which shows

4 that the sale wasn't effectuated until sometime in December

5 after the conditional license.  But, in any event, they can

6 come in with a new document and, in addition to that, an

7 affidavit from Mr. Black, who was ducking service?  You know,

8 I just want a fair playing field, Your Honor.  If their

9 stuff's coming in -- and I talked to Mr. Graf about this

10 before and he said there was a minute order allowing his

11 stuff.  I went back and I didn't find any minute order.  I did

12 find --

13           THE COURT:  No.  The minute order related to you. 

14 Mr. Graf asked a similar question by email with my law clerk,

15 whether he was going to get in trouble for filing an

16 objection.  I was in trial, so I told Dani to tell him to look

17 at the footnote which told him he could file an objection if

18 he wanted to.

19 MR. KEMP:  I just want an equal playing field, Your

20 Honor.

21           THE COURT:  I know.

22 MR. KEMP:  We file stuff, they file stuff.  It's

23 fine with me.

24           THE COURT:  Okay.  Anybody else on the plaintiffs'

25 side wish to say anything?
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1 Okay.  Mr. Koch.

2 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Your Honor.

3 And the Court had indicated in its order that it was

4 looking for a discussion about inclusion or exclusion from

5 this [unintelligible].  I really think my audience today is

6 frankly Mr. Shevorski and the Department, because the Court

7 asked the Department to make a determination of the

8 applications and the information contained there and to report

9 back to the Court on what it found.  And the Court is not

10 making a determination of what was there, so they're asking

11 the Department for that information.

12 We have obviously considered the Court's order. 

13 We've been here.  The Court considered a lot of information

14 and put that into the order.  We would disagree with the

15 component of that order with respect to the 5 percent

16 provision and the 453D.255 of the regulations.  We're not here

17 to argue that, we're not asking the Court to reconsider that. 

18 And if this matter goes up on appeal, I assume that will be

19 addressed at that time.  It's not what we're here for today.

20 What we're here for today is to confirm that in fact

21 my client did comply with the requirement to list all

22 prospective owners, officers, and board members so that it can

23 move forward with its perfection of its application.  When the

24 Court asked for the State to provide information that it

25 provided, it did so, and it said -- you know, I guess there's
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1 three tiers.

2           THE COURT:  So you're asking me to let the State now

3 make a decision as to whether applications are complete when

4 they totally abdicated their responsibility related to that

5 last fall?

6 MR. KOCH:  Well, that's an interesting question,

7 because if the Court is saying -- asked the State for

8 information as of this last Tuesday or Wednesday and it said,

9 give me the information on that, it's a little bit ironic, I

10 suppose, when the Court has said, well, the State didn't do

11 its job back then, but do it now.

12           THE COURT:  Well, I'm not sure they did it right

13 now, which is why I had the opportunity for everybody to have

14 an objection to determine if I am going to restructure the

15 relief as Mr. Prince had requested.

16 MR. KOCH:  And so with that, the State did provide

17 those three tiers.  One is some people who aren't we just

18 trust them, they must all be good, so they got a license,

19 we're going to let them go.  There's another tier that said,

20 we don't have anything to dispute what they said so we're

21 going to let them -- say their application was complete, as

22 well.  And there's a third tier that said, we have some

23 questions about what was part of that application.  And when I

24 get a question I try to provide an answer, and I saw the State

25 had a question, and I in fact called Mr. Shevorski and said,

30

005522



1 you got a question, I want to provide information.  Mr.

2 Shevorski is a fair guy, friend of many in the courtroom, I

3 suppose.

4           THE COURT:  He is a friend to all.

5 MR. KOCH:  Friend to all.

6 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Ecumenical, Your Honor.

7 MR. KOCH:  But I think Mr. Shevorski probably

8 rightly, although I may disagree, I suppose, said, look, we're

9 neutral, the Court has asked us to do something, we're going

10 to do what the Court asked us to do and make a decision on

11 what the Court asked us to do and submit that, but we're not

12 deciding anything else, we're not saying yea or nay, we have a

13 question that cannot be answered.

14 And so the answer to that question we provided in

15 our response, the answer the Department had that answer all

16 along because Nevada Organic Remedies submitted in first

17 August 2018 its ownership transfer request, and the Department

18 has, attached to Exhibit A to our response, sent back a

19 transfer of ownership approval letter dated August 20th, 2018,

20 listing each of the owners of Nevada Organic Remedies, the

21 applicant in this case.  Listed GGV Nevada LLC and listed also

22 individuals well below 5 percent, in fact, even Mr. Peterson,

23 who owned one tenth of 1 percent.  It listed Pat Byrne, who

24 had one half of 1 percent, individuals -- anyone who had a

25 membership in the applicant listed there.  And the Department
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1 approved that list.  And when Nevada Organic Remedies

2 submitted its application and provided its organizational

3 chart that same organizational chart and list of owners was

4 provided there, and in fact, as indicated in the footnote to

5 our Exhibit B, that organizational chart, it states, "Please

6 note.  This ownership structure was approved by the Department

7 of Taxation on August 20th, 2018.  All owners, all prospective

8 owners, officers, and board members were listed there and were

9 approved by the Department.

10 And so when the State said, we have an open question

11 of whether there were shareholders who owned a membership

12 interest in the applicant, information was there all along. 

13 Because what that ownership interest is in an applicant, in an

14 LLC, an ownership interest is a membership interest.  And that

15 information was provided.  The Nevada Organic Remedies itself

16 is not a public company, it's an LLC.  None of the owners of

17 membership interests of Nevada Organic Remedies are public

18 companies.  Each of the owners of those membership interests

19 in Nevada Organic Remedies was disclosed, was approved by the

20 Department, and for that reason Nevada Organic Remedies must

21 be included -- to the extent that the Court is even going to

22 consider that point, included within the group of those

23 applicants that have properly disclosed all prospective

24 owners, officers, and board members.

25 And to the extent that there's any question about
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1 completing background checks or something else that had not be

2 done, that's not what the Court's question was.  And that

3 background check could be completed at some future time if it

4 were necessary or appropriate.  But we believe background

5 checks were in fact completed of those that were listed there. 

6 If the Department believed that there needed to be a

7 background check done of the entity that owned membership

8 interests in Nevada Organic Remedies, it fashioned such

9 relief.  They've not been asked to do that.

10 So we believe that Nevada Organic Remedies has

11 clearly complied with the statute, the express terms of the

12 statute as the Court has read that statute literally, and we

13 have complied with what the Department has requested, and the

14 Department has approved what we have submitted.  And we do not

15 believe we need to go any further than that, but to the extent

16 that the Department would come back now and say, oh, we

17 approved it before but now we have a question, we believe that

18 the Department would be estopped from taking that position,

19 because we complied with the rules and regulations in place at

20 the time that the Department asked to provide without

21 objection but actually explicit approval of that list that was

22 provided to the Department.

23           THE COURT:  And so you think the change of ownership

24 approval trumps the ballot question?

25 MR. KOCH:  Not at all.  We provided -- the ballot
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1 question says each prospective owner, officer, or board

2 member.

3           THE COURT:  Correct.

4 MR. KOCH:  We provided a list of each prospective

5 owner, officer, and board members.  Listed right there.  The

6 change of ownership letter is there, but it's also directly in

7 the application.  We provided that as part of our Exhibit B,

8 here are the owners, these are the owners of the applicant,

9 and it is disclosed right there.  There is no secondary

10 question.  The Court has read that statute quite literally. 

11 It's an owner of the applicant.  It's not to say, well, let's

12 see if there's, you know, somewhere else off here, we're going

13 to engage in some investigation to see if there's some sort of

14 secondary tertiary ownership.  And, frankly, that's what, you

15 know, plaintiffs, many of them, same type of situation. 

16 Frankly, some of them probably a little more explicit.  And

17 Mr. Kemp talked about MM, but then said, well, LivFree wasn't

18 [unintelligible], but MM was.  MM provided the disclosure of 

19 its structure which doesn't even have the same LLC --

20 ownership of the LLC, provided a different structure and did

21 provide a list of any other shareholders up above.

22 Serenity, same thing.  Said, here's our structure,

23 here's the LLC that owns a membership in our entity.  We're

24 not saying anybody did anything wrong in that.  That's what

25 was asked for, that's what was provided.  And if the Court has
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1 made its determination of the statute precluding the

2 regulation -- which I don't know how a regulation that adopts

3 a 5 percent rule that's already in the medical regs that apply

4 to the same owners that half of the owners of medical be able

5 to apply for recreational becomes arbitrary at that point in

6 time when you've already got the 5 percent rule there.  But we

7 submitted it at the time within the application period.

8 You know, it's -- frankly, the date of application

9 period could be potentially more arbitrary than anything else. 

10 If there's a question of shareholders changing over in these

11 public companies over here, they submit the application on the

12 14th, by the 18th, the end, that could change over.

13           THE COURT:  You set a record date, Mr. Koch.  You

14 know how that works from doing proxies and --

15 MR. KOCH:  Absolutely.  Could set record date.  But

16 for that purpose, for purposes of what we had explained and

17 clearly laid out, there is no public ownership of a membership

18 interest in our applicant.  We've complied with the statute,

19 we've complied with the law, and for that purpose, to the

20 extent the Court is going to make any determination, which I

21 think that's up to the State to do or the Department to do, it

22 should include Nevada Organic Remedies in the list of

23 companies that provided full ownership and can move forward

24 with perfecting their conditional licenses in a timely manner.

25           THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.
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1 MR. HONE:  Your Honor, Eric Hone on behalf of Lone

2 Mountain parties.  Real quickly just two points.

3 One, we have a motion to strike, of course, the

4 material that was submitted by Mr. Kemp that you're hearing

5 tomorrow, so I'll reserve the issue on that.

6 Secondly, just a real quick point.  Our position is

7 that to the extent that the Court asked a question of the

8 State and the State raised a question as to completeness for

9 the first time, that it's the State's obligation to answer

10 that question, not abdicate its responsibility, to then

11 actually answer that question and then come back into court. 

12 So we would say from a logistical position our point would be

13 that if the State has a question or they do have a question

14 with regard to our client that they raised for the first time

15 last week, we should be able to address that with the

16 Department of Taxation.  If they can resolve their question,

17 then we can come back to Your Honor and see whether our client

18 can go forward with the rest of the group.  But as an initial

19 take we believe the object rests with the State.  They should

20 answer the question that they raised for the first time last

21 week and then allow us to come back to your court to see if

22 that satisfies Your Honor.  Thank you.

23           THE COURT:  Thank you.

24 Next?

25 MR. GRAF:  Good morning, Your Honor.
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1           THE COURT:  Mr. Graf, the person who asks for

2 affirmative relief in his objection.

3 MR. GRAF:  I did, Your Honor.  And it's not an

4 objection.

5           THE COURT:  It's a brief.  I'm sorry.

6 MR. GRAF:  Correct.  And I wanted to make that

7 clear, and I want to make that clear to Mr. Kemp.  Our

8 objection early on when they initially filed their objection

9 and then the appendix was the fact that there was no

10 procedural mechanism for doing that.  That's what we objected

11 to.

12           THE COURT:  Not until I had Footnote Number 19 in

13 the findings of fact and conclusions of law.

14 MR. GRAF:  I agree.  So, and that's fine, Your

15 Honor.  But the issue is here and our problem with what they

16 produced was you didn't get leave.  So then we prepared a

17 letter to all counsel and the Court and said, hey, Your Honor,

18 if and when we submit a brief can we submit additional

19 information, Her Honor was --

20           THE COURT:  I didn't see your letter at time I did

21 the minute order.

22 MR. GRAF:  All counsel saw it.

23           THE COURT:  I struck it because I wasn't taking

24 post-trial briefing.

25 MR. GRAF:  Understood, Your Honor.  We eserved it on
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1 all counsel, just so Mr. Kemp's aware that he was aware of our

2 request to the Court regarding that issue.

3 But, Your Honor, you necessarily don't need any

4 documents.  So here's the issue.  The State has answered your

5 question and said Clear River submitted a completed

6 application pursuant to 453D.200(6).  Your Honor, even in the

7 ballot initiative it reads the same way as it does in the

8 statute.  The ballot initiative in Part 6 reads, "The

9 Department shall conduct a background check of each

10 prospective owners, officers, and board members of a marijuana

11 establishment license applicant."  Your Honor, Clear River

12 couldn't be a bigger and better poster child for this very

13 prospective owner issue.  This is a case where Clear River had

14 one other owner, Armco LLC.  Armco LLC owned 8 percent.  They

15 disputed the ownership and everything else in the initiative

16 litigation in 2015, February 26th, 2015.  That litigation was

17 resolved in September with a confidential settlement agreement

18 signed, dated September 21st, 2016.

19 I raise those dates for this reason, Your Honor.

20 It's before the initiative was passed, it's before all of

21 these deadlines for these applications were even set.  And

22 then there were deadlines for payments that were going to be

23 made, four in total, the last payment being made December 1st,

24 2018.  That's coincidence, the very definition of coincidence.

25 So then we've got an issue where they're submitting
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1 an application, and we know on December 1st or December 4th,

2 when the actual last payment was made, that this entity will

3 no longer be a member.  That's the definition of prospective. 

4 What's going to happen in the future?  That's what Clear River

5 did, that's what they submitted.  That's why we're not -- we

6 didn't file an objection, Your Honor.  We just wanted to file

7 a brief that said, hey, these are all the facts and by the way

8 that's what the State knew, that's why the State put us in

9 Category Number 2.  In our conditional letter they said, hey,

10 you've got to file this transfer of ownership.  And

11 immediately on December 14th, within the 30 days required in

12 the conditional letter, we filed our change and transfer of

13 ownership to create ownership of 100 percent.

14 So, Your Honor, we're actually what they've been

15 railing against.  Well, not necessarily some of them, because

16 some of these plaintiffs are publicly traded companies.  And,

17 again, Your Honor, as we argued in our closing argument to the

18 motion for preliminary injunction, it is not lost on us the

19 unclean hands and/or the lack of equity that some of these

20 plaintiffs come to this Court with.

21 But here's the issue.  Here's the issue, Your Honor. 

22 What kind of whack-a-mole are we going to keep playing in this

23 case?  Are we going to keep having -- we've had eight

24 different theories of the case by the plaintiffs throughout

25 this process that they have coming on for various reasons. 
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1 But on this one issue you've got before you an applicant that

2 owns a hundred percent of the company.  Her Honor asked a

3 question, a very specific question, a very specific question,

4 did these applicants comply with NRS 453D.200(6).

5           THE COURT:  Actually, I asked which applicants.

6 MR. GRAF:  Which applicants.  Clear River is one of

7 them, and Mr. Randy Black, the one man who controls Clear

8 River LLC, that's what we're talking about.

9 So unless Her Honor has any questions about that

10 process or any of the documents that were submitted -- but,

11 again, Your Honor, we submit that all of those documents were

12 in the possession and control of the State.  The State knew

13 all of this information.  And I guess that's the final

14 comment, Your Honor.  These plaintiffs can say whatever they

15 want, they can make whatever arguments that they want; but at

16 the end of the day in this one issue, whether or not there was

17 ownership in one entity, it's this case and it's this client,

18 and it's our client, Clear River.  Do you have any questions,

19 Your Honor?

20           THE COURT:  I do not.

21 MR. GRAF:  Thank you, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Next?

23 MR. KAHN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Jared Kahn for

24 Helping Hands Wellness Center, Inc.  My client representative

25 Dr. Jameson also has the pleasure of being here today for this
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1 hearing.

2 Your Honor, the State responded to your inquiry as

3 it pertains to Helping Hands Wellness Center that it is unable

4 to eliminate a question whether Mr. Terteryan's testimony that

5 he was the COO and how he was not listed on Exhibit A could

6 respond to your inquiry.  What is before the Court and Helping

7 Hands's objection that has been filed is a rundown that

8 explains that.  You asked for an objection to the State's

9 inquiry, and we submitted the evidence.  And that evidence

10 shows in Exhibit 1 there was a corporate resolution that was

11 executed in July of 2019 that Alyssa Navallo-Herman was no

12 longer the president, she resigned as the president, and

13 Klaris Terteryan was nominated as the president, and that Mr.

14 Alfred Terteryan was nominated as the chief operating officer

15 to assist the company.

16 Now, that transfer of ownership that caused Ms.

17 Navallo-Herman to resign occurred on July 19th, 2019, in the

18 middle of this entire process and not contemplated at the time

19 when they submitted their application.  Certainly she's listed

20 in the application as an owner and president in there.  So

21 upon her resignation they substitute who's going to be the new

22 president, and they nominated Mr. Terteryan as COO.

23 In the application itself that's designated

24 Exhibit 3, Mr. Terteryan is disclosed in the application as a

25 director of cultivation operations.  So he's fully disclosed
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1 in the application.

2 The organizational chart, which is included, as

3 well, shows that the COO position is blank.  There was no COO

4 position at the time of the application.  It was a prospective

5 position that they did not know who would have that title

6 until Mr. Terteryan was actually nominated in July of 2019,

7 after Mr. Navallo-Herman resigned as president.

8 The State inquiry as to whether they have a question

9 as to who should be an officer, they should look at the

10 company's application and the company's documents.  And what

11 those company documents say now --

12           THE COURT:  Well, but actually they should have

13 looked at that when they got the applications; right?

14 MR. KAHN:  Correct.

15           THE COURT:  Okay.

16 MR. KAHN:  And I don't know if they did look at it

17 or not at the time, but they certainly couldn't look at Mr.

18 Terteryan being a COO at the time, because he wasn't a COO at

19 the time.  It is not for them to hypothecate that to say he

20 should be the COO when he's the director of cultivation

21 operations.  It's not the State's position to say who should

22 be an officer.

23 Mr. Terteryan was also noted in the State's response

24 to your inquiry, Your Honor, that he was fully background

25 checked because he's been a key employee working at the

42

005534



1 facility for four years.  And he was background checked then,

2 and he's background checked now.  He has his agent card, and

3 they're in full compliance as to who has been background

4 checked in compliance with your concern, Your Honor, as to

5 which owners, officers, and board members have been background

6 checked.

7 The point of your order was to ensure that the State

8 background checks all of those folks, essentially, your

9 inquiry and your order that they can't issue the final license

10 until there's that compliance.  For the State to then question

11 Mr. Terteryan and say he should be a COO as of the time of the

12 application, that's not the State's role and that's not what

13 your inquiry was.  Your inquiry wasn't for the State to

14 determine who should be an officer, should it be the guy who's

15 running the dispensary who's the general manager.  Should he

16 have been an officer?  At what point does the State's inquiry

17 as to who should be an officer become a fantasy, as opposed to

18 let's look at what is actually disclosed and what actually

19 occurred.  So now the State has this information that the

20 corporate resolution occurred in July 2019 after the transfer

21 of ownership occurred, and that inquiry should be complete

22 now.

23 Now, we are not certain as Helping Hands and I think

24 the other defendant intervenors whether or not it's your job,

25 Your Honor, to actually make a determination of completeness

43

005535



1 here today or whether it's really the State's.  The State was

2 tasked to respond to your inquiry, but you don't have the full

3 application before you, Your Honor.  You don't have the -- you

4 weren't tasked, Your Honor, with determining whose application

5 is actually complete.  That's the State's.  And certainly

6 we're objecting to the State's objection that was filed and is

7 now -- I think it's marked Exhibit 3 and providing that proof

8 to respond to their inquiry.  And is it up to you, Your Honor,

9 to determine now that Helping Hands is compliant, or is it up

10 to the State to say, well, we provided the information and

11 we're compliant?  That -- I don't know if that's happening

12 here today or we go back to the State and have that inquiry

13 with them.  When I also reached out to Mr. Shevorski he said

14 that was going to be your determination, essentially.  Not

15 putting words in your mouth, Mr. Shevorski, but essentially

16 that's where we are today.  He said, we're supposed to file

17 the objection.  Which we did.

18 So the last point I want to make, Your Honor, on

19 this issue is the plaintiffs have made a great deal of

20 commotion of saying who was gaming the system by not listing

21 owners, officers, or board members or maybe listing new

22 owners, officers, and board members to obtain diversity

23 points.  Here Mr. Terteryan was background checked.  If he was

24 actually listed as an officer, we would have received more

25 points, Your Honor, because he's a minority.  But in fact he
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1 was not an officer at the time, and that's why he wasn't

2 listed.

3 So there's no harm or foul to the State and its

4 public policy to protect the public to ensure everyone's

5 background checked, which was I believe Your Honor's concern

6 as to why we should ensure everyone has been background

7 checked, to make sure the public knows who is the owners and

8 how they pass background checks.  So that's been complied with

9 in response to their objection as to Mr. Terteryan.

10 And, again, it shows that we have substantially

11 complied.  And I can understand now the confusion from the

12 State when Mr. Terteryan comes in and testifies in August that

13 he acts as the COO, which just occurred several weeks prior. 

14 But nobody asked him on the stand, Your Honor.  There's no

15 testimony that said, were you the COO at the time of the

16 application.  Because at the time he wasn't.  He was the

17 director of cultivation operations.

18 Therefore, Your Honor, I believe we have

19 substantially complied with filing a proper objection proving

20 Mr. Terteryan was not a COO at the time of the application,

21 and Helping Hands' application should be deemed complete and e

22 should move into the other tier, Your Honor.  Thank you.  And

23 if you have any questions -- 

24           THE COURT:  Thank you.  No.

25 Anyone else?  Anything else, Mr. Kemp?
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1 MR. KEMP:  Yes, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  Anything, Mr. Shevorski?

3 Mr. Shevorski is standing neutral.

4 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Mr. Shevorski is here to answer your

5 questions, Your Honor, should you turn your fire in that

6 direction.

7 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, on Lone Mountain Mr. Hone

8 never answered the central issue, which is did Verano own Lone

9 Mountain at the time the application was filed.  The answer to

10 that is clearly yes, and the support we rely in for that is

11 Mr. Kahn's complaint we've attached.  He filed a complaint on

12 behalf of the Frye family against Lone Mountain, saying they

13 stole all his trade secrets.  But in that complaint he alleges

14 clearly that Verano was the owner of Lone Mountain at the time

15 the application was filed.  But more importantly, we have the

16 two -- I call them SEC filings.  They're not really filing

17 with the United States Securities and Exchange Commission.

18           THE COURT:  They're Canadian.

19 MR. KEMP:  They're whatever the Canadian SEC is.  So

20 I just want to make that clear.  But I'm going to continue to

21 call them SEC filings.  But anyway, we have not one, but two

22 SEC filings that specifically show that Verano owned Lone

23 Mountain at the time the application was filed.  I mean, that

24 is it, Your Honor.  You know, first of all, the State was

25 right; but, second of all, it's undisputed.  And you didn't
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1 hear Mr. Hone argue this fact.  He won't admit it.  He just

2 sits there and he says -- tries to be coy about it.  But the

3 undisputed fact is that Verano owned Lone Mountain at the time

4 the application was filed and they did not disclose the Verano

5 owners -- the officers and directors on the application.  I

6 mean, it's clear that there's support from the State's

7 position.

8 Moving to Mr. Koch's argument, he says, Judge,

9 ignore Schedule B where we listed the officers, directors, and

10 board members, and also he listed janitors and the maintenance

11 people and everybody else.  But he says, ignore Schedule B,

12 look at the organizational chart we provided.  That was not

13 part of Schedule B, Your Honor.  What he's arguing is that he

14 did not list the officers and directors for the parent in

15 Schedule B but State should have figured this out and moved

16 them over there from his organizational chart to Schedule B. 

17 Well, I mean, a couple problems with that.  First, you know,

18 it's obvious that the State and the graders used Schedule B,

19 because they did the diversity rating -- by the way, NOR got

20 an 8, we got a 4, we being M&M.  They used the people that

21 were listed on Schedule B as the owners, officers, and

22 directors.  That's where he should have had all these other

23 owners, officers, and directors, not hidden somewhere on

24 Exhibit B.  And he says, oh, well, M&M's bad, too.  Your

25 Honor, we're not bad.  We listed our owners, officers, and
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1 directors of the holding company, the Canadian holding

2 company.  We listed them on Schedule B, where they're supposed

3 to be listed.  And because of that, we got lower diversity

4 points than them.  We got a 4, they got an 8.  And in our case

5 adding another 4 would have been outcome determinative.  We

6 would have won a couple of the licenses.  But, you know, to

7 say --

8           THE COURT:  And I've deferred that to your

9 department.  I sent that --

10 MR. KEMP:  I understand that, Your Honor.  We're

11 filing a motion with the -- you know, the new judge is

12 probably going to call you.  But, any event --

13           THE COURT:  I hope not.

14 MR. KEMP:  But, in any event, we'll file a motion. 

15 We're going to blame you.  But, in any event --

16           THE COURT:  I sent it to him.  Even though he

17 doesn't have a County email yet, I sent it to his email at his

18 office.

19 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  In any event, Your Honor, I think

20 -- I don't know, you should send him a gift or something -- or

21 vice versa.  But, in any event, the record clearly supports

22 that on the Nevada Organic Remedies thing that it wasn't

23 properly complete in Section B.

24 Moving to GreenMart, we didn't hear anything on

25 GreenMart, so I'm going to skip over it.
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1           THE COURT:  I believe that's because we lost Ms.

2 Shell during the conference call.

3 MR. KEMP:  I won't take advantage of the situation,

4 Your Honor, I'll just rely upon the brief.

5           THE COURT:  Thank you.

6 MR. KEMP:  On Clear River -- this is my favorite,

7 okay.

8 Can I have my chart, please, Shane.

9 Well, one of my favorites.  I've got a couple

10 favorites here.

11           THE COURT:  I specifically told a group yesterday

12 they could not use Disney princesses in a PowerPoint.  So

13 let's not use any Disney princesses.

14 MR. KEMP:  All I was going to put is the purchase

15 and sale agreement that Mr. Black tendered.

16           THE COURT:  Okay.

17 MR. KEMP:  Okay, Your Honor.  This is his own

18 purchase and sale agreement, okay.  This is what he tendered.

19 Can we have that up, Shane.

20 (Pause in the proceedings)

21  MR. KEMP:  Whatever the document that he put up,

22 Your Honor.  He tendered this document.  The document --

23           THE COURT:  That Mr. Graf asked me to determine --

24 make a determination on today.

25 MR. KEMP:  Yeah.  What happened here is that Mr.
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1 Black, like a lot of the applicants, started out with people

2 who were consultants or whatever who came in to -- and

3 supposedly knew something about marijuana, so he gave them a

4 piece of the action.  But anyway, they were actual owners at

5 the time the application was filed.  And the two men whose

6 names we referred to in the brief are Kozar and Arbelez

7 [phonetic].  They were actual owners at the time the

8 application was filed in September 2016.

9 When the awards were announced on December 5th they

10 were also actual owners, okay, both of these people.  And then

11 in the admitted exhibit, the May 1st list of the State's

12 owners, officers, and directors, they're still listed as

13 owners of Clear River.  They're still listed.  That's an

14 admitted exhibit, Your Honor.

15 Now, he says, well, ignore the actual owners because

16 we were in the process of buying them out.  They did not buy

17 -- what they did is they had a membership interest, and

18 instead of just doing the buyout and executing a note, they

19 had -- I guess they didn't trust each other -- they had the

20 membership interest tendered into the escrow maintained by one

21 of the attorneys, and that's where it was held to make sure

22 all four payments were made.  The final fourth payment wasn't

23 made until after the awards were announced by the State.

24 So at the time that the application was filed and at

25 the time the award was made these people were actual owners of
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1 the LLC, Clear River LLC.  So Mr. Graf's argument is, Your

2 Honor, ignore the actual owners because we were buying them

3 out, they were going to be prospective owners.  Well, first of

4 all, at the time the application was filed that was

5 speculative, because all the payments hadn't been made.  Maybe

6 they were going to be actual owners, maybe they weren't.  But

7 that ignores reality.  These are the actual owners who should

8 be background checked more than anyone other than the actual

9 owners.  And for that reason, Your Honor, we submit that the

10 Clear River application should be added to the list.

11 Moving to the next one --

12           THE COURT:  Add to the list of Tier 3?

13 MR. KEMP:  Yeah.  I call it the Bad Boy List, Your

14 Honor.

15           THE COURT:  I called it the Tier 3 list.

16 MR. KEMP:  Okay, the Tier 3 list.  All right.  It

17 should be added to the Tier 3 list.

18 Helping Hands, Your Honor.  This reminds me of the

19 cases we used to read about casinos on Fremont Street in the

20 '50s.  Who knows who the real owner is, okay.  I mean, we have

21 -- you know, I've done this a while, Your Honor, and that was

22 some of the most unbelievable testimony I've ever heard, you

23 know.  Mr. -- I don't want to pronounce his name wrong, so

24 I'll just call him Mr. T.  So Mr. T., he testifies that the

25 Jamesons come in with all the money, they have the architect,
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1 they have -- they put everyone on the board, they find the

2 locations, they pay the -- some of the consultant fees, they

3 pay when the $20,000 is due on the applications but they're

4 not the owners, okay, that's going to be worked out at a later

5 point.  And now today we've got the client representative Dr.

6 Jameson, who two or three weeks ago when we did Mr. T's

7 testimony wasn't an owner at that time.  I don't know what's

8 going on.

9 But this is one of the squirelliest situations I

10 think you can imagine, Your Honor.  And that's why they're

11 properly on the list.  I don't want to belabor the point.

12 The last one we haven't -- I'll rely on the brief as

13 to Circle S.  Circle S is pretty much in the same situation as

14 Helping Hands in that Mr. Hoffman is the husband, he's the one

15 that's really running the show for this particular applicant,

16 so that's why we submit they should be added on the list.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Kemp.

18 Anyone else wish to speak?

19 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, I have a question for you.

20           THE COURT:  Yes, Mr. Parker.

21 MR. PARKER:  Just a quick one.

22           THE COURT:  Is this a procedural question?

23 MR. PARKER:  It is a procedural question, Your

24 Honor.

25           THE COURT:  Lovely.
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1 MR. PARKER:  Okay.  Your Honor, in terms of Rule 60

2 relative to amending an order --

3           THE COURT:  Yes.

4 MR. PARKER:  -- we didn't put all our arguments

5 forward today.  I think the deadline is on Monday.

6           THE COURT:  Today is not that day.

7 MR. PARKER:  Good.  I just wanted to make sure.

8           THE COURT:  I am not doing motions to amend today.

9 MR. PARKER:  Perfect.

10           THE COURT:  I am handling discussions related to two

11 issues that I addressed in the findings of fact and

12 conclusions of law, one being who's in the categories

13 according to the email that Mr. Shevorski and the Department

14 of Taxation were kind enough to send me, and then the issue of

15 the bond.

16 MR. PARKER:  And you're not foreclosing the

17 motion --

18           THE COURT:  I'm not.

19 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.  That's it. 

20 That's all I have.

21           THE COURT:  Anything else?

22 MR. KOCH:  Can I just address one thing Mr. Kemp

23 raised?

24           THE COURT:  You can.

25 MR. KOCH:  Mr. Kemp had indicated that the owners
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1 were not listed in the Department's record.  Exhibit 5023 is

2 the current license's owner -- license owners of record, if it

3 was not attached to our response here.

4           THE COURT:  As of May.

5 MR. KOCH:  As of the time --

6           THE COURT:  That was in May.

7 MR. KOCH:  These were -- these were of the

8 applicants that were of record.  Based upon the transfer of

9 ownership letter from August 2018, DGV Nevada LLC is listed as

10 the first owner there.  The other owners, officers, and board

11 members are each listed there.  And so to say that somehow

12 this was hidden away someplace when the Department's own

13 records have that of record in their list at the time the

14 applications is an inappropriate comment.

15 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, I didn't say the owners

16 weren't listed.  I said the officers and directors of the

17 holding company weren't listed.

18           THE COURT:  Okay.  Anybody else?

19 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, I think you're going to get a

20 couple of us standing up here.

21 Your Honor, just to briefly address Mr. Kemp's

22 comments and what this Court asked the State to do, the Court

23 asked the State to respond to the inquiry, and the State

24 provided its response after it thoroughly went through the

25 applications.  It did not ask the plaintiffs to come in and
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1 make a determination as to who the plaintiffs think should be

2 on the clients' applications, it did not ask the plaintiffs to

3 say who should be owners or officers or board members based on

4 testimony that actually said there was not an agreement on

5 ownership for Helping Hands until this year, Your Honor, which

6 is still under tax attorney review, has not been finalized,

7 has not been inked, Your Honor.  And that's in our brief. 

8 It's not for Mr. Kemp to make that determination, it's really

9 for the State, and the State did not bring that issue up

10 before you, Your Honor.

11           THE COURT:  Thank you.

12 The question that I asked the Department of Taxation

13 at the conclusion of the arguments was made based upon a

14 suggestion by one of the defendants in intervention that a

15 narrower scope for injunctive relief might be appropriate. 

16 The question that I asked was which successful applicants

17 completed the application in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6)

18 at the time the application was filed in September 2018.

19 Because the Court did not have unredacted versions

20 of the applications for all applicants, it was impossible and

21 remains impossible for the Court to make a determination,

22 which is why I have asked the Department of Taxation to make

23 that determination, since that's within their records.

24 The standard on injunctive relief is different from

25 the standard that the parties will face at trial or at summary
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1 judgment if this matter should proceed.  And based upon the

2 limited information that was provided to the parties through

3 disclosures as part of the injunctive relief hearing we've had

4 a hearing based upon what I would characterize as extremely

5 limited information.

6 I am not granting any affirmative relief to Clear

7 River as requested, because that was not the purpose of this

8 hearing.  I have previously made a determination that I was

9 going to exclude applicants who properly completed the

10 applications in accordance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the time

11 the application was filed in September 2018.

12 The applicants who fit into that category based upon

13 the State's email to me are those in the first and second tier

14 as identified by the State.  While I certainly understand the

15 arguments by the parties that certain other information was

16 available that may not be within the scope of my question, my

17 question was limited for a reason.  Those who are in the third

18 category will be subject to the injunctive relief which is

19 described on page 24 the findings of fact and conclusions of

20 law.  Those who are in the first and second category will be

21 excluded from that relief.

22 Any request for modifications by the State based

23 upon the State's review of the applications that were

24 submitted by the applicants during the application period will

25 be submitted by motion by the State, and then all of you will
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1 have an opportunity to submit any briefs and any argument you

2 think is appropriate.

3 I am not precluding the State from making any other

4 determinations related to this very flawed process the State

5 decides to make related to the application process.  That's

6 within the State's determination as to how they handle any

7 corrections to this process.  And I'm not going to determine

8 what that is.  I was merely seeking to exclude applicants who

9 filed applications in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6) at the

10 time the applications were filed from the injunctive relief

11 that I have granted in order that was filed last Friday on

12 page 24.

13 Does anybody have any questions about the tiers? 

14 Any issues should be directed to the Department for you to

15 resolve based upon the information that was in your

16 applications at the time.

17 I am not going to do the goose-gander analysis that

18 was urged upon me by one of the parties under the Whitehead

19 decision.

20 Okay.  That takes me to the bond.  Anybody want to

21 talk about a bond?

22 MR. KEMP:  Judge, on the bond just some logistics

23 that you should be aware of.  Mr. Gentile's expert is

24 available on the 16th or 17th.

25           THE COURT:  That's why I'm doing the hearing today,
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1 because I'm doing the bond hearing today.  So anybody want to

2 talk to me about a bond?  Anybody think the bond's okay at the

3 amount I've already set?  Anybody want me to modify the bond? 

4 I got no briefing on that issue from anyone.  I was surprised.

5 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, I think collectively from

6 this table we did want to hear how the exclusion occurs before

7 bonds are applied.  However, we are prepared to address

8 certain issues on the bond before Your Honor today based on --

9           THE COURT:  Great.

10 MR. KAHN:  -- based on evidence that was admitted

11 into the record during the hearing.

12           THE COURT:  I'm listening.

13 MR. KAHN:  Let me approach real quick, Your Honor.

14 Your Honor, currently the bond that was issued in

15 the TRO in the amount of approximately $400,000 --

16           THE COURT:  And some related TROs.

17 MR. KAHN:  -- and related TRO, the Nevada Organic

18 Remedies, only applies to those two locations when you talk

19 about Thrive and then Nevada Organic Remedies licenses and the

20 harm that would occur as to those particular licenses.  Those

21 amounts certainly cannot cover what the Tier 3 applicants and

22 capture 25 of the licenses.  So $400,000 would certainly not

23 compensate this side of the table if this side of the table

24 happened to be wrong at trial.

25           THE COURT:  Well, it's not whether you're wrong at
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1 trial.  The standard is whether the injunctive relief was

2 improvidently granted.  That's what the standard is.  It's a

3 very narrow standard.  And Polsenberg's here if you want to

4 ask him.

5 MR. KAHN:  No, no.  That's fine, Your Honor.  And I

6 appreciate the correction.

7           THE COURT:  Because you and Polsenberg and Bice are

8 going to spend time in Carson City now.

9 MR. KAHN:  And I appreciate that, Your Honor.  And I

10 appreciate the correction now.

11 If you're taking a look at what the bond -- how much

12 it should be issued, you should be taking a look at what these

13 licenses will basically generate [unintelligible] on the

14 profits potentially lost by failing to be able to be open due

15 to the injunction.

16 The document that was actually prepared by one of

17 the plaintiffs, Mr. Ritter, on behalf of his entity, TGIG LLC,

18 which is a plaintiff in this matter, presented to my client in

19 March of 2019, which was Exhibit 5064 in this matter, Your

20 Honor, indicates that there are net profits to the tune of

21 $6.7 million for the location.  Now, Mr. Gentile argued at the

22 time that that maybe encompassed two of the locations, so that

23 net profit calculation would be 3.35 million annually for each

24 location of the two, Your Honor, that would be lost by my

25 client based on the plaintiffs' projections as to how valuable
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1 these licenses are.

2 So we submit, Your Honor, the bond would be

3 calculated at at least the amount the plaintiffs believe the

4 lost profits would be in this case.

5 Now, Your Honor, if you take that number and you

6 apply it times the 61 licenses or just the Tier 3, which are

7 the 25 licenses, certainly the $400,000 isn't a compensable

8 number, and 3.35 million per license it would be for the net

9 profits expected to be lost.

10 If Your Honor were to take a look at the $400,000

11 number, and I think it was 385,000, if I recall, as it applied

12 to Thrive, and you times that by 25, you would have

13 $10 million as an appropriate bond.  However, that $385,000

14 number for Thrive was only based on being closed temporarily

15 during the preliminary injunction hearing.

16           THE COURT:  For a couple months, hopefully.

17 MR. KAHN:  For a couple months, correct.

18           THE COURT:  That was the plan.

19 MR. KAHN:  Correct.  Pending trial, where we haven't

20 even had a Rule 16.1 conference, Your Honor, we have not had a

21 scheduling order on the trial date --

22           THE COURT:  We actually have one set for

23 September 6th.

24 MR. KAHN:  Correct.  We haven't had one yet.

25           THE COURT:  September 9th.
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1 MR. KAHN:  Yeah.  It would be inappropriate to say

2 $385,000 for one location that's only closed for a couple

3 months would be the correct number that would apply to 25

4 licenses.

5           THE COURT:  You don't think I can get the Business

6 Court cases to trial before the end of the year?

7 MR. KAHN:  Well, I don't know if you can get all

8 these lawyers in that room within a year, Your Honor.  But I

9 hope you can.  You had a hard time finishing the preliminary

10 injunction hearing.

11           THE COURT:  I'm not worried about the rest of the

12 departments.  I'm just worried about mine.

13 MR. KAHN:  Right.  No.  What I mean is we had a hard

14 time getting everybody here already, so --

15           THE COURT:  I know.

16 MR. KAHN:  No.  And I appreciate that, Your Honor. 

17 If it's done expeditiously, then that's the appropriate thing

18 to do and it eliminates the --

19           THE COURT:  That's why I called it an expedited

20 schedule in my order.

21 MR. KAHN:  Correct.  And that eliminates the

22 potential harm.  But certainly we don't know when that is yet

23 at this point.  And a modification to the bond could occur if

24 you set it at a higher number to predict that we're going to

25 lose 3.35 million annually in net profits in the first year of
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1 operations for just our licenses each, you know, that could be

2 modified if trial was set sooner.  But apparently right now

3 there's no trial set before Your Honor.

4           THE COURT:  I haven't had a Rule 16 conference yet.

5 MR. KAHN:  Exactly.  And last thing I would note,

6 Your Honor, is even Mr. Yemenidjian, and I'm sorry of I

7 butchered the name, from Essence, he testified conservatively

8 $2.8 million annually was the profits that could be lost.  And

9 those numbers weren't disputed.

10 Now, at his calculation applying to the 25 licenses,

11 you're looking at a bond, you know, in excess of $50 million. 

12 So I'm just trying to put before Your Honor that currently the

13 plaintiffs' own party has presented what the potential net

14 profits could be for these licenses.  That was undisputed by

15 the plaintiffs, other than whether that was for one or two

16 license at the $6.7 million number.  And that's where the bond

17 should be set, Your Honor.  Thank you.

18           THE COURT:  Thank you.

19 Anyone else from the defendants in intervention wish

20 to speak related to the bond amount?  Mr. Koch.

21 MR. KOCH:  I again join what Mr. Kahn had offered. 

22 There's been a fair amount of evidence.  Frankly, we had

23 thought there would be separate evidentiary hearings, but I

24 think enough evidence has been presented with respect to the

25 amounts --
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1           THE COURT:  Me, too.

2 MR. KOCH:  -- and I've got other things to do.  But

3 I want to just talk to the State after this, because we think

4 that there needs to be -- it needs to be modified.

5 For purposes of the bond here, as Mr. Kahn said, the

6 evidence offered by the Essence representative was the

7 2.8 million per license per year profit, and that was a

8 conservative number.  That was internal [unintelligible] that

9 it was conservative.  We believe our store's generating a

10 higher profit, much higher profit number.  At the time Mr.

11 Jolley was here he'd testified about that, testified about a

12 lot of things.  But at that point in time we weren't putting

13 on dollars and cents.  2.8 million is an appropriate number.

14 In the context of 25 licenses that would be $70 million.  We

15 have seven of those licenses.  We believe that that 2.8 is an

16 appropriate number.  Frankly, I'd be shocked if these cases

17 got to trial within a year based upon the process that has

18 gone on so far.  And to the extent that the plaintiffs, who --

19 you've got numerous of them, all with varying different

20 interests and claims --

21           THE COURT:  I've only got two sets of plaintiffs.

22 MR. KOCH:  You will have only two sets of

23 plaintiffs.  But this injunction hearing goes out to the other

24 judges who'll have to look at that, as well.

25 They have offered -- you know, Mr. Ritter got up on
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1 the stand said each license is worth 10 million and we're

2 shopping ours, we're trying to sell ours.  We're not saying,

3 you've got to pay us the full value of the license.  10

4 million for 26 licenses would be $250 million.  On that basis

5 the 70 million is a very conservative number to the extent

6 that we are not going to be permitted to open, we're going to

7 lose that amount of money that's pure profit.  If you take the

8 same calculation the Court's already provided with respect to

9 Essence, Thrive -- I get the entities confused there, but the

10 TRO bond of $400,000, that was for two months, as the Court

11 had stated.  That'd be 2.4 million for a year.  Am I right? 

12 Yes.  There we go.  2.4 million for the year times 25

13 licenses, that's $60 million.

14 So based upon all those calculations that number is

15 appropriate.  The plaintiffs have been the ones who have come

16 forward talking about the massive financial largess that's

17 here that they need to be able to grab a hold on, and now

18 they're trying to take that away from entities like us who are

19 going to lose revenue and profit in the meantime.  So the

20 amount that should be set for the bond is no less than

21 $70 million to secure this injunction based upon the evidence

22 that has been presented.

23           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Koch.

24 Anyone else on the defendants in intervention side

25 wish to speak related to this issue?
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1 MR. HONE:  Your Honor, Eric Hone on behalf of Lone

2 Mountain.  We would just join in the arguments of Mr. Koch and

3 Mr. Kahn.

4           THE COURT:  Thank you.

5 Mr. Prince --

6 MR. PRINCE:  Your Honor, thank you.

7           THE COURT:  -- aren't you excluded from the

8 injunctive relief?

9 MR. PRINCE:  In part, yes.

10           THE COURT:  Then why are you talking?

11 MR. PRINCE:  Because I want to address -- they've

12 been discussing the bond that's applicable to the Thrive

13 defendants.  That was part of a TRO which now obviously has

14 dissolved as a result of you ruling.  That $450,000

15 encompassed six weeks.  It was $150,000 for two weeks, then

16 you increased it to 300,000 for four weeks.  That was

17 approximately May 24th through June 30th only.  So you have an

18 identifiable number, number one, which particular --

19           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Prince --

20 MR. PRINCE:  Go ahead.

21           THE COURT:  -- let me ask again.  Your client is one

22 of those excluded because they're in Tier 1 or 2.

23 MR. PRINCE:  Correct.

24           THE COURT:  Why are you talking with me about the

25 bond?
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1 MR. PRINCE:  The only reason why is we're going to 

2 be moving separately for the release of that bond amount to

3 our client --

4           THE COURT:  Okay.

5 MR. PRINCE:  -- so therefore should not be

6 considered --

7           THE COURT:  Right.

8 MR. PRINCE:  -- for your purposes in --

9           THE COURT:  I will exclude that from my

10 calculations.  Thank you.

11 MR. PRINCE:  Thank you.

12           THE COURT:  Anybody else on the defendants' side?

13 All right.  The plaintiffs' side.  Because the State

14 is standing silent.

15 Right, Mr. Shevorski?

16 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Correct.

17           MR. GENTILE:  Did you ever hear the phrase, are you

18 buying or are you selling?

19           THE COURT:  I know.

20           MR. GENTILE:  All right.  It's got to be --

21           THE COURT:  That's why in a settlement conference we

22 have them write the number down on a paper, and then we try

23 and have it exchanged.  And whoever wrote that number down,

24 they're going to take it and buy it or sell it.

25           MR. GENTILE:  I do not want to criticize Mr. Ritter,
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1 but I think the Court needs to look at the context in which

2 Mr. Ritter was stating to a prospective --

3           THE COURT:  He was trying to sell product and get a

4 management --

5           MR. GENTILE:  He was sure trying to sell.

6           THE COURT:  -- percentage out of that, too.

7           MR. GENTILE:  Absolutely.  Okay.  And so --

8           THE COURT:  I read the exhibit when it was admitted.

9           MR. GENTILE:  All right.  So, you know, then I don't

10 need to go any further.  The bottom line here is that with

11 regard to the bond the value of the license should have

12 nothing to do with anything for two reasons.  Number one, if

13 they lose, that license isn't worth anything.  And, number

14 two, if they win, they have the license.  And so nothing's at

15 risk.  So what you really have to look at is how certain, what

16 kind of comfort can you have with regard to the profitability

17 of any business that hasn't opened its stores.  And none of

18 these businesses have opened their doors.  Our expert, Mr.

19 Seigneur, to the best of my knowledge, he is the only person

20 that has written a book specifically with regard to the

21 evaluation of cannabis businesses.  And he's been at it for

22 quite some time in Colorado.  And were he to have testified,

23 were you to have conducted a hearing, I can tell you that his

24 testimony would be that the value in this context in our

25 community, particularly in light of Mr. Peckman's testimony
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1 that nobody's waiting around for a store to open closer to

2 them so that they could start smoking weed --

3 MR. KOCH:  Your Honor, I object to Mr. Gentile

4 testifying what his expert would testify to if he shows up at

5 some future date.

6           THE COURT:  No.  He's talking about what Mr. Peckman

7 testified to.

8 MR. KOCH:  No.  He's talking about his expert from

9 Colorado.

10           MR. GENTILE:  No.  I'm talking about Mr. Peckman. 

11 Mr. Peckman --

12           THE COURT:  He said his expert was the only one who

13 wrote a book and it would be really nice if I continued this

14 hearing and let him get his expert here.  And I'm not doing

15 that, because I've heard enough evidence.  Now, if somebody

16 wants to increase the bond again later, you'll have to file a

17 motion.

18           MR. GENTILE:  So Mr. Peckman's testimony was pretty

19 clear, and Mr. Peckman acknowledged in addition to that that

20 he does expect to lose some of the customers that used to go

21 to the Commerce store at the Sahara location.

22           THE COURT:  Because they don't want to drive as far.

23           MR. GENTILE:  Exactly.  So --

24           THE COURT:  And there are other places in between

25 that Commerce location and Sahara already that are open.
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1           MR. GENTILE:  So what I think is in any market, any

2 market for any kind of a product, and this is a product, there

3 comes a point in time when you're going to start seeing

4 cannibalization.  I think that time is now.  And under the

5 circumstances it is --

6           THE COURT:  Then why are we all here if you're going

7 to all -- 

8           MR. GENTILE:  Market share.  Exactly.  That is

9 exactly why we're here, to protect market share, okay.

10           THE COURT:  Okay.

11           MR. GENTILE:  And so under the circumstances, Your

12 Honor, I think the bond that you've previously set at

13 $400,000, it may be little low, okay, but to suggest that $70

14 million is a reasonable bond is certainly subject to

15 criticism.

16           THE COURT:  Thank you.

17           MR. GENTILE:  So under the circumstances I'd ask you

18 -- I'm not going to ask you for a particular number.  I'm not,

19 okay.  What I'm going to ask you is to recognize that none of

20 these stores have any kind of a track record.  And so you

21 really cannot compare apples to apples here.  And it's going

22 to take them some time to build up steam, if they ever get

23 open.  And so under the circumstances this bond -- I'm not

24 going to ask you a number, but I'm going to tell you it

25 shouldn't be more than seven digits.
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1           THE COURT:  Thank you.

2 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, I just want to add a couple

3 facts here.  Out of 25 licenses 13 of the 25 are here in Clark

4 County.  Of those 13 two are in Henderson, where there's

5 already a moratorium.  So I would submit that moratorium, you

6 know, precludes them from arguing any damages on those two.

7 But anyway, so that leaves 11 that in Clark County,

8 Las Vegas, and North Las Vegas.  I just wanted the Court to be

9 aware of that.

10           THE COURT:  Thank you.

11 Anybody else from the plaintiffs' side?

12 Anyone else on the defense side want to speak again?

13 While I appreciate the comments from all counsel

14 related to the amount of the bond, the risks of businesses

15 actually opening prior to the trial in this matter, as well as

16 the risks of any business that is a startup or new location,

17 makes it very difficult for the Court to place a value on the

18 income stream of any of those entities, which is what the bond

19 needs to be based on, is the losses that will be suffered as a

20 result of this injunctive relief.

21 For that reason the Court has set a fair bond in the

22 amount of $5 million.

23 So can you post it in 10 days?

24           MR. GENTILE:  Yes, Your Honor.

25           THE COURT:  Okay.  Anything else?
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1 MR. KEMP:  Judge, you made one comment that kind of

2 confused me.

3           THE COURT:  I make lots of comments that confuse

4 you, Mr. Kemp.  Ask for clarification.

5 MR. KEMP:  You said the injunction going back to my

6 department.

7           THE COURT:  No, not your injunction.

8 MR. KEMP:  It's not my --

9           THE COURT:  The injunction's here.

10 MR. KEMP:  The injunction stays here, so we pay the

11 5 million --

12           THE COURT:  Motions for reconsideration on the thing

13 that Mr. Parker's going to file that he wants me to reconsider

14 certain findings or conclusions of law, that comes here.

15 MR. KEMP:  Right.

16           THE COURT:  You do your Rule 16 in Department 8 with

17 whichever senior judge is there prior to your judge taking

18 office on or about September 30th.

19 MR. KEMP:  Yeah.  We're in the discovery phase over

20 there, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  I don't know what you're going to do.

22 MR. KEMP:  I just wanted to ask.  So I put my 5

23 million up with Mr. Gentile; right?

24           THE COURT:  You all as a group --

25 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  Thank you, Your Honor.
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1           THE COURT:  -- are putting up $5 million.

2 Anything else?

3 MR. KOCH:  Your Honor, I just want to for the record

4 say they as a group are putting up $5 million.  Some of these

5 plaintiffs may drop out of the case, which whoever's putting

6 this up is ambiguous.  We believe that in each case the amount

7 should be put up as $5 million, because each of the parties

8 that have brought that are the ones that are claiming they've

9 been harmed.  For example, MM Development, which has the same

10 issues with respect to the application, has no irreparable

11 harm.  So in each case that $5 million should be posted.

12           THE COURT:  So the $5 million is only being posted

13 in the Business Court cases, because that is the only cases in

14 which the injunctive relief has been issued.  So that's the

15 cases the bonds are going to be issued.  I agreed to do the

16 injunctive relief so all the other departments didn't have to

17 and we only had to have one circus for the injunctive relief

18 hearing.

19 (Off-record colloquy - Clerk and Court)

20           THE COURT:  And that does not include the amount

21 that was previously posted, which is going to be the subject

22 of the motion practice Mr. Prince mentioned.

23 Anything else?  'Bye, guys.  See some of you

24 tomorrow unless you work it out.

25 THE PROCEEDING CONCLUDED AT 11:00 A.M.
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CERTIFICATION

I CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGOING IS A CORRECT TRANSCRIPT FROM THE
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AFFIRMATION

I AFFIRM THAT THIS TRANSCRIPT DOES NOT CONTAIN THE SOCIAL
SECURITY OR TAX IDENTIFICATION NUMBER OF ANY PERSON OR ENTITY.

FLORENCE HOYT
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC ESSENCE 227.17 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.66 Yes

3 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 No

4 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

5 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

6 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

7 BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY, LLC BIONEVA INNOVATIONS 188.00 No

8 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

9 D LUX, LLC D LUX 150.49 No

10 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

11 CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS, LLC CARSON CITY AGENCY SOLUTIONS 128.67 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC ESSENCE 227.84 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.99 Yes

3 DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC DEEP ROOTS HARVEST 222.49 Yes

4 CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 216.50 Yes

5 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.33 Yes

6 CLEAR RIVER, LLC KABUNKY 210.16 Yes

7 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 209.66 No

8 CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC CIRCLE S 208.00 No

9 WSCC, INC SIERRA WELL 201.50 No

10 VEGAS VALLEY GROWERS KIFF PREMIUM CANNABIS 197.83 No

11 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

12 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.01 No

13 RED EARTH, LLC RED EARTH 194.67 No

14 GRAVITAS NEVADA, LTD THE APOTHECARIUM 194.66 No

15 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

16 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

17 FRANKLIN BIO SCIENCE NV, LLC BEYOND/HELLO 190.66 No

18 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 188.34 No

19 NV 3480 PARTNERS, LLC EVERGEEN ORGANIX 188.00 No

20 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

21 GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC SHOW GROW 180.17 No

22 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

23 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 178.83 No

24 NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS, LLC PRIME 178.18 No

25 WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC MMD 172.16 No

26 GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC GOOD CHEMISTRY 167.17 No

27 TWELVE TWELVE, LLC 12/12 DISPENSARY 166.67 No

28 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

29 JUST QUALITY, LLC PANACA CANNABIS (HUSH) 163.83 No

30 ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC GASSERS 158.17 No

31 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 148.51 No

32 LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LIBRA WELLNESS 134.17 No

33 NYE FARM TECH, LTD URBN LEAF 133.34 No

34 GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC GREENLEAF WELLNESS 114.83 No

35 GREENWAY HEALTH COMMUNITY, LLC GREENWAY HEALTH COMMUNITY 87.33 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC ESSENCE 227.84 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.66 Yes

3 DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC DEEP ROOTS HARVEST 222.49 Yes

4 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER 218.50 Yes

5 CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 216.50 Yes

6 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

7 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 212.33 Yes

8 CLEAR RIVER, LLC KABUNKY 210.16 Yes

9 WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC CULTIVATE 208.67 Yes

10 CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC CIRCLE S 208.00 Yes

11 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 207.33 No

12 MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC PLANET 13 / MEDIZIN 204.01 No

13 3AP, INC NATURE'S CHEMISTRY 202.83 No

14 WSCC, INC SIERRA WELL 200.83 No

15 ACRES MEDICAL, LLC ACRES DISPENSARY 199.84 No

16 LAS VEGAS WELLNESS & COMPASSION CENTER PEGASUS NV 199.83 No

17 VEGAS VALLEY GROWERS KIFF PREMIUM CANNABIS 197.83 No

18 NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC NATURAL MEDICINE 197.17 No

19 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

20 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

21 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

22 GRAVITAS HENDERSON, LLC BETTER BUDS 196.01 No

23 D.H. FLAMINGO, INC THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE 196.00 No

24 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.01 No

25 RED EARTH, LLC RED EARTH 194.67 No

26 STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA, LLC STRIVE 194.00 No

27 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

28 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

29 FRANKLIN BIO SCIENCE NV, LLC BEYOND/HELLO 190.66 No

30 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.17 No

31 INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, LLC INYO 189.68 No

32 TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC REEF 189.33 No

33 NV 3480 PARTNERS, LLC EVERGEEN ORGANIX 188.00 No

34 AGUA STREET, LLC CURALEAF 188.00 No

35 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 187.67 No

36 POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC POLARIS MMJ 184.84 No

37 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC HSH 184.83 No

2018 Retail Marijuna Store Application Scores and Rankings 

Revised 4 pm 5/14/2019

CARSON CITY

CHURCHILL COUNTY

NO APPLICATIONS RECEIVED 

CLARK COUNTY- HENDERSON

CLARK COUNTY- LAS VEGAS
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

38 GTI NEVADA, LLC RISE 184.33 No

39 GTI NEVADA, LLC RISE 184.33 No

40 GTI NEVADA, LLC RISE 184.33 No

41 TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC REEF 182.00 No

42 SILVER SAGE WELLNESS, LLC + VIBES 181.99 No

43 CW NEVADA, LLC CANOPI 181.67 No

44 TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC REEF 181.33 No

45 MATRIX NV, LLC MATRIX NV 180.67 No

46 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

47 GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC SHOW GROW 180.17 No

48 GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC SHOW GROW 180.17 No

49 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 179.83 No

50 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

51 NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS, LLC PRIME 178.18 No

52 WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC JENNY'S DISPENSARY 176.34 No

53 NLVG, LLC DESERT BLOOM WELLNESS CENTER 173.83 No

54 MEDI FARM IV, LLC BLUM 173.50 No

55 NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC NHM 172.50 No

56 WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC MMD 172.16 No

57 LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, INC SWEET CANNABIS 171.33 No

58 THC NEVADA, LLC CANNA VIBE 170.99 No

59 THE HARVEST FOUNDATION, LLC THE HARVEST FOUNDATION 170.50 No

60 MALANA LV, LLC MALANA LV 168.66 No

61 WEST COST DEVELOPMENT NEVADA, LLC SWEET GOLDY 168.17 No

62 GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC GOOD CHEMISTRY 167.17 No

63 TWELVE TWELVE, LLC 12/12 DISPENSARY 166.67 No

64 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

65 NEVADA PURE, LLC SHANGO LAS VEGAS 164.83 No

66 FSWFL, LLC GREEN HARVEST  (Have A Heart) 164.83 No

67 NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP, LLC THE CLUBHOUSE DISPENSARY 164.32 No

68 JUST QUALITY, LLC PANACA CANNABIS (HUSH) 163.83 No

69 SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, LLC BOWTIE CANNABIS 163.17 No

70 GREENPOINT NEVADA, INC CHALICE FARMS 160.84 No

71 ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC GASSERS 158.17 No

72 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC NWC 156.51 No

73 ALTERNATIVE MEDICINE ASSOCIATION, LLC ALTERNATIVE WELLNESS 154.67 No

74 YMY VENTURES, LLC STEM 154.16 No

75 SOLACE ENTERPRISES THALLO 153.67 No

76 MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC MEDMEN 152.67 No

77 NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC NULEAF 152.50 No

78 YMY VENTURES, LLC STEM 152.16 No

79 NEVCANN, LLC NEVCANN 150.67 No

80 NEVCANN, LLC NEVCANN 150.67 No

81 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 150.51 No

82 WENDOVERA, LLC WENDOVERA 145.66 No

83 FOREVER GREEN, LLC FOREVER GREEN 144.01 No

84 RELEAF CULTIVATION, LLC RELEAF CULTIVATION 143.83 No

85 HERBAL CHOICE, INC HERBAL CHOICE 143.51 No

86 PARADISE WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LAS VEGAS RELEAF 142.99 No

87 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 141.83 No

88 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

89 DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING, LTD DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING 138.66 No

90 ECONEVADA LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

91 ECONEVADA LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

92 PHENOFARM NV LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

93 DP HOLDINGS, INC COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS 134.82 No

94 DP HOLDINGS, INC COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS 134.82 No

95 LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LIBRA WELLNESS 134.17 No

96 NYE FARM TECH, LTD URBN LEAF 133.34 No

97 NYE FARM TECH, LTD URBN LEAF 133.34 No

98 BLOSSUM GROUP, LLC HEALING HERB 125.50 No

99 GB SCIENCES NEVADA, LL GB SCIENCES 125.00 No

100 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 119.16 No

101 GREENLEAF WELLNESS, INC GREENLEAF WELLNESS 115.16 No

102 RG HIGHLAND TWEEDLEAF 113.00 No

103 NLV WELLNESS, LLC ETHCX 109.67 No
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC ESSENCE 227.17 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.99 Yes

3 DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC DEEP ROOTS HARVEST 222.49 Yes

4 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER 218.50 Yes

5 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

6 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.33 No

7 COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 212.33 No

8 CLEAR RIVER, LLC KABUNKY 209.83 No

9 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 209.00 No

10 CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC CIRCLE S 208.00 No

11 MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC PLANET 13 / MEDIZIN 204.01 No

12 3AP, INC NATURE'S CHEMISTRY 202.83 No

13 WSCC, INC SIERRA WELL 201.50 No

14 ACRES MEDICAL, LLC ACRES DISPENSARY 199.84 No

15 VEGAS VALLEY GROWERS KIFF PREMIUM CANNABIS 198.50 No

16 NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC NATURAL MEDICINE 197.17 No

17 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

18 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

19 GRAVITAS HENDERSON, LLC BETTER BUDS 196.01 No

20 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.68 No

21 D.H. FLAMINGO, INC THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE 195.67 No

22 RED EARTH, LLC RED EARTH 194.67 No

23 ZION GARDENS, LLC ZION GARDENS 194.17 No

24 GREENSCAPE PRODUCTIONS, LLC HERBAL WELLNESS CENTER 192.83 No

25 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

26 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

27 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.54 No

28 FRANKLIN BIO SCIENCE NV, LLC BEYOND/HELLO 190.33 No

29 INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, LLC INYO 189.68 No

30 TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC REEF 189.33 No

31 FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC PISOS 189.00 No

32 FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC PISOS 189.00 No

33 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 188.67 No

34 NV 3480 PARTNERS, LLC EVERGEEN ORGANIX 188.00 No

35 AGUA STREET, LLC CURALEAF 185.50 No

36 POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC POLARIS MMJ 185.17 No

37 GTI NEVADA, LLC RISE 184.33 No

38 MATRIX NV, LLC MATRIX NV 181.00 No

39 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

40 GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC SHOW GROW 180.17 No

41 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 178.83 No

42 NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS, LLC PRIME 178.18 No

43 WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC JENNY'S DISPENSARY 176.34 No

44 NLVG, LLC DESERT BLOOM WELLNESS CENTER 173.83 No

45 WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC MMD 172.16 No

46 THC NEVADA, LLC CANNA VIBE 170.99 No

47 MALANA LV, LLC MALANA LV 169.00 No

48 TWELVE TWELVE, LLC 12/12 DISPENSARY 166.67 No

49 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

50 EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC EUPHORIA WELLNESS 165.16 No

51 NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP, LLC THE CLUBHOUSE DISPENSARY 164.32 No

52 SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, LLC BOWTIE CANNABIS 163.17 No

53 GREENPOINT NEVADA, INC CHALICE FARMS 161.84 No

54 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC NWC 156.51 No

55 SOLACE ENTERPRISES THALLO 153.67 No

56 PHYSIS ONE, LLC LV FORTRESS 153.00 No

57 NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC NULEAF 152.50 No

58 NEVCANN, LLC NEVCANN 150.67 No

59 HEALTHCARE OPTIONS for PATIENTS ENTERPRISES, LLC SHANG0 150.33 No

60 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 146.99 No

61 WENDOVERA, LLC WENDOVERA 145.66 No

62 RELEAF CULTIVATION, LLC RELEAF CULTIVATION 143.83 No

63 HERBAL CHOICE, INC HERBAL CHOICE 143.51 No

64 FOREVER GREEN, LLC FOREVER GREEN 141.34 No

65 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

66 DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING, LTD DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING 138.66 No

67 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 137.51 No

68 ECONEVADA LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

69 PHENOFARM NV LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

70 LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LIBRA WELLNESS 134.17 No

71 BLOSSUM GROUP, LLC HEALING HERB 125.50 No

72 LYNCH NATURAL PRODUCTS, LLC LNP 124.00 No

73 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 120.16 No

74 NLV WELLNESS, LLC ETHCX 109.67 No

75 MM R&D, LLC SUNSHINE CANNABIS 64.66 No

76 THOMPSON FARM ONE, LLC GREEN ZONE 49.66 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC ESSENCE 227.84 Yes

2 ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC ESSENCE 227.17 Yes

3 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.66 Yes

4 DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC DEEP ROOTS HARVEST 222.49 Yes

5 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER 218.50 Yes

6 CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 216.50 Yes

7 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 214.66 Yes

8 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

9 COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 212.16 Yes

10 CLEAR RIVER, LLC KABUNKY 210.16 Yes

11 WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC CULTIVATE 208.50 No

12 CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC CIRCLE S 208.00 No

13 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 207.66 No

14 MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC PLANET 13 / MEDIZIN 205.67 No

15 3AP, INC NATURE'S CHEMISTRY 202.83 No

16 WSCC, INC SIERRA WELL 200.83 No

17 LAS VEGAS WELLNESS & COMPASSION CENTER PEGASUS NV 200.16 No

CLARK COUNTY- UNINCORPORATED CLARK COUNTY

CLARK COUNTY- MESQUITE

NO ALLOCATION 

CLARK COUNTY- NORTH LAS VEGAS
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

18 ACRES MEDICAL, LLC ACRES DISPENSARY 198.67 No

19 NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC NATURAL MEDICINE 197.17 No

20 VEGAS VALLEY GROWERS KIFF PREMIUM CANNABIS 197.17 No

21 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

22 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

23 GRAVITAS HENDERSON, LLC BETTER BUDS 196.01 No

24 D.H. FLAMINGO, INC THE APOTHECARY SHOPPE 195.67 No

25 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.01 No

26 RED EARTH, LLC RED EARTH 195.00 No

27 GRAVITAS NV THE APOTHECARIUM 194.66 No

28 ZION GARDENS, LLC ZION GARDENS 194.17 No

29 GREENSCAPE PRODUCTIONS, LLC HERBAL WELLNESS CENTER 192.83 No

30 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

31 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

32 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

33 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

34 FRANKLIN BIO SCIENCE NV, LLC BEYOND/HELLO 190.66 No

35 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.17 No

36 INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, LLC INYO 189.68 No

37 TRYKE COMPANIES SO NV, LLC REEF 189.33 No

38 FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC PISOS 189.33 No

39 FIDELIS HOLDINGS, LLC PISOS 189.00 No

40 LVMC C&P, LLC CANNA COPIA 188.50 No

41 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 187.67 No

42 AGUA STREET, LLC CURALEAF 187.17 No

43 AGUA STREET, LLC CURALEAF 186.50 No

44 CWNEVADA, LLC CANOPI 184.34 No

45 TRYKE COMPANIES RENO, LLC REEF 181.33 No

46 MATRIX NV, LLC MATRIX NV 180.33 No

47 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

48 GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, LLC SHOW GROW 180.17 No

49 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 179.50 No

50 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

51 NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS, LLC PRIME 178.18 No

52 WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC JENNY'S DISPENSARY 176.34 No

53 NLVG, LLC DESERT BLOOM WELLNESS CENTER 173.83 No

54 MEDI FARM IV, LLC BLUM 173.50 No

55 WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC MMD 172.16 No

56 LUFF ENTERPRISES NV, INC SWEET CANNABIS 171.33 No

57 WEST COST DEVELOPMENT NEVADA, LLC SWEET GOLDY 168.17 No

58 GOOD CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC GOOD CHEMISTRY 167.17 No

59 TWELVE TWELVE, LLC 12/12 DISPENSARY 166.67 No

60 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

61 NEVADA PURE, LLC SHANGO LAS VEGAS 165.83 No

62 EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC EUPHORIA WELLNESS 165.16 No

63 FSWFL, LLC GREEN HARVEST  (Have A Heart) 164.83 No

64 NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP, LLC THE CLUBHOUSE DISPENSARY 164.32 No

65 JUST QUALITY, LLC PANACA CANNABIS (HUSH) 163.83 No

66 SOUTHERN NEVADA GROWERS, LLC BOWTIE CANNABIS 163.17 No

67 GREENPOINT NEVADA, INC CHALICE FARMS 160.84 No

68 ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC GASSERS 158.17 No

69 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC NWC 155.18 No

70 YMY VENTURES, LLC STEM 153.83 No

71 MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC MEDMEN 152.67 No

72 NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC NULEAF 152.50 No

73 NEVCANN, LLC NEVCANN 150.67 No

74 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 146.99 No

75 WENDOVERA, LLC WENDOVERA 145.66 No

76 NCMM, LLC NCMM 144.16 No

77 NCMM, LLC NCMM 144.16 No

78 RELEAF CULTIVATION, LLC RELEAF CULTIVATION 143.83 No

79 HERBAL CHOICE, INC HERBAL CHOICE 143.51 No

80 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

81 DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING, LTD DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING 138.66 No

82 PHENOFARM NV LLC MARAPHARM LAS VEGAS 137.33 No

83 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 135.84 No

84 DP HOLDINGS, INC COMPASSIONATE TEAM OF LAS VEGAS 134.82 No

85 LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LIBRA WELLNESS 134.17 No

86 NYE FARM TECH, LTD URBN LEAF 133.34 No

87 GFIVE DISPENSARY, LLC G5 128.83 No

88 BLOSSUM GROUP, LLC HEALING HERB 125.50 No

89 GB SCIENCES NEVADA, LL GB SCIENCES 125.00 No

90 KINDIBLES, LLC AREA 51 117.50 No

91 KINDIBLES, LLC AREA 51 117.50 No

92 KINDIBLES, LLC AREA 51 117.50 No

93 KINDIBLES, LLC AREA 51 117.50 No

94 NLV WELLNESS, LLC ETHCX 109.67 No

95 GREENWAY MEDICAL, LLC GREENWAY MEDICAL 101.00 No

96 MILLER FARMS, LLC LUCID 88.66 No

97 MM R&D, LLC SUNSHINE CANNABIS 64.66 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 188.34 Yes

3 POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC POLARIS MMJ 184.84 No

4 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 148.51 No

5 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 146.99 No

6 WENDOVERA, LLC WENDOVERA 145.66 No

7 NCMM, LLC NCMM 144.16 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 216.50 Yes

2 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.53 No

3 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 209.66 No

4 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.01 No

5 JUST QUALITY, LLC PANACA CANNABIS (HUSH) 163.83 No

6 WENDOVERA, LLC WENDOVERA 145.66 No

7 H&K GROWERS, CORP H&K GROWERS 125.83 No

8 LYNCH NATURAL PRODUCTS, LLC LNP 124.00 No

DOUGLAS COUNTY

ELKO COUNTY
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 POLARIS WELLNESS CENTER, LLC POLARIS MMJ 185.17 Yes

3 BLUE COYOTE RANCH, LLC BLUE COYOTE RANCH 100.83 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS, LLC EUREKA NEWGEN FARMS 97.67 Yes

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

2 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 146.99 Yes

3 LYNCH NATURAL PRODUCTS, LLC LNP 124.00 No

4 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 119.16 No

5 MILLER FARMS, LLC LUCID 88.66 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

3 HARVEST of NEVADA, LLC HARVEST 195.01 No

4 DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING, LTD DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING 138.66 No

5 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 119.16 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

ESMERALDA COUNTY 

EUREKA COUNTY

HUMBOLDT COUNTY

LANDER COUNTY

LINCOLN  COUNTY
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

2 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.17 No

3 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC HSH 184.83 No

4 5SEAT INVESTMENTS, LLC KANNA 162.00 No

5 GREEN LEAF FARMS, LLC PLAYERS NETWORK 143.17 No

6 FOREVER GREEN, LLC FOREVER GREEN 141.01 No

7 LYNCH NATURAL PRODUCTS, LLC LNP 124.00 No

8 MILLER FARMS, LLC LUCID 88.66 No

9 INTERNATIONAL SERVICES AND REBUILDING, INC VOODOO WELLNESS 56.00 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.99 Yes

2 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.33 No

3 COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 212.16 No

4 MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC PLANET 13 / MEDIZIN 204.01 No

5 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

6 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

7 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

8 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

9 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.50 No

10 GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS, LLC GREEN LIFE PRODUCTIONS 180.68 No

11 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

12 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

13 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

14 5SEAT INVESTMENTS, LLC KANNA 161.67 No

15 NYE FARM TECH, LTD URBN LEAF 133.34 No

16 NLV WELLNESS, LLC ETHCX 109.67 No

17 MILLER FARMS, LLC LUCID 88.66 No

18 MM R&D, LLC SUNSHINE CANNABIS 64.66 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

2 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 146.99 Yes

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

2 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 Yes

3 DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING, LTD DIVERSIFIED MODALITIES MARKETING 138.66 No

PERSHING COUNTY

STOREY COUNTY

WHITE PINE COUNTY

NYE COUNTY

LYON COUNTY

MINERAL COUNTY
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Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE TROPICANA, LLC ESSENCE 227.84 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.99 Yes

3 DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL, LLC DEEP ROOTS HARVEST 222.49 Yes

4 CHEYENNE MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 216.50 Yes

5 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 Yes

6 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.66 Yes

7 COMMERCE PARK MEDICAL, LLC THRIVE 212.16 No

8 QUALCAN, LLC QUALCAN 209.66 No

9 WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC CULTIVATE 208.33 No

10 CIRCLE S FARMS, LLC CIRCLE S 208.00 No

11 MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC PLANET 13 / MEDIZIN 204.01 No

12 WSCC, INC SIERRA WELL 201.50 No

13 ACRES MEDICAL, LLC ACRES DISPENSARY 199.84 No

14 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

15 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

16 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

17 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

18 FRANKLIN BIO SCIENCE NV, LLC BEYOND/HELLO 190.66 No

19 LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC THE DISPENSARY 190.50 No

20 INYO FINE CANNABIS DISPENSARY, LLC INYO 189.68 No

21 GREEN THERAPEUTICS, LLC PROVISIONS 188.34 No

22 BIONEVA INNOVATIONS OF CARSON CITY, LLC BIONEVA INNOVATIONS 187.67 No

23 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC HSH 184.83 No

24 GTI NEVADA, LLC RISE 184.33 No

25 HIGH SIERRA CULTIVATION, LLC HIGH SIERRA 183.33 No

26 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

27 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

28 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 178.50 No

29 NEVADA GROUP WELLNESS, LLC PRIME 178.18 No

30 WAVESEER OF NEVADA, LLC JENNY'S DISPENSARY 175.67 No

31 WELLNESS & CAREGIVERS OF NEVADA NLV, LLC MMD 172.16 No

32 THC NEVADA, LLC CANNA VIBE 170.99 No

33 HELIOS NV, LLC HYDROVIZE 167.17 No

34 MMNV2 HOLDINGS I, LLC MEDMEN 166.83 No

35 GLOBAL HARMONY, LLC TOP NOTCH 166.34 No

36 FSWFL, LLC GREEN HARVEST  (Have A Heart) 164.83 No

37 NEVADA MEDICAL GROUP, LLC THE CLUBHOUSE DISPENSARY 164.32 No

38 GREENPOINT NEVADA, INC CHALICE FARMS 159.84 No

39 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC NWC 155.18 No

40 NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC NULEAF 152.50 No

41 NEVCANN, LLC NEVCANN 150.67 No

42 D LUX, LLC D LUX 149.83 No

43 PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES, LLC THE GREEN HEART 141.83 No

44 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

45 LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC LIBRA WELLNESS 134.17 No

46 H&K GROWERS, CORP H&K GROWERS 126.50 No

47 BLOSSUM GROUP, LLC HEALING HERB 125.50 No

48 LYNCH NATURAL PRODUCTS, LLC LNP 124.00 No

49 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 120.16 No

50 NEVADA BOTANICAL SCIENCE, INC VIGOR DISPENSARIES 115.34 No

51 NV GREEN, INC NV GREEN 105.84 No

52 MILLER FARMS, LLC LUCID 88.66 No

53 MM R&D, LLC SUNSHINE CANNABIS 64.66 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

1 ESSENCE HENDERSON, LLC ESSENCE 227.17 Yes

2 NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC THE SOURCE 222.99 No

3 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC ZENLEAF 214.50 No

4 GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV, LLC HEALTH FOR LIFE 213.33 No

5 TGIG, LLC THE GROVE 196.67 No

6 TRNVP098, LLC GRASSROOTS 196.49 No

7 CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 192.01 No

8 NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 191.67 No

9 SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER, LLC OASIS CANNABIS 180.17 No

10 CLARK NMSD, LLC NUVEDA (THE GREEN SOLUTION) 178.84 No

11 ROMBOUGH REAL ESTATE, INC MOTHER HERB 178.83 No

12 GREENPOINT NEVADA, INC CHALICE FARMS 161.17 No

13 NULEAF INCLINE DISPENSARY, LLC NULEAF 152.33 No

14 D LUX, LLC D LUX 149.83 No

15 CN LICENSECO I, INC CANA NEVADA 139.01 No

16 RURAL REMEDIES, LLC DOC'S APOTHECARY 120.16 No

Rank Business Name DBA/LOGO Score Conditional License  Yes / No

WASHOE COUNTY- SPARKS

WASHOE COUNTY- UNINCORPORATED WASHOE

NO ALLOCATION 

WASHOE COUNTY- RENO
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
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MEDICINE, LLC; GBS NEVADA 
PARTNERS, LLC; FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC; GRAVITAS NEVADA, LLC; 
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LLC; AND GREAN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, 
                                    Appellants, 
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THE STATE OF NEVADA, ON RELATION 
OF ITS DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION, 
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49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 
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363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
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333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
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INJUNCTION 
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335 
thru 
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
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341 
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374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
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343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 
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REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 
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CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
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55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
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CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
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CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 
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COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 
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DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, FRIDAY, AUGUST 16, 2019, 9:17 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  Good morning.  Are there any

4 housekeeping matters before Mr. Shevorski begins his closing

5 argument?

6 Mr. Shevorski, you're up.

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

8 It's typical in these scenarios to address the Court

9 first, but I'd like this opportunity to thank your staff for

10 putting up with for what a long, strange trip it's been.  And

11 I don't think could have happened without you.  We're

12 certainly from this side of the table and from that side of

13 the table very grateful here, all of your help, and especially

14 me, helping me find the binders over and over again.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Shevorski.  They are a

16 great staff.  Okay.

17 DEFENDANT STATE'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

18 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Very good.  Your Honor, when we

19 first started chatting in May we talked about the adversarial

20 process in the Attorney General's Office and how it was our

21 goal to be fair to this side of the table and to this side of

22 the table.  I hope we've been true to our word.  We have

23 brought every witness that has been asked, without a subpoena. 

24 We've responded and provided 50,000, over 50,000 documents

25 without a single request for production.  It was our goal in

3
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1 September of 2018 to be fair, to be honest, to be forthright. 

2 It is our goal in this hearing to be that way, as well.  And I

3 believe we've kept our word.

4 Addressing the merits, there are three

5 constitutional claims outstanding still.  I know Your Honor

6 has ruled on summary judgment with respect to the property

7 interests, but since Mr. Gentile, my friend Mr. Gentile has

8 mentioned that as the outset, I'd like to briefly touch upon

9 those.

10 Procedural due process.  My friend Mr. Gentile is

11 talking about an administrative problem.  He is not talking

12 about a constitutional one when he says that the Department

13 went outside of its authority by crafting the regulations;

14 that is an administrative problem.  It might be some other

15 reason for him openly on the merits to get relief, but it is

16 not a constitutional problem.  There is no liberty interest

17 that it's affected that he has identified that could be the

18 subject of remaining part of procedural due process.  They

19 were -- at the application -- this is not a permanent bar from

20 ever entering into a profession, if you can think back to the

21 United States Supreme Court precedent in Rah and others. 

22 There's no permanent bar here.  There is no bar from the

23 entirety of the profession.  We're talking about a retail

24 marijuana business and the hope for a license.  That is not

25 consistent with how the United States Supreme Court's defined

4
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1 a liberty interest, nor is it consistent with the precedent in

2 this state which mirrors our federal Constitution on that

3 issue.  And so the fundamental prerequisite for that claim is

4 simply not here.

5 Secondly, there still remains substantive due

6 process.  Now, admittedly, that's an illusive term.  But it's

7 not without some definition.  And when we talk about our

8 substantive due process rights we're talking about rights that

9 go back deeply rooted in ancient liberty.  And the same

10 jurisprudence has been applied recently in the Doe case by

11 Justice Periguirre in 2017 where he ruled that there isn't a

12 fundamental substantive due process right so deeply rooted in

13 ancient liberty to even use medical marijuana.  My friends on

14 this side of the table have never explained -- if you don't

15 have a right to even use -- a fundamental substantive due

16 process right to use medical marijuana, how in the world can

17 you have a right to sell it under substantive due process? 

18 The claim simply fails.

19 Finally, Your Honor, equal protection of the law. 

20 And the Malfitano case that we've talked about so often and

21 our United States Supreme Court precedent cases, what we're

22 looking at in these [unintelligible] cases is intentional

23 discrimination against person, I'm singling you out for

24 different treatment, without any rational basis.  That did not

25 -- that did not happen here.  There's been no evidence in the

5
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1 record for that.  The Malfitano case controls, the federal

2 precedence Gerhart-Lake Montana, 637 F.3d 1013 control.  Equal

3 protection under the law simply doesn't apply.

4 What we're talking about -- what we talked about in

5 May when we first got here and what we're talking about now is

6 an administrative law problem.  It will never be a

7 constitutional law problem, and it is not.  And as an

8 administrative law problem, Your Honor, that has a different

9 starting point.

10 And now I'd like to get to the questions that you

11 asked that I think my friends elided over yesterday, but

12 didn't give you very good answers.  When you first asked about

13 did the Department of Taxation exceed the scope of its

14 authority, the first thing we're talking about is authority

15 from where.  And my friend Mr. Gentile talked about the

16 initiative, but he didn't talk about the jurisprudence that

17 informs Your Honor's interpretation of an initiative and how

18 that might be different from how you would approach a typical

19 legislative act.  Even though the voters when they approve an

20 initiative are exercising legislative power, Your Honor's

21 treatment of what they've done is slightly different.

22 And it's different in an important way here.  It's

23 different because you take a liberal approach to the

24 interpretation of that initiative, and not in the political

25 sense, but in the sense that you're trying to find what the

6
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1 spirit of the initiative is and what the policy choice was

2 before the voters and did the administrative body charged with

3 implementing that policy choice -- was it faithful to the

4 spirit.  I submit, Your Honor, that the answer to that

5 question is yes.  And so the answer to the first question that

6 you asked, did the Department act outside the scope of its

7 authority, is no.  Is no.  Because you take a liberal approach

8 to the initiative, a broad approach.

9 And we need to talk about -- when we're talking

10 about acting outside the scope of the authority we need to

11 know what authority the voters gave to the Department.  And we

12 talked about a few sections with my friends yesterday, but

13 they skipped over what I believe is the most important

14 section.  And that's the section that you and I have talked

15 about previously and we talked about for a pocket brief two

16 months ago, 453D.200(1), excuse me.  Within those two

17 sentences are two grants of power.  That's what they are. 

18 There was a grant of power to the Department.  The first one

19 is "adopt all regulations necessary or convenient to carry out

20 the provisions of this chapter."  That is not a limiting

21 provision.  That is a grant of power.  "Necessary or

22 convenient."  Those are not limiting provisions.  Those are

23 broad provisions.  That is a broad grant of power to implement

24 the chapter.  And when we talked about our pocket brief maybe

25 a month or so ago there are many examples.  Usually in the
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1 Western states, where you had progressivism in the early part

2 of the Twentieth Century that I know you know about,

3 developing California.  They amended their Constitution in

4 1911, and there you have the initiative power.  And many

5 states followed suit.  And so you find these initiatives

6 typically in the Western states.  And one of them is

7 Washington, which used its initiative power here.  And they

8 have a very similar provision, except they say "necessary or

9 advisable," not "necessary or convenient."

10 And in the decision that I cited to Your Honor in

11 the pocket brief what the Washington Court of Appeals -- and

12 it's a published decision, but it is the Court of Appeals, not

13 the highest court, and what they were talking about there to

14 the determine whether or not the Department acted unlawfully

15 is what is the spirit of this initiative and did the

16 Department, the regulating body, comply with that spirit.  And

17 the answer was yes.  I submit the answer is yes here, as well. 

18 Those governing principles, the broad grant of power is where

19 we ought to start.

20 The second is another grant of power.  But it's more

21 -- I want to say more important, because it's for the

22 protection of these folks.  It's for the protection of these

23 folks.  "Regulations must not prohibit the operation of

24 marijuana establishments, either expressly or through

25 regulations that make their operation unreasonably
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1 impractical."  And I can't think of a better example of how

2 that would be so than what I heard from the general counsel of

3 Mr. Kemp's client, MM Development, when he said, "Yeah, I

4 suppose the Department and the State of Nevada could do that,

5 run a background check every second on every transfer of a

6 public share."  But that would be tragic, because he was just

7 talking about the fiscal externality of that.  It would

8 bankrupt the company.  So in that subsection (1) what we have

9 is a broad grant of power to keep in mind for the Department

10 to not run these companies into the ground.  The voters wanted

11 practical solutions in keeping with the spirit of these

12 initiative that did not run these folks into the ground.  And

13 so when we're talking about did the Department go outside the

14 scope of its authority it's important definitionally to think

15 about what that authority was.  And in each instance when the

16 voters put that in writing they gave a broad grant of power. 

17 A broad grant of power not only for the Department to do

18 what's best in health and public safety and the health of the

19 state, but also what's best in keeping with the spirit for

20 these folks, to not run them into the ground and not make it

21 unreasonably impractical.

22 So dealing with the particular sections I think Your

23 Honor wants me to address, start with 453D.200(1)(b),

24 "Qualifications for licensure that are directly and

25 demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana

9

005310



1 establishment."  I submit to Your Honor that that section is

2 ambiguous.  The definition of "ambiguous" is -- are differing

3 interpretations that are reasonable."  I can't think of a

4 better example to show ambiguity than when my friends on this

5 side, particularly Serenity, brought in a sociolinguist to

6 tell the Court what that meant.  That is an admission that

7 that section is ambiguous.  Because if it takes an expert to

8 explain it, it's ambiguous.

9 Moreover, Your Honor, the expert got it wrong in an

10 important way, because she skipped over the part of the grant

11 of power, but also she's misinterpreting the "shall include"

12 language.  That symbolizes a nonexhaustive list.  A

13 nonexhaustive list.  It doesn't say that this is only going to

14 be one of the regulations of the Department, it just says they

15 shall include.  Moreover, when you determine ambiguity you

16 need to look at the entire chapter as a whole.  And so when we

17 cross-reference the competitive bidding statute at .210(6) 

18 there's no cross-reference back to qualifications.  There's no

19 limitation that says, hey, Department, if you're going to

20 score applications you must only use qualifications directly

21 and demonstrably related to operation of a marijuana -- it

22 doesn't say that.  If they wanted to, certainly they could. 

23 But they didn't.

24 So in looking at the chapter as a whole we have a

25 broad grant of power, a nonexhaustive list, and so thinking
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1 about the question you asked about diversity, does the

2 Department have the power from the voters to include diversity

3 in its competitive bidding process?  Absolutely.  Absolutely. 

4 You don't need to read "directly and demonstrably" to common

5 to that conclusion, because the power is there anyways.  It's

6 a nonexhaustive list.  And the only requirement from the

7 voters on competitive bidding that it be numeric and

8 impartial.  Numeric and impartial.  No other indication, no

9 command from the voters to what to include.

10 But I submit to Your Honor, I submit to Your Honor

11 because the phrase "directly and demonstrably" is not defined

12 anywhere, because "operation" is not defined anywhere, and

13 because the plaintiffs' own expert Mr. Seaborn got on the

14 stand and agreed with us many different people can have a

15 different interpretation of that section.  That is what Mr.

16 Seaborn said.  We agree.

17 However, in the administrative law world, where many

18 people can agree or disagree, we get deference.  The

19 Department of Taxation gets great deference.  And if people

20 can have an equally rational solution and think that that's

21 okay, well, that's fine, that's what we debate about.  But in

22 the courtroom our interpretation controls over an ambiguous

23 provision that we're charged with interpreting.  We came to a

24 reasonable, rational solution and said that diversity is

25 directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a
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1 marijuana establishment.  And I submit that an important

2 plaintiff agrees.  You need look no further than if you went

3 today on Nevada Wellness Center's Website and looked at their

4 advisory board, they would be informing the Court how

5 important diversity is to their operation.  And "operation" is

6 not defined by the voters. But we can think of a definition,

7 can we?  Human resources.  Very important diversity, because

8 inherent diversity, people have shared experience.  It's not

9 irrational to think that that shared experience is important

10 to human resources.  It's not irrational to think that the

11 shared experience of the end user of these products with the

12 board members or the advisory board members is important. 

13 It's so important that if you went on Nevada Wellness Center's

14 Website today, you would see it, how they trumpet diversity, 

15 we share your experience, your inherent experience.  So not

16 only is that, you know -- if that section is ambiguous, we get

17 the deference.  We are within our authority.

18 But I submit to you, Your Honor, even if it wasn't,

19 diversity is directly and demonstrably related to the

20 operation of a marijuana establishment.  And I submit it's an

21 important one.  It's the important one.  It should be

22 respected.

23 With respect to the address, now, when I was

24 thinking last night what an important section that my friends

25 overlook is right above 453D.200(1)(b).  It's (1)(a).  And in
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1 that section is plenary power to the Department of Taxation to

2 establish "Procedures for the issuance, suspension, and

3 revocation of a license of a marijuana establishment."  That

4 plenary power certainly includes the power to create

5 conditional licensure, which is precisely what they did.  That

6 is a broad grant of power.  And so if you don't read

7 subsection .210(5) in isolation, which is what my friends want

8 to do, you see in (5) of .210 there is no definition of

9 "approve."  It doesn't say when it's to be approved.  And

10 because we have the power to have conditional licensure

11 granted to us by the voters, we certainly have the power to

12 say, you don't have to include an address.  You could, you

13 can.  If you have -- if you're the owner, if you have the

14 written permission of the applicant, you can.  But it's not

15 required.  It certainly isn't compelled by the initiative.

16 And importantly, Your Honor, this all goes back to

17 what were the facts on the grounds that the voters knew when

18 this was being enacted?  My friends operate here in the

19 Southern part of the state.  But this -- the State's concerned

20 statewide.  Mr. Terry got on the stand and explained the

21 situation in the rurals.  According to Mr. Terry's unrebutted

22 testimony, it would be impossible to get an address in the

23 rural counties where there's a moratorium.  And so when we're

24 creating a application with that reality, it makes no sense to

25 require an address where it would be impossible.
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1 And also, Your Honor, if we talk -- there was some

2 talk about gamesmanship.  And, as you know, [unintelligible],

3 we don't play that game.  But I will say that if we're talking

4 about physical addresses, no one put before Your Honor,

5 whether it be Mr. Thomas, no one put before Your Honor -- or

6 Mr. Scolari, even, a binding lease.  What they -- what Mr.

7 Scolari testified to is those were nonbinding, there was no

8 obligation on either side.  And so, yes, they did -- there was

9 some effort there.  But was that -- did they have the written

10 permission of the property?  No.  Because there's no --

11 there's nothing to bind the property owner, Mr. Scolari said.

12 That property owner could have walked and said no.  Could have

13 said no.  And so the address there really is fool's gold. 

14 There's nothing to bind them there.  They could have moved it,

15 the next property owner could have said no.  More importantly,

16 they can move the address.  There's nothing that my friends

17 have shown where it would be unlawful in the initiative to

18 move the address.  They just have to get approval from us.

19 And so when you take into consideration the fact

20 that we have plenary power to create the conditional licensure

21 it's certainly not outside our power to not have people submit

22 a property address.

23 But addressing the community impact part, the

24 community doesn't mean physical address.  It's a broader term. 

25 It doesn't appear in the initiative.  It appears in our
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1 application.  But it's a broader term.  It doesn't mean the

2 4,000 square feet on the corner.  There's no -- and this is

3 our interpretation of it.  It's from -- it's our

4 interpretation of our own regulations.  We get great deference

5 for that.  And think again, Your Honor.  We are not operating

6 where these fellows talking about, you know, the very

7 expensive 20 miles away from the Strip.  We're talking about

8 the entire state.  You don't need a physical address to know

9 about the community impact if you're talking about a negative

10 impact, even.  You know, homogenous county, one of the rurals

11 perhaps.  But community impact is broader.  It's not just the

12 facility location.  What are going to do for the community? 

13 That is included in there, as well.  How is this new

14 stakeholder in the community going to interact with them?  

15 That's part of what we're interested in.  It's not the

16 address.  It's not synonymous with location. It's much

17 broader.  And so for my friends to say that somehow we didn't

18 comply with our own regulations because the property address

19 there -- wasn't there, because then you can't score community

20 -- that is just wrong, because they're defining the term too

21 narrowly, too narrowly.  And if there's a dispute between the

22 plaintiffs and the Department about the meaning of that term,

23 we get great deference.  And I submit that we did not abuse

24 our discretion there.

25 With respect to the building plans, again, this is a
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1 statewide project, a statewide roll-out.  There were going to

2 be people or entities applying for licensure throughout this

3 state in counties where the local zoning boards did not

4 approve.   Mr. Terry got on the stand.  His testimony is

5 unrebutted.  It would have been impossible, impossible.  That

6 does not mean that we can't score a building plan or a floor

7 plan.  That doesn't mean that we can't score that.  We can

8 look at the plan and come to a determination as to adequacy. 

9 As Ms. Cronkhite explained, as to the flow, dare I say even

10 the risk of Norovirus.

11           THE COURT:  Norovirus.

12 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Norovirus.  I apologize, Your Honor.

13           THE COURT:  If we're going to talk about

14 epidemiology, we have to use the right words.

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Fair enough, Your Honor.  I'm not

16 going to talk about it anymore.

17           THE COURT:  Okay.

18 MR. SHEVORSKI:  But you don't need -- there's no -- 

19 there's no indication that you need a property address to

20 thoughtfully consider the prospective proposed marijuana

21 establishment, because it's not just -- certainly you could

22 consider that it might be relevant to know the property

23 address, but it's not necessary certainly in a statewide

24 project where you couldn't even get a building, as Mr. Terry

25 said, because it was unlawful.  And we were certainly -- we
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1 did not act outside of our authority, we did not abuse our

2 discretion when we did not require a property address, because

3 it simply was not necessary.  And if there are disputes about

4 whether it was a good system or a bad system or you could have

5 had a better system, that is not what we're here for.  What

6 we're here for is an abuse of discretion.  And my friend Mr.

7 Bice is going to talk about possibly why what the plaintiffs

8 are here for is not consistent with the preliminary injunction

9 standard.  And we've agreed that Mr. Bice is going to handle

10 that part of the argument.

11           THE COURT:  Because he loves writs.

12 MR. SHEVORSKI:  He does.  He does.  So I won't touch

13 on that any further.  To put a button it, you do not need a

14 property address, especially for the statewide project where

15 it was illegal at the time to even enter into a lease.  Mr.

16 Terry said no one would do it.

17 Finally, Your Honor, the relief requested.  We don't

18 care who ends up with these licenses.  It's not our -- we are

19 here to show Your Honor that we did our level best, acted

20 fairly, and we'll accept Your Honor's decision whatever it is. 

21 But I submit to you the relief they're requesting has very

22 little to do with typical preliminary injunction practice.

23 And I will -- I want to end by talking about the

24 background check and how that's related.  We talked about

25 ambiguous.  And Your Honor asked about cure, I submit to you
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1 that the background check provision is ambiguous.  The word

2 "prospective" is in there.  When is that to occur?  The voters

3 gave no indication of that.  Your Honor asked about cure.  If

4 Your Honor would have called out and said, everyone needs to

5 do a background check, there is a possibility to cure that,

6 because it says right in the statute "prospective."  My

7 friends like to concentrate on the word "each."  But the word

8 "prospective" is in there.  And they provide no definition of

9 it.  And they certainly don't explain how the failure to do a

10 background check at that time, in September of 2018 up until

11 December of 2018, harmed them in any way or certainly

12 threatened them with irreparable harm.  If that provision --

13 if Your Honor's holding was that has to be -- the literal word

14 of that, every second day there has to be a background check

15 on public companies, we will do our level best to comply with

16 it, if it's possible.  My friends from this side of the table

17 one after another said it was impossible.

18 And so what I would encourage Your Honor to do is to

19 go back to 453D.200(1) and interpret that provision to say

20 that the 5 percent rule is a rational, reasonable

21 interpretation.  I understand, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Okay.

23 MR. SHEVORSKI:  But I'd like to take two seconds to

24 try to convince you otherwise.  Because that provision in

25 453D.200(1) tells us to be conscious not to regulate these
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1 people into the ground.  And I submit that what we did there

2 by creating the 5 percent provision is consistent with that

3 goal, is consistent with the spirit of the initiative and

4 consistent also with -- again, the general I believe of MM

5 Development testified that there is no threat to public safety

6 if you don't background check a person who owns one share of a

7 publicly traded company.

8 Finally, the 5 percent rule.  That is not taken out

9 of thin air.  It's a reasonable compromise, no different than

10 the compromise made by -- in the gaming world where they have

11 5 percent rules or 10 percent.  It represents a reasonable

12 compromise where the State, who's charged with regulating

13 particular industries, tries to balance competing concerns and

14 comes up with a number.  Is there such a thing as a perfect

15 number?  No.  But it represents a reasonable compromise, and

16 it's within our power to find that compromise.  And I submit

17 that that's what we did.  It's no more picked out of thin air

18 than when Mr. Miller was talking about SARS in the currently

19 regulates with the $5,000 rule.  Could they have picked a

20 different number?  Sure.  But no one's calling that $5,000

21 rule as somehow that's an abuse of discretion.  It represents

22 a reasonable compromise.

23 Your Honor, I believe that we did -- we acted within

24 the scope of our authority.  I believe we crafted reasonable

25 regulations that were consistent with the spirit and the
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1 intent of the voters.  I would ask that Your Honor deny the

2 preliminary injunction.

3           THE COURT:  Before you sit down I would ask you to

4 specifically address the incomplete information available to

5 some applicants related to two issues.  Some were told that

6 diversity would be a tiebreaker, and the information related

7 to requirement of a physical location because of

8 communications by various employees of the Department of

9 Taxation with other people.

10 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Certainly, Your Honor.

11 With respect to -- I'll take the first issue that

12 you talked about first.

13           THE COURT:  Well, it's generally one issue.

14 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Generally one --

15           THE COURT:  It's the incomplete information to some

16 but not others.

17 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Incomplete information.  Right.  So

18 the tiebreaker issue.  Number one is I would say it's actually

19 true, diversity is a tiebreaker if people have the same score. 

20 It's in the regulation.  However, my friends never tell you

21 when they heard that information.  We're here on a preliminary

22 injunction.  They don't say that that was -- that diversity --

23 they were told diversity was a tiebreaker prior to the

24 application --

25           THE COURT:  I had your own employees testify to
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1 that.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Not prior.  It was --

3           THE COURT:  They said that was what they were told

4 it was going to be.

5 MR. SHEVORSKI:  But it is a tiebreaker, Your Honor.

6 In the case where competing applications have the same score

7 it is a tiebreaker.  However, also, Your Honor, what we're

8 here on in the preliminary injunction world is what is the

9 harm, how were they harmed by being told that information.  No

10 one has testified and provided concrete evidence to Your Honor

11 that that harmed them in any way.

12 Now, certainly it would be unfortunate, but there is

13 no reliance, there's no injury from hearing that information. 

14 So if that was true, and I'll accept that it was true, in this 

15 instance where is the harm for the purposes of this hearing to

16 show that there is going -- that preliminary injunction needs

17 to be in place for the duration until the trial on the merits

18 based upon that information?  My friends haven't even

19 attempted to argue that to Your Honor or show that to Your

20 Honor with any concrete evidence.

21 With respect to the address, there is a legal remedy

22 for that.  A legal remedy.  If you believe that the State of

23 Nevada misled you and you spent money based upon being misled,

24 you have two options, submit an administrative claim and say,

25 hey, you lied to me, I spent this money, I want it back, I --
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1           THE COURT:  Subject to the statutory cap.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Subject to the statutory cap.  But

3 no one has testified that that statutory cap would even

4 pierced in this instance.  No one's put forward that evidence

5 to Your Honor now.  You might infer that it's higher.

6           THE COURT:  You and I know the statutory cap is,

7 what, 50 grand?

8 MR. SHEVORSKI:  It's a hundred, Your Honor.

9           THE COURT:  Hundred.  Okay.

10 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I asked about it.

11           THE COURT:  And you've got to go through the Board

12 of Examiners to get it, so --

13 MR. SHEVORSKI:  After -- over a hundred you do,

14 below a hundred you do not.

15           THE COURT:  Okay.

16 MR. SHEVORSKI:  However, there is a legal remedy. 

17 You may -- and no one has said it's inadequate.  What they

18 have attempted to do is bootstrap that into this proceeding

19 when we're talking -- what we're only concerned with is is

20 there going to be imminent harm that if you don't stop the

21 train during the pendency of this litigation I am going to

22 suffer imminent harm.  No one has said that related to that. 

23 No one has said -- no one has provided concrete evidence that

24 being told that a property address was required caused -- is

25 going to cause them imminent harm.  If anything, Your Honor,
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1 that's a claim for damages if there's a legal remedy if that

2 was true.  There's a legal remedy for that, and it would not

3 be the basis for a preliminary injunction.

4 However, I would also say, Your Honor, is after we

5 produced the ListServ no one has gotten on the stand and said

6 that, that information didn't go to my company.  They said, it

7 didn't go to me, Mr. Hawkins, for example.  But he identified

8 his email address, his company's email address in the ListServ

9 at 2021.  And if you went to their Website right now, you

10 would see that email address.  No one has said that, it didn't

11 go to my company.  Even Mr. Thomas when he was on the stand

12 said he didn't check the Website, he didn't know if his

13 company got it.  He knows that he didn't get it, but not that

14 his company -- and this is someone who's extraordinarily

15 sophisticated, extraordinarily sophisticated, and he was not

16 willing to say that his company didn't get it, some person in

17 his company didn't get it or it wasn't available, they

18 couldn't have found it on the Website.  What he said was he

19 didn't know if they had.

20 So I would submit to you there's no concrete

21 evidence at this stage -- it's not appropriate for a

22 preliminary injunction anyways, but there's concrete evidence

23 that anyone was somehow misled by 5 and 5A.  Thank you, Your

24 Honor.

25           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Shevorski.
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1 Mr. Bice.

2 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT ESSENCE'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

3 MR. BICE:  Thank you, Your Honor.

4 Your Honor, I am positive that during rebuttal I

5 will be criticized as being one of the newcomers to the case

6 and so that everything I say should just be disregarded.  But

7 I would point out to the Court that when they do that that's

8 the typical response when you can't respond to the message so

9 you criticize the speaker.

10 We're going to split this up as best we can amongst

11 the defense team over here, Your Honor, and I appreciate the

12 Court.

13           THE COURT:  Just remember I've got to get Mr. Koch

14 to trial by 1:00 o'clock.

15 MR. BICE:  Yes.  He's actually coming right after

16 me, Your Honor.  I'm not going to be that long.

17 So when I sat here yesterday, Your Honor, I was very

18 interested, because I heard a closing argument on a trial on

19 the merits.  I did not hear a preliminary injunction hearing. 

20 I didn't even here really a discussion about the preliminary

21 injunction standard.  When I started hearing this --

22           THE COURT:  You know I know what that is, though.

23 MR. BICE:  Oh, absolutely.  You're not -- but you're

24 not the problem here.  You're making the decision, but, Your

25 Honor, this is a preliminary injunction hearing.  This matter
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1 has been coordinated in front of Her Honor on a preliminary --

2           THE COURT:  Only on the preliminary injunction

3 hearings.

4 MR. BICE:  Exactly.  So this is not a writ

5 proceeding, this is not a mandamus proceeding --

6           THE COURT:  Not yet.

7 MR. BICE:  Right.  But it's not a mandamus or

8 prohibition proceeding challenging governmental action.  This

9 is a motion for preliminary injunction.  You know what

10 preliminary injunction is.  But I'm going to focus on one

11 aspect of it that really -- it is designed to halt a

12 particular type of harm that the law says that plaintiff is

13 entitled to be protected against until a trial on the merits

14 can occur.  That's all it's about.  That's the sole scope of

15 it, and that is as a matter of law what a preliminary

16 injunction is all about.

17 So the question is a straightforward one.  What is

18 going to happen during that window, from today until a trial

19 on the merits what is going to happen that this -- that you

20 have a legally protectable right to be protected against,

21 okay?  Because that's the only thing a preliminary injunction

22 is about, that window and what is irreparably going to harm

23 you that you are entitled to be protected against.

24 When you listen to the plaintiffs they don't

25 identify anything.  Their injury here, Your Honor, supposedly
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1 their injury is, we didn't get a license.  Their injury isn't

2 that the defendants got a license.  That's not their injury. 

3 Their injury is, well, we didn't get a license.  The

4 preliminary injunction isn't going to give them a license.  A

5 preliminary injunction, the injunction that they are seeking

6 is to halt my clients and the rest of these successful

7 applicants from using the licenses that they were awarded. 

8 That's not an injury to the plaintiffs.  The plaintiffs'

9 theory here, Your Honor, is the most cynical, and that is, if

10 I can't have it, no one could have it.  That's not a

11 preliminary injunction.  That's not a proper exercise of

12 judicial power to simply say, because I can't have something,

13 you can't have it, either.  They have identified no -- is a

14 preliminary injunction going to award them revenues?  No.  Is

15 it going to award them anything?  No.

16 Now, in reading the transcript what I saw was

17 repeatedly an assertion that the theory of harm that

18 supposedly will be protected by a preliminary injunction is

19 what they -- this vague reference to market share.  But I

20 noticed yesterday I don't think that word was uttered once. 

21 And I don't think it was an accident, because, as we and the

22 other defendants have pointed out in our closing briefing,

23 Your Honor, the law is clear on that.  That is not a legally

24 protectable interest upon which you may obtain injunctive

25 relief, market share.  These regulations that the State is
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1 applying are about protecting the public health and welfare. 

2 They're not about protecting the market share of applicants. 

3 I cannot come to you and say, you know, Your Honor, I think

4 that the State Bar of Nevada has gotten very lax in who it

5 gives law licenses to so I want you to enjoin all future law

6 license applicants until we have a trial on the merits about

7 the State's laxness in terms of licensing.

8           THE COURT:  So you don't like the bar passage rate

9 being lowered, huh?

10 MR. BICE:  Exactly.  Right.  That's eroding my

11 market share.  Every business could come to the Court and say,

12 any new competitor erodes my market share.  That is not a

13 legally protectable interest, by the way, and it certainly

14 isn't entitlement to a preliminary injunction.  And that is

15 what we have pointed out, Your Honor.  You know, I

16 characterize it, Your Honor, as standing, because this is why

17 it is standing.  I don't dispute that they have standing for

18 certain types of claims here.  I heard actually an argument

19 about standing yesterday that it's actually meritorious on

20 standing.  That was from Mr. Kemp.  When Mr. Kemp says he had

21 the dispute about scoring -- now, others are going to address

22 that and point out that he's wrong on that, but a dispute

23 about scoring is standing for writ relief.  If you actually

24 wanted to seek mandamus, that would be -- you would actually

25 have legal standing.
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1           THE COURT:  So let me ask you the question, given

2 that admission.

3 MR. BICE:  Yes.

4           THE COURT:  Since there are a limited number of

5 licenses available --

6 MR. BICE:  Yes.

7           THE COURT:  -- if Mr. Kemp was successful on his

8 math error issue --

9 MR. BICE:  Yep.

10           THE COURT:  -- there would be no available licenses

11 unless an injunction was previously issued to allow those

12 licenses to be held in abeyance pending determination of that.

13 MR. BICE:  No.

14           THE COURT:  Tell me why.

15 MR. BICE:  That's not accurate.  And here's why. 

16 Because if he proved to be right on that, the State would then

17 have to take action to solve that problem.  It would either

18 have to go in and say, okay, it turned out we were wrong, the

19 score was lower than the lowest score appropriate -- which, by

20 the way, is what happened in the NuLeaf case, which I'm going

21 to talk about here -- and so therefore that license has to be

22 taken from them.  And that was --

23           THE COURT:  But they weren't open yet on the NuLeaf

24 case, because they were still having issues with the zoning

25 and approval --
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1 MR. BICE:  That's right.

2           THE COURT:  -- by the Commissions and the City

3 Councils.

4 MR. BICE:  That's right.  But Mr. Ferrario's client

5 did actually open and then did have to -- and lost his license

6 on the appeal to the Supreme Court.  So the State can -- the

7 State will have to address that.  Or, if the Court rules that

8 the State has to give them a license, the State will have to

9 solve that problem if they could win at a proceeding on the

10 merits.  We're not here -- that's not where we're at.  We're

11 here on a motion for preliminary injunction where the question

12 is what is going to happen between now and a trial on the

13 merits that you will be irreparably harmed.  That's not what

14 is before -- that is not what they are arguing.

15 So they're asking you -- they're saying --  you

16 know, when people file a lawsuit against the State, for

17 example, and say, they deprived me of due process --

18           THE COURT:  You've never done that.

19 MR. BICE:  I've done that many times.  But what

20 happens is you're adjudicating --

21           THE COURT:  That was sarcasm, Mr. Bice.

22 MR. BICE:  Right.  You're adjudicating my rights, I

23 was deprived.  If I believed that I was improperly denied

24 access to a university, either on racial discrimination

25 grounds or public university on racial discrimination grounds
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1 or something else, and there's a limited number of slots, I

2 don't get to go in to the court and say, enjoin all admissions

3 to the university until I get an adjudication.

4 Let's just deal with Mr. Kemp, right.  He's got one

5 license, apparently, where he says he quarrels with the

6 scoring.  He wants to enjoin 61 licenses.  My client scored

7 first.  He wants to enjoin 61 licenses on that theory.  That,

8 Your Honor, is not a preliminary injunction, that is an --

9 that is basically an adjudication on the merits, and it's not

10 about protecting him against irreparable harm.  It actually is

11 just about harming his competitors and using the legal process

12 to do that.

13 So let me turn, Your Honor, to -- you know, we cite

14 the caselaw to you.  And this is why, Your Honor, I

15 characterize it as standing, because standing, as the U.S.

16 Supreme Court has said, is -- it's claim specific and it is

17 relief specific.  So you have to have standing for the claim,

18 and you have to have standing for each form of relief you're

19 seeking.  And that's the Daimler-Chrysler case, you remember,

20 at 547 US 332.  They do not have standing -- and that's why in

21 our brief I've characterized it this way -- to enjoin the

22 government from honoring licenses to third parties. 

23 McDonald's might not like the building across the street run

24 by Burger King and they might think that the government isn't

25 enforcing the health care -- the sanitary laws sufficiently
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1 against Burger King, but they can't go in and get an

2 injunction against the government that says, don't allow them

3 to open because it's going to eat into my market share.  Those

4 laws are not about protecting your market share.

5 The fire marshal case that we gave you where the

6 fireworks makers got an injunction against the fire marshal

7 because he supposedly wasn't applying the laws stringent

8 enough against others, and the court granted him an injunction

9 saying -- enjoining the fire marshal from issuing certificates

10 to other people.  And the court said that's error, those laws

11 are not about protecting your market share, you don't get to

12 do that and particularly on a preliminary injunction.

13 What is going to happen between now and a trial,

14 Your Honor, that this injunction is going to protect them

15 against that is irreparable?  Nothing.  All it's going to do

16 is harm my clients and harm the public and keep the black

17 market in play, because now there won't be as many people out

18 there satisfying the public's desire for this product.  That's

19 all that this is about, if I can't have it, you can't have it.

20 But I don't deny, I do not deny that an injunction

21 -- if an injunction were appropriate in those circumstances it

22 would be very valuable.  Because you know what it does?  It

23 makes my client's license a hostage.  And what's the value of

24 a hostage?  Ransom.  That's the value of a hostage.  And

25 that's what this is about, enjoin the State, make their
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1 license a hostage, and then we'll negotiate a ransom for the

2 release of the hostages.  That's -- you would be hard pressed

3 to find a more improper grounds for injunctive relief, a claim

4 in equity.  And that's what this is really about, Your Honor.

5 This preliminary injunction that they've asked for

6 is not going to stop any irreparable harm between now and a

7 trial on the merits.  And it is just cynical to say, well, if

8 I can't have, they can't have it, either.

9 Your Honor has been extraordinarily patient.  When I

10 read this transcript it just reminds me, thank goodness I

11 don't have that job and I how I would not be suited for that

12 job, because this -- the Court has given the plaintiffs day

13 after day after day for 18 days on a preliminary injunction to

14 prove some sort of irreparable harm, which is the cornerstone

15 of preliminary injunctive relief, irreparable harm, how you

16 are going to be protected from that irreparable harm until the

17 trial on the merits can occur.  And despite all of that time

18 and all of that passage of time they've presented nothing in

19 that regard.  All we ever -- all I can see from the transcript

20 and all I ever heard about while I was in here was this word

21 "market share."  And market share is not an irreparable harm.

22 Now, Mr. Bult yesterday made an interesting

23 argument.  I thought it was interesting.  He said, well, the

24 irreparable harm -- because I think he's the only one that

25 addressed it -- the irreparable harm is you heard that we need
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1 an integrative license and if we don't get an integrative

2 license we won't -- we may not survive, some people may not

3 survive, okay.  That was his argument.  Is this preliminary

4 injunction going to give them an integrative license?  No. 

5 Between now and the trial on the merits will they get an

6 integrative license?  No.  So the preliminary injunction, the

7 relief they are asking for, there's no nexus to the injury

8 that they claim they are suffering.  And that's the problem

9 with this motion.  If you want to seek writ relief, a writ of

10 prohibition, i.e., on the merits, that's what a writ of

11 prohibition against state government is about.  But a

12 preliminary injunction, telling state government, please

13 punish my competitor while I see whether or not I have a claim

14 against the State, is not appropriate.

15 So then I want to just turn, Your Honor, briefly to

16 the merits, because I do want to address NuLeaf, because it

17 was one of my cases.  And I think it's very important here,

18 because some of the arguments I have seen and heard are just

19 deja vu.  And in that regard, Your Honor, I actually pulled

20 out one of the briefs from NuLeaf yesterday and read it and

21 had a good chuckle to myself; because what is the argument

22 that was made in NuLeaf?  NuLeaf had actually had a location,

23 but it had been denied a special use permit.  But the statute

24 said, in order to apply you had to submit -- and this is the

25 key word that everybody seized upon, in fact, here's one of
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1 their brief where it's bold, highlighted, and underlined, this

2 word --

3           THE COURT:  Sounds like Mr. Ferrario to me.

4 MR. BICE:  That was Mr. Shapiro.  But Mr. Ferrario

5 did the same thing, bold, highlighted, and underlined -- or

6 italicsed and underlined.  It says that they have to submit

7 all these things in order to admit their application, and that

8 included land use approval from the local jurisdiction, all

9 building authorizations, or a letter from the City, okay. 

10 "All" means all.  Just read it.  "All" means all, black and

11 white.  And Judge Johnson said, yep, I agree with that, it's

12 black and white, "all" means all.  The Nevada Supreme Court

13 said, no, it doesn't, because you have to read the statute

14 entirety in its context.

15 And that's all the more important in a case like

16 this where the State is being called upon for the first time

17 to implement a new statutory scheme.  That's where its --

18 that's where its discretion is at its apex.  So when you look

19 at NuLeaf and you recognize what's the Nevada Supreme Court

20 pointing out there, there are -- yes, it says "all," but, you

21 know what, there are other provisions of the statute that make

22 that somewhat inapplicable or difficult to comply with, and

23 the State has the discretion to solve those problems

24 administratively and to figure out how to do it.

25 And that's the -- that's where I want to turn next
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1 to, Your Honor, is the two points that you raised yesterday,

2 the location issue and then just briefly on the issue about

3 the background.

4 On the location issue, Your Honor, the State just

5 told you, and I believe it was Mr. Terry, my recollection,

6 this is a statewide system.  There are many jurisdictions,

7 it's not just the cow counties.  Henderson is an example.  The

8 City of Henderson the State was allocating licenses to.  The

9 City of Henderson had a moratorium.  You can't have an actual

10 address in the city of Henderson.  You can't have an actual

11 address in some of these jurisdictions.  How does the State

12 solve that?  Well, apparently, if the plaintiffs had their

13 way, you'd have to have two different standards, one for

14 places that wouldn't allow an address and one for places that

15 would.  And you know what, had the State done that, they'd be

16 screaming from the mountaintops about how discriminatory that

17 is and how outrageous that the State would engage in such a

18 practice.  But the State, to its credit, solves that problem

19 in a very reasonable and appropriate fashion.  Because it has

20 the power to issue conditional licenses, you could apply, and

21 then you have to show them that location and make sure it

22 satisfies all the criteria.  That's what the State is doing

23 here.  It's no different than what was going on in NuLeaf

24 where NuLeaf had actually been denied a land use permit.  The

25 location that they picked, the City said no.  But what did the
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1 State say -- or the Nevada Supreme Court say, that's not

2 disqualifying, because they can petition the State, they could

3 go seek other locations, and that is -- there's nothing

4 inappropriate about that.  The same is true here today.

5 With respect to this background investigation issue,

6 Your Honor, I just want to touch on that briefly for the

7 following point.  My client, it doesn't impact them.  My

8 client, the Essence folks, they were all fully vetted and

9 background investigated.  So even if the Court thought there

10 was some problem with that, there's no grounds to enjoin the

11 operation of Essence's license.  They had their backgrounds

12 investigated.

13 But let's deal again with "each."  You know, they

14 pound on the word "each."  They say, each, each, each.  "Each

15 means all, "each" means every.  The State recognizes, and you

16 heard it from the witnesses, that is impossible to comply

17 with.  And I'm going to leave others to address that, Your

18 Honor.

19 So in closing, Your Honor, I just -- on two

20 additional points.  On this issue about the location and on

21 the issue of backgrounds, Your Honor, on any challenge that

22 they are making to the regulations laches applies.  This is

23 exactly Miller versus Burke, Your Honor.  That's exactly what

24 this is.  They sat back and applied and waited to see if they

25 were successful, and only when they weren't successful did
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1 they jump forward and say, haha, those regulations were

2 invalid.  That was the same thing that initiative opponents

3 did in that case.  They sat back, they waited, they let

4 everybody spend money, and then only when they lost did they

5 jump -- spring forward and say, aha, the initiative was

6 invalid.  And the Nevada Supreme Court said, too late, you had

7 the ability to challenge that before all the time, money, and

8 effort was spent by everybody else.

9 And the same should apply here.  This is too late. 

10 If you wanted to complain about the location, you wanted to

11 complain about diversity, you wanted to complain about this

12 background investigation, all of which you knew about and

13 applied under, you could have brought your challenge, you

14 could have sought dec relief against those before everybody

15 spent tons of money.

16 And then finally, Your Honor, no one's talking about

17 this, but the balance of hardships.  As I've already pointed

18 out to you, this injunction is not about guarding any sort of

19 irreparable harm to them in the interim period, but it will

20 impose a gigantic hardship on my clients and all the other

21 successful parties, as well as the public at large.  Mr.

22 Yemenidjian, Your Honor, testified uncontroverted, no one

23 disputes it, because his background in finance and knowledge

24 of this stuff cannot be challenged, that just in the Southern

25 Nevada locations they will lose $2.8 million per year per
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1 license.  Just on those five licenses in Southern Nevada, Your

2 Honor.  If the injunction were to last 16 or 18 months, a year

3 and a half, they will be out over $20 million.  And that's

4 just on the profit end.  That doesn't include all the time,

5 money, and effort that they've already spent.  That -- again,

6 they are harmed, the public is harmed.  The injunction -- such

7 an injunction would frustrate them, frustrate the public, and

8 it's not an injunction that would diminish the harm to the

9 plaintiffs.  All it would do is reward the plaintiff by

10 saying, if I can't have it, no one should have it.  And that's

11 not the basis for injunctive relief.  Thank you, Your Honor.

12           THE COURT:  Thank you.

13 Mr. Koch.

14 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT NOR'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

15 MR. KOCH:  Thank you, Your Honor.  You know, we

16 started this hearing May 24th, the day after school got out,

17 and here we are, kids are back in school, here we are on the

18 preliminary injunction hearing.  Why have we been here so

19 long?  Well, I would submit to you the reason why is we're at

20 a hearing in search of a legally cognizable grievance. 

21 Throughout this proceeding and in the complaint certain

22 assertions were made, but at this hearing new things have come

23 up.  We made a list of over 60 items that the plaintiffs have

24 raised, and I would say it's everything but the kitchen sink,

25 but there is the hand sink listed on there.  Even the hand
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1 sink.  It's right there.  And so we've wandered from side to

2 side.  The plaintiffs say, well, the Department was partial,

3 went out on dares with people, they had partiality.  In the

4 next breath they say, well, you were too impartial, you didn't

5 supervise the people that were being somehow influence, they

6 didn't supervise the Manpower people, they didn't go in and

7 micromanage them, you should have had more oversight with the

8 people that we were partial.  So they're blamed for being

9 partial, they're blamed for being impartial.  And on virtually

10 every side of this coin there are arguments being made both

11 ways, because the plaintiffs on this side, we're all in the

12 same boat.  Everybody in this room, it might have been a few

13 points, maybe we're just a few points over the line, maybe

14 we're way down the list, but we can all agree everybody here

15 wanted more licenses.  But there weren't enough licenses to go

16 around.

17 So the Department had to make a decision on how it

18 was going to allocate those licenses, and it had to use a

19 numerically scored and impartial system.  That's really what

20 were here for.  Plaintiffs have challenged all sorts of

21 problems with the imperfect system, with imperfect people

22 applying that imperfect system.  And I don't think as I sat

23 here and listened to government employees that I thought, wow,

24 these are perfect government employees who did everything

25 right.  In fact, there were times I thought we wavered and
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1 though, man, there were a lot of problems going I'm hearing

2 right now.  But that's what the system allows for.  It does

3 not allow for the legislative, administrative body to be

4 overseen and changed by an imperfect judicial system.  There's

5 no perfect system.  They're doing the best that they can.

6 And really the ultimate aspect of this as was talked

7 about, the estoppel and laches aspect of this, the Miller case

8 really is right on point, as Mr. Bice indicated.  A little

9 analogy here.  We're here in a Business Court case.  The

10 Serenity case is a business case, filed as a business case. 

11 If you look at the Business Court designations in those rules

12 specifically carved out from business cases under EDCR

13 1.61(b)(1) it says, "The granting, denying, withholding of any

14 government approvals, permits, licenses, variances,

15 registrations, or findings of suitability are not Business

16 Court cases."  Yet here we are.  Everybody's shown up,

17 everybody's argued.  We've spent literally millions, I'm

18 assuming, in attorneys' fees.  We've submitted briefs, we've

19 called witnesses, we've made objections that all have been

20 overruled, and here we are at the end of this making our

21 arguments --

22           THE COURT:  There were some that have been

23 sustained.

24 MR. KOCH:  There have been a few.  There have been a

25 few.
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1           THE COURT:  There's a list.  Somebody's keeping a

2 list of the sustained ones.

3 MR. KOCH:  All right.  So let's come to the end of

4 this at some point.  Maybe today, maybe next week the Judge

5 makes her decision --

6           THE COURT:  Not today.

7 MR. KOCH:  -- and that decision is made and

8 whichever party is unhappy with that decision comes back and

9 says, oh, this wasn't a Business Court case, we should have

10 never been there, let's go back to Department 8 where Mr.

11 Kemp's case was filed, that's the first case filed, that's

12 where we should have been, so let's throw out everything that

13 we did here, all the money that was spent, all the time that

14 was spent sitting here, all the witness that was had, let's

15 pretend like that never happened, let's go back to square one. 

16 What would everybody say?  Everybody would throw up their

17 hands and say, no way, we're not doing that, we all agreed,

18 we're all here, we all acquiesced in the process because we

19 understood what we were doing.  The same goes for all of the

20 requirements and all of the issues that are being raised here.

21 And in particular I want to talk about the

22 prospective owner and the 5 percent rule.  You know, that

23 5 percent rule didn't just come out of nowhere.  I know the

24 Court has asked -- you know, Ms. Contine I thought did a fine

25 job explaining why they had the 5 percent rule.  It's not in

41

005342



1 the initiative.  That's for sure.  It doesn't say 5 percent. 

2 One question that the Court asked Ms. Contine, why'd you

3 impose your judgment over the judgment of the voters' that

4 they in the initiative, fair question, but I think it's the

5 wrong question.  I think the question would be did the voters

6 even contemplate a 5 percent, a 10 percent. any kind of a rule

7 like that.  And, as Mr. Hawkins said, probably most apropos

8 was, I don't think the voters cared about that, they just

9 wanted to be able to get marijuana.  That's what they were

10 thinking about, but the concern that's in there is public

11 safety.  And Ms. Contine explained why public safety is

12 protected by that 5 percent rule.  And the 5 percent rule did

13 not just come out of nowhere.  In fact, prior to this time the

14 Task Force specifically talked about it at length.  Mr.

15 Ritter, representative of TGIG, Mr. Gentile's client, was on

16 that Task Force, actually the one who proposed the 5 percent

17 rule.  After the Task Force it was adopted in regulations in

18 2018, January.  Nobody complained about that rule then.  In

19 fact, what's most interesting is that many of the parties on

20 this side of the room who did not get a license this go around

21 are currently operating retail marijuana establishments,

22 they're public companies, and they have not had background

23 checks on those less than 5 percent owners.  They have not

24 submitted their shareholder list to have that

25 1 percent owner or that .1 percent owner background checked. 
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1 We've heard testimony that that would be impossible, beyond

2 impracticable --

3           THE COURT:  And you know it's not impossible,

4 because when we have proxy battles we make sure in regular

5 Business Court cases that we have a record date on which

6 identified shareholders are made of record, and then the proxy

7 statements go to those.  It's not an impossible situation, Mr.

8 Koch.

9 MR. KOCH:  It is impossible in this sense.  One, let

10 me tell you the problem.  The street name aspect.

11           THE COURT:  Absolutely.  Same thing as proxies.

12 MR. KOCH:  Extremely difficult.  When does that

13 background check take place?  Does it take place at the time

14 of the application, does it take place a year down the road,

15 have all these individual stockholders who are sitting here

16 now with a license, happily operating, receiving retailed

17 marijuana revenue and income, have they all had those

18 background checks done?  Instead what we're essentially

19 proposing here is a two-tiered system.  Those that are

20 operating with an existing license don't have to have

21 background checks on every single shareholder, and those that

22 apply new, they would have to have such a system.

23 Now, what the plaintiffs are suggesting really is

24 something that the legislature would have to take up.  Mr.

25 Gentile said, public companies could not operate in gaming
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1 until 1967, I believe it is.  Well, public companies are

2 operating marijuana right now, and if the legislature or if

3 the people wanted to prohibit public companies from operating

4 in marijuana, they better say so, and they better say so

5 expressly.  But the argument that's being made is an implicit

6 prohibition on public companies from operating in this space

7 because whether or not it's impossible, and I would argue it

8 is, it's certainly impracticable, unreasonably impracticable,

9 because this is what the statute provides.  So instead the

10 Department adopted the 5 percent rule.

11 Now, 5 percent, Mr. Parker said, well, that's just

12 pulled out of nowhere.  5 percent is a standard number.  If we

13 were talking about 6.4 percent or 7.9 percent, well, maybe

14 that's an arbitrary random number, I don't know.  But 5

15 percent was in the medical marijuana regs in 2014.  It's not a

16 new number.  It was in the medical regs, and nobody's

17 complained about it.  And we haven't seen the Sinaloa cartel

18 coming in and taking over medical marijuana.  In fact, if the

19 nightmare scenario that's been talked about were actually

20 true, you would think that the existing operators who had a

21 retail establishment, who were not being background checked

22 below the 5 percent would see an influx of Canadian Mafia,

23 Sinaloa cartel, the Armenian street gangs all coming and

24 buying up these minority interests just so they can have a

25 piece of this pie.  But that's not what we're seeing.
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1 And certainly to the extent the public safety is the

2 concern there's been no indication, no evidence, no proof of

3 that.  But really what Mr. Parker, when he asked Ms. Contine,

4 would it be okay if a felon bought 4 percent because he

5 wouldn't be background checked; and she said, under the rules

6 that would be allowed, that question is not about public

7 safety, because there's no indication that that person's now

8 going to come in and start causing public safety concerns. 

9 That's a question of punishment for that felon not being

10 allowed to own stock in that entity.  That's not what the

11 initiative was about.  It was not about felons being

12 prohibited from ownership.  It was about public safety.

13 So really when a literal interpretation of a statute

14 would result in an absurd result, and we argue and explain

15 this at great length in our pocket brief that was filed, we

16 can't do that.  And that's really what the arguments that are

17 being made here.  Prospective owner in particular is a major

18 problem.  We talked about prospective.  "Prospective" means

19 future, possible.  It doesn't mean owner as of record date.

20 The statute could have said, the owner as of November 1st,

21 2018.  It could have said that.  It didn't say that.  It says

22 "prospective owner."  And there's some ambiguity there,

23 certainly.

24 And so the applicants submitted their application,

25 our company submitted application, backgrounds were checked at
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1 that time.  Since that I there have been many owners that have

2 turned over.  The Court suggests, well, maybe we could do it

3 on one day of the year, we could pick a day, we'll do it on

4 that day and that'll be fine.  That's as arbitrary as

5 anything.  Because the remaining 364 days the bad guys come in

6 and buy up the stock and sell it off before the next check

7 date.

8 What this Department has done is reasonable under

9 the circumstances.  They've provided a 5 percent rule that

10 everybody agreed to and everybody indicated they had no

11 problem with.  And when those 30 and $40 background checks are

12 coming in and the company's have to pay that, the Department

13 doesn't have that money, it is going to make it unreasonably

14 impracticable or impossible to be able to conduct those in a

15 way that allows those companies to continue to do business.

16 Now, public companies aren't prohibited from

17 operating in alcohol or prohibited from operating in other

18 ways.  In alcohol in particular it said -- the statute said or

19 the initiative said, you can be regulated similar the alcohol. 

20 And so for the rule that we have talked about, the 5 percent

21 rule, which, by the way, applies in gaming, suitability

22 checks, applies for the SEC, the 5 percent threshold is there. 

23 In the SEC in particular it's very apropos in the sense that

24 that governs --

25           THE COURT:  Well, but you guys are all Canadian
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1 companies on Canadian exchanges, so the SEC doesn't really

2 matter, does it?

3 MR. KOCH:  We're not talking about the SEC rules

4 being brought straight over.  But is there a reasonable

5 interpretation?  The SEC over years of regulation said

6 5 percent, we're going to have some limitations on that. 

7 We're not saying the Canadian stock market is any better than

8 U.S. stock market.  All we're saying is 5 percent rule is a

9 reasonable basis to decide whether that person has some

10 control over the company.  And that's really what the issue

11 is.

12 Now, there's a couple of solutions here.  If the

13 Court really were concerned about this, the first solution is

14 what the statute says itself.  The statute does not say when

15 that background check needs to be conducted.  In NRS

16 453D.200(6) it simply states that they need to conduct a

17 background check.  As we sit here today we're still months

18 away from the 12 month deadline, which is really, in our view,

19 what the plaintiffs are trying -- where the plaintiffs are

20 trying to get us to, the 12 month deadline to get an

21 inspection.  We're months away from that.  The Department

22 could still conduct background checks of every successful

23 conditional license applicant.  They could do it tomorrow,

24 they could do it the next day, they could do it before you get

25 your final inspection.  That's a timing issue.  The Court
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1 could say, all right, my injunction is you've got to follow

2 the statute, you've got to conduct a background check before

3 you get your final license.

4 It could also decide, as the Court had indicated,

5 you could theoretically run a background check on a company. 

6 That would be one solution.  I don't know how exactly that

7 happens, but it could be a solution.  And if the Court is

8 concerned that we've got to follow exactly what the voters

9 wanted, this would comply with that, although it may not be as

10 precise as a fingerprint background check.  Or you could

11 decide that the Department would have to conduct a background

12 check of the owners at the time the application was submitted. 

13 I think you'd still have issues with that, but you could at

14 least have a point in time at the time the application was

15 submitted.

16 So all these reasons, there's no basis to have a

17 preliminary injunction of the type that the plaintiffs want. 

18 The plaintiffs want to burn the whole system down because

19 5 percent is a bad rule so therefore don't give anybody any

20 licenses.  That's not the relief that we're looking for -- or

21 they're looking for.  That's not the relief that should be

22 granted here.

23 Couple of other items I want to touch, and one is

24 compliance.  The Court has talked about -- or the parties have

25 talked about compliance quite a bit, and indicated that, well,
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1 we've got all these problems with compliance.  They brought up

2 this Exhibit 96.  They keep talking about it over and over. 

3 And this is the email from Kara Cronkhite, interestingly, with

4 the blacked-out names.  We never got the answer to that.  The

5 reason the blacked-out names are there is because this

6 document was obtained illegally.  This is a document that

7 plaintiffs got.  No one has come forward and said, here's

8 who's on this, here's how I got this.  It's an internal

9 Department document.  Ms. Cronkhite said, that matter's being

10 investigated right now.  The plaintiffs [unintelligible] come

11 forward with this illegal document said, oh, look at this,

12 look at this.  What does it actually say?  They're

13 misconstruing, misstating the document intentionally.  It says

14 that the three entities listed there, Henderson Organic

15 Remedies, NOR, and Integral, it talks about a self-reporting 

16 [inaudible] that said there was an incident, they reported it,

17 they took the necessary steps to fix it, and we're not going

18 to conduct an investigation.  Plaintiffs say, oh, they swept

19 it under the rug obviously, without anybody who's corroborated

20 their version of that story.  In fact, the only person that

21 wrote this email explained it clearly and clearly explained

22 what happened.  Self reporting took place.  That's the epitome

23 of compliance.   You don't want compliance -- I guess

24 compliance could be the person who wrote this email or brought

25 this in could come forward and say, I conducted an illegal
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1 act, here I am, I'm going to comply with the law now.  But NOR

2 went forward and said, we had a problem, we fixed it.  That's

3 what compliance is.  It's not about perfect operation without

4 a single problem.  In fact, Mr. Hawkins said, I've never had a

5 single deficiency.  Ms. Cronkhite said, there's no operator

6 without a deficiency.  And while Mr. Hawkins may not be aware

7 of it, he's not on the email, it sounded like, on the ListServ

8 or anything else.  If he were, somehow he'd be the only

9 operator in the entire state of Nevada without a deficiency. 

10 He's never put a cardboard box down on the ground that

11 violates the regulations on those things.  Those all sorts of

12 deficiencies that could be there.

13 So compliance is something that requires the parties

14 working together with the Department to make sure that they're

15 operating properly.  And compliance is considered in the

16 context of anyone who could get a license had to be in good

17 standing.  You could not have had your license suspended and

18 get a new license.  You're not going to be able to do that. 

19 And so the Department would take into act compliance in that

20 context, are you fulfilling the regulations and requirements

21 of the law.

22           THE COURT:  So did they?

23 MR. KOCH:  Absolutely.

24           THE COURT:  How?  I haven't had any evidence that

25 the Department considered compliance as part of the
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1 application process, Mr. Koch.

2 MR. KOCH:  A party that was not in good standing --

3 they didn't need to score it.  That's a complete insinuation. 

4 We didn't get a score based on how many deficiencies you have. 

5 That's not what the statute says.  It said compliance would be

6 considered.  I don't have the exact language.  But a party in

7 good standing could get a license.  A party not in good

8 standing, and there's several of them that had been suspended

9 at different points in time, would not get a license.  You

10 can't grant a license to a suspended licensee.

11           THE COURT:  So that's how you think compliance was

12 used as part of the application process?

13 MR. KOCH:  It would be a factor in deciding whether

14 an applicant would be successful.  You could not --

15           THE COURT:  What evidence in our record do you have

16 that that's what the Department did?

17 MR. KOCH:  I do not.  And that testified that

18 somebody said that somebody was denied a license because they

19 were suspended.  But a license -- I believe the parties had

20 indicated you had to be in good standing in order to be able

21 to receive to a license.  And it was not part of the scoring

22 system, did not need to be scored, did not need to be part of

23 the rubric.  It wasn't on there.  And along the same lines, if

24 they're looking about points, there's not a point total listed

25 for compliance.  Nobody complained about that.  Nobody had
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1 that issue that was raised.

2           THE COURT:  Okay.

3 MR. KOCH:  Lastly, poor Amanda Connor.  Her name has

4 been brought up.  She's not appeared here to testify.  Brought

5 up many times, insinuations have been made, well, she was paid

6 a lot of money, she must have used some of that money to exert

7 some kind of influence.  You know, we've all been paid a lot

8 of money to be here.  I don't think anyone is going to

9 insinuate that we have been paid a lot therefore we must be --

10           THE COURT:  Mr. Shevorski says he has not.

11 MR. KOCH:  -- passing it along.  Well --

12           THE COURT:  You could look on Transparent Nevada and

13 figure out what he gets paid to be here.

14 MR. KOCH:  All right.  All right.  But the

15 insinuation that someone's paid for services and therefore you

16 must be bribing someone is frankly offensive.  Ms. Connor's

17 good at her job.  She represented parties that got licenses,

18 and represented parties that didn't.  In fact, Mr. Ritter, who

19 was on the Task Force, his company was represented by Ms.

20 Connor, still didn't get a license.  The insinuation that

21 somehow that calling Jorge, asking for information from Jorge

22 meant that all her clients got licenses, not factually true. 

23 If it were the case, you would expect all her clients to be at

24 the top of the list, and Jorge would have been supervising all

25 the scorers to make sure everybody got a license.  Partiality,
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1 impartiality breakdown there is quite clear.  You can argue

2 partiality, you can argue communication, all those sorts of

3 things all you want, but the reality is there's no evidence

4 that any influence or any change was made.

5 So in the end we can sit here and hyperanalyze this

6 process, but there's been no showing of arbitrary actions by

7 the Department, no showing of capriciousness.  What they've

8 showed is the Department didn't have perfect, God-like

9 confidence in carrying out this process.  We all understand

10 that.  There were problems.  Any process that we look back on

11 -- if my day-to-day operation was watched, if anybody sat

12 there and watched me would say, wow, he's got problems, he's

13 messing things up.  But that's not the basis to enjoin an

14 entire system from being -- moving forward in an industry such

15 as this, especially where it's new.  The Department is doing

16 the best that it can, and we will have improvement in the 

17 future.

18 And to say -- last item.  To say there's a fixed

19 number of licenses that will never increase is a false

20 statement.  The statutes provide for the ability to look to

21 determine if more licenses may be necessary in the future and

22 can grant more licenses in the future.  So we're not dealing

23 with a finite number of resources for an indefinite period of

24 time.  Thank you.

25           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Koch.
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1 Next?  Mr. Prince.

2 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT THRIVE'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

3 MR. PRINCE:  Your Honor, good morning.  And for the

4 record, Dennis Prince appearing -- making the argument on

5 behalf of the Thrive defendants.

6 Your Honor, I think it's no question that this

7 marijuana industry is likely the most -- second most heavily

8 regulated industry in the state of Nevada except for gaming. 

9 And a diverse group of citizens of the state of Nevada voted

10 to create a comprehensive legislative and regulatory framework

11 for the sale of marijuana in the state of Nevada.  And one of

12 the things that it did do was empower the State, it gave the

13 State incredible power in order to regulate this industry. 

14 And I think Mr. Shevorski touched upon it, but the enabling

15 statute, which is 453D.200, the language of it is critical to

16 your analysis in this case and why an injunction shouldn't

17 issue.  Because the Department, it says, "shall adopt all

18 regulations necessary or even convenient."  That breadth of

19 power is widespread and sweeping, because the voters knew and

20 clearly understood that they weren't creating a complete

21 regulatory or legal framework for the operation of these

22 licenses.  They were going to leave that to the Department of

23 Taxation.  So they empowered the Department to come up with

24 the actual framework itself.

25 And if you look at the additional language from
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1 subpart (1) regarding "the regulations shall include," that

2 language is critical, because that is the minimum requirements

3 mandated by the voters, not an exhaustive list of all the

4 criteria or the power that the State could have.  It doesn't

5 prohibit the State from adopting additional criteria that in

6 its discretion and determination benefits the public and the

7 welfare of this state in order to operate one of these

8 licenses.  So they were tasked with the obligation of creating

9 regulations to carry out this ballot initiative.  And one of

10 the things they did was as part of the initiative as 453.200

11 is they've indicated that "qualifications for licensure which

12 are directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a

13 marijuana establishment," that was left exclusively to the

14 Department to make that determination.

15 This Court must view that expansively, not narrowly. 

16 There is no prohibition anywhere that diversity should not be

17 included, because a diverse group of Nevada citizens voted for

18 this ballot initiative.  So therefore when the Department

19 started to make this determination of what qualifications it

20 felt was important or even necessary to carry out this

21 legislative and regulatory framework diversity was not only

22 not prohibited, it was likely encouraged.  We certainly live

23 in a time where we've been a civil rights movement for

24 probably hundreds of years, but certainly the last 50 years,

25 and certain groups, whether it be females, racial minorities,
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1 or religious backgrounds, they are fighting to have their

2 voice heard and included.  Where and under circumstance would

3 the State be wrong to include diversity as part of its

4 comprehensive regulation of this industry?  And in fact Mr.

5 Parker on behalf of Nevada Wellness, he says, yes, that does

6 in fact go to qualifications.  Mr. Peckman testified to that

7 in other testimony demonstrating to that diversity went

8 directly to qualifications of an applicant.  So when you're

9 considering whether or not the State exceeded its authority,

10 it's clear that 453D.200 certainly gives this broad grant of

11 authority to the State to adopt regulations which in fact

12 promote the appropriate qualifications of all licensees based

13 upon a diverse background.  They gave the State 13 areas in

14 which to implement regulation, one of which related to

15 qualifications.  But it wasn't a prohibition for adopting any

16 additional criteria that it felt in its reasonable judgment to

17 include.  And in this situation diversity was included.

18 Now, going back -- because what this relates to was

19 was the process fair in September of 2018.  Were all

20 applicants on a level playing field?  And, more importantly,

21 did they know that diversity was going to be part of the

22 scoring system?  Every one of these plaintiffs, every singular

23 one, had a medical marijuana license.  They're all existing

24 licensees.  And in 2017 the State of Nevada determined that

25 diversity was a relevant factor for a medical marijuana
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1 license.  And looking at NRS 453A.328(10), they include

2 diversity on the basis of race, ethnicity, or gender of the

3 applicant or the persons who are proposed to be owners,

4 officers, or board members.  Those are criteria to use.  In

5 addition, the legislature gave the following to the Department

6 number (11), "adopt any other criteria of merit that the

7 Department determines to be relevant."

8 When you're construing these statutes I think you

9 have to construe both -- and harmonize 453A with 453D.

10           THE COURT:  Even when they're in conflict with the

11 ballot question, Mr. Prince?

12 MR. PRINCE:  You have to read them in a way that it

13 creates harmony, not disharmony.  If you can't in all

14 practical ways construe them in a way that creates harmony so

15 you can carry out the voter initiative, that is your mandate,

16 as I understand it under Nevada law, and that is your mandate.

17 But the point is was the process unfair.  The

18 process doesn't have to be perfect.  It doesn't even state you

19 can't make mistakes along the way.  They can't exceed their

20 scope of authority or act arbitrary or capricious.  That's why

21 the analysis has to start with the expansiveness of the grant

22 of authority to the State.

23 But, more importantly, in February of 2018, when the

24 Department adopted NAC 453D.272, it informed everyone,

25 including every one of these plaintiffs, that, among others
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1 things, diversity of ownership, officers, or board members was

2 going to be considered a criteria.  And the important part of

3 this language is -- of 453D.272 of the NAC is it talks about

4 the Department's going to rank the application within what

5 applicable locality for any applicants where -- which in a

6 jurisdiction that limits the number of retail marijuana

7 stores.  And one of the factors is diversity.  So everyone

8 knew as of February 2018 that diversity was going to be

9 considered as part of any additional application for a retail

10 license in the state of Nevada.  Everyone is charged with that

11 knowledge.  Whether they chose to give it any weight, whether

12 they truly understood it, that's not the point.  By February

13 of 2018 the State has now taken charge of this and made

14 diversity a factor to consider.

15 But then it goes one step further with the

16 legislature -- excuse me, with the ballot initiative.  If you

17 go back to 453.200, the voters understood and knew and wanted

18 the State to come up with a process and a procedure, a

19 regulatory framework where you can operate -- have a dual-

20 license operation, which is specifically contemplated, if you

21 only could apply for one license in 2017, if you have an

22 existing license, existing medical marijuana license.  So they

23 specifically contemplated a dual-license operation.  That's

24 how you harmonize the diversity component.  This aspect of it

25 has to be read in conjunction with 453A relating to diversity,
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1 as well as the adoption of the regulation.  But by certainly

2 September of 2018 every one of these applicants was clearly

3 aware that diversity was to be considered as part of the

4 application process.  Whether they thought it was going to be

5 tiebreaker, whether they thought it was going to be a factor

6 or be scored, that's up to the State to make that

7 determination.  That's within their regulatory and

8 discretionary authority.  It does not -- each applicant does

9 not have to understand that.  Their lack of knowledge does not

10 take away the State's power or the ability to consider

11 diversity for any reason.

12 And in addition to that there's not even agreement

13 between the plaintiffs.  Mr. Gentile stood up here and said

14 it's breaking his heart to make this argument but diversity 

15 somehow is inconsistent with the ballot initiative and that is

16 a basis to grant this preliminary injunction.  Mr. Parker, on

17 the other hand, stood up here and argued that, yes, diversity

18 is directly and demonstrably relatable to the qualifications

19 of an applicant.  Even using the plaintiffs' arguments, at a

20 minimum its ambiguous.  If it's ambiguous, then you have the

21 right to make the determination that, yes, it was reasonable

22 and fair for the State to make that inclusion.  And how are --

23 you what kind of message would it be for this Court or even

24 the Nevada Department of Taxation, for that matter, and say,

25 we are not going to consider, we're specifically not going to
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1 consider diversity when considering an application for a

2 retail license in the state of Nevada.  A diverse group of

3 Nevada citizens voted for this ballot initiative.  Therefore,

4 there can be no reasonable challenge that diversity should not

5 have been included or that, more importantly, the State

6 exceeded its authority in including diversity in this.  And it

7 makes it all -- it's all consistent with 453A, 453D when

8 you're operating a dual-license operation.

9 Now I want to talk specific about -- 

10           THE COURT:  How many more speakers do I have after

11 Mr. Prince?  Four?

12 MR. PRINCE:  When Thrive was granted, as well as all

13 the other intervening defendants, its six licenses on December

14 5th, 2018, it had a vested property right in those licenses. 

15 In addition, it already had a vested property right in the

16 licenses that it already had, and was operating a retail

17 marijuana dispensary.  The Burgess case makes clear that once

18 you became a license holder that now you have the right before

19 you can have that license revoked to a hearing and a showing

20 of good cause.  And the State has adopted comprehensive

21 regulation relating to the suspension and/or revocation of a

22 license, which includes notice and an opportunity to be heard

23 in a contested proceeding, which would then give rise to some

24 potential claim for judicial review.  We don't have that here. 

25 This unsuccessful applicants have no right to judicial review
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1 as an unsuccessful applicant.

2 But, moreover, Thrive, in response to being awarded

3 those licenses, it paid $120,000 in licensing fees to the

4 State of Nevada and is now subject to all of the requirements

5 for these six licenses, even though it can't use any of them

6 currently, to the rules and regulations, including relating to

7 discipline, suspension, or revocation.

8 Now, I'm showing you a slide that Thrive has now

9 started to advertise that their 3500 West Sahara location is

10 now open.  You had previously granted a temporary restraining

11 order precluding Thrive from opening that location or against

12 the State from allowing it to start operation under the

13 conditional license grant from December 5th, 2018.  But what

14 this demonstrates is even though that location was not on the

15 application, that they've identified an applicant -- a

16 location, they went through all the land use and zoning

17 requirements, they complied with all of the State requirements

18 and underwent a final inspection by the State, all within six

19 months.

20           THE COURT:  And transferred an existing license to

21 that location.

22 MR. PRINCE:  Absolutely.  Which it had the absolute

23 right to do.

24           THE COURT:  I'm criticizing you, Mr. Prince.  I'm

25 must making the record clear that it was not a violation of
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1 the TRO --

2 MR. PRINCE:  Correct.

3           THE COURT:  -- by doing that.

4 MR. PRINCE:  Correct.  And the only way that they

5 were able to do that is they actually had to close their

6 Commerce location and use the existing license in order to

7 open at 3500 West Sahara.  Mr. Kemp argued, interestingly,

8 yesterday that they should -- that Thrive should have been

9 enjoined from opening that location at all.  Which that's a

10 fascinating argument.  Because Planet 13, in order to open

11 their location by the Fashion Show Mall on in Industrial, they

12 had to close their existing southwest store and transfer that

13 license with the approval of the State.  And I'm certain he

14 doesn't want an injunction against him or his client, rather,

15 from operating that location on Industrial.

16 But a's critical to this is this 12 month issue -- 

17 obligation imposed by the State from the time of the

18 conditional license grant we have 12 months to be open and

19 operational.  As we sit here today, Judge, and this is part of

20 the balance of harm, none of these applicants are able to

21 likely meet that.  Thrive has come forward with evidence on

22 this record that it found a location, went through all the

23 land use and zoning, and has spent more than a million dollars

24 between the City of Las Vegas and the City of Reno to open a

25 location, and has been unable to do so.  Part of this record
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1 is, for example, if Essence, for example, can't meet this

2 12 month requirement, it's going to lose favorable zoning in

3 the City of Reno which is within 1500 feet of the Peppermill

4 Casino.  They're going to lose that valuable right.  So when

5 you're talking about balance of hardship, those are two

6 things, among other things, that you can be considering, is

7 the effect upon these intervening defendants, the lack of

8 ability to become open and operational.

9 Mr. Bice talked about it, but as a license holder

10 Thrive did not have to, nor did any of the other applicants

11 have to have an identifiable location on its application.  The

12 NuLeaf decision makes clear that that's not a disqualifying

13 fact for the State to refuse to issue you a license.  But it

14 allows an applicant like all -- and it is a level playing

15 field.  This applied to everyone, not just the intervening

16 defendants and the successful applicants, it applied to even

17 the plaintiffs.  They would allow you to find a suitable

18 location even after you submitted the application as long as

19 you went through the land use and the zoning requirements and

20 you got final approval by the State prior to the opening of

21 your establishment.

22 But I want to go back to -- since we want to focus

23 on what was the power given to the State through the ballot

24 initiative.  And if you look at 453D.210, this was --

25 everybody focuses on subpart (b) of -- the physical address
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1 where the proposed marijuana establishment will operate --

2           THE COURT:  Under section (5)?

3 MR. PRINCE:  It is section (5), correct.

4 -- that the physical address where the proposed

5 marijuana establishment will operate is owned by the applicant

6 or the applicant has written permission from the property

7 owner to operate the proposed marijuana establishment on that

8 property.  We focused so much on Clark County and the City of

9 Las Vegas and Southern Nevada, but this is a statewide rule,

10 as I'm certain that you're aware of.  But, more importantly,

11 the second largest -- just by way of example, the second

12 largest city in the state of Nevada is Henderson.  They have a

13 moratorium.  There is no way -- for example, when Thrive went

14 to apply it couldn't have identified a location effectively to

15 open and operate in Henderson, because there's moratorium. 

16 And we don't know when that will be lifted or what the rules

17 or requirements for land use and zoning will be in the city

18 Henderson, in the second largest city in the state of Nevada. 

19 So that virtually would have been an impossibility.  But when

20 you're reading 453D.210 you need to read section (5)(b) with

21 (e), which says, "The locality," which is clearly ambiguous,

22 "The locality in which the proposed marijuana establishment

23 will be located does not affirm to the Department that the

24 proposed marijuana establishment will be in violation of

25 zoning or land use rules adopted by the locality."  Those have
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1 to read together, because that criteria is in the conjunctive,

2 that's all of the criteria.  And under NuLeaf that does not

3 prohibit -- not having a specified location on the application

4 does not prohibit the State from issuing the license on a

5 conditional basis.  But when you read 453D.210 as a whole and

6 you read (b) in connection with (e), it demonstrates that land

7 use and zoning is an important aspect, and that may not be

8 resolved until after the conditional license grant, because

9 you can't even go forward with land use or zoning until you

10 have the license.  You can't even secure property, whether by

11 lease or even by ownership.  Who would spend that type of

12 money, make that type of commitment if you can't operate the

13 establishment in a proposed location.   And, as Mr. Pupo

14 testified last week, they knew that this wasn't going to be a

15 scoring item, so everybody in this regard was treated equally. 

16 No one gained any additional advantage, and no one was denied

17 any due process, because everybody knew it.  And the NuLeaf

18 decision made clear that the State was not obligated and could

19 not require a physical location to be considered as a

20 disqualifying aspect for an applicant.

21 And we also heard from Mr. Terry.  For example, the

22 practical part of this, in other rural jurisdictions there's

23 not only a moratorium, they haven't even considered the issue

24 yet.  So there's no way for him to identify -- or any

25 applicant to identify in those smaller rural counties where a
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1 proposed location could even go.  So that'd be impossible to

2 even meet that standard.  And I'm certain that the voters were

3 trying to focus on the entirety of the state of Nevada,

4 including those rural counties, and wanted to make sure their

5 needs were effectively served.  And there's no way that ,if

6 that is an absolutely requirement, a disqualifying aspect in

7 the rural counties, therefore we can't be served, every

8 applicant would be disqualified in a rural county.  And that

9 is the absurd result which your interpretation can't allow to

10 occur.

11 Now, taking this a step further on location, the

12 voters specifically contemplated and authorized the Department

13 to come up with rules relating to transfers of location. 

14 453D.200(j) -- or (5)(j) allows for procedures and

15 requirements -- not only allows, requires procedures and

16 requirements not only just to transfer a license, but to also

17 enable a licensee to move the location of its establishment. 

18 That's exactly what Thrive had to do.  But in order to do that

19 they had to close a store, all to their ongoing harm and

20 detriment, because now they're no longer able to make money. 

21 Part of the downtown needs of Las Vegas are no longer being

22 served, where this location on Commerce and Charleston was

23 located.  So now other needs of Southern Nevada are not being

24 met as a result of this proposed injunction by the plaintiffs. 

25 But certainly the voters contemplated a change of location in
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1 2016, because it doesn't even prohibit when a location can

2 change.  So reading this as a whole, certainly location is not

3 disqualifying factor for anyone.

4 And with respect to the balance of hardships, my

5 client, Thrive through Mr. Peckman, has not only testified

6 that they paid $120,000 for the licensing fees, but they've

7 also incurred more than a million dollars to become open and

8 operational not only in the city of Las Vegas, but also the

9 city of Reno.  They are currently on an agenda item in Reno. 

10 They've identified a location, they've been working with the

11 State, and they're waiting for that to be approved so they can

12 go forward with their pre-operational process.  But, moreover,

13 the effect of them also affects them everywhere else, because

14 they can't open their Thrive location because now they don't

15 have a license to operate Thrive.  They're being prevented

16 from earning money on the existing licenses.

17 There's also another harm, not just to the

18 individual applicant like Thrive, but to the public.  One of

19 the requested forms of relief by Mr. Bult yesterday was you

20 need to void all of these regulations, need to void this

21 process.  That's what they're advocating.  The State is also 

22 and the public is going to be harmed by that.  Number one, the

23 State collected application fees for 462 applicants at $5,000

24 each.  They've also received for 61 licenses a $20,000

25 licensing fee.  They would have to return or be at risk of
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1 returning more than $3 million.

2 Further, they're not collecting the taxes that the

3 voters stipulated would be collected from operation of these

4 retail-licensed operations.  And fourth -- or third, the black

5 market continues to go and to thrive is not part of a

6 regulated industry, which is exactly what a diverse group of

7 Nevada citizens wanted it enacted this ballot initiative.

8 So therefore the harm to Thrive, Essence, and all of

9 the other applicants it's substantial and ongoing.  Moreover,

10 we heard testimony in the evidence that Mr. Ritter, the owner

11 and/or purported operator but maybe an owner, a ghost owner or

12 whatever you want to call him, of The Grove, he proposed to

13 purchase Helping Hands at two locations.  He came up with

14 conservative projections that for two stores [unintelligible]

15 the earnings would be more than $6 million, net of a $1.4,

16 almost

17 $1.5 million management for example.  That lends credibility

18 by itself to Mr. Yemenidjian's testimony that conservatively

19 under his estimate that they're losing $2.8 million per year

20 per store.  So the losses are substantial and ongoing, Your

21 Honor.  As part of your overall analysis you must consider the

22 balance of hardships not only to these potentially enjoined

23 defendants, but also to the public at large, because the

24 public is the one also who's going to be enjoined throughout

25 this process that their will will not be effectuated.
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1 And then finally, Your Honor, I want to talk about

2 what are the options that you've here today in terms of some

3 type of relief.  One is -- and Mr. -- and which we agree with

4 as articulated by Mr. Shevorski and Mr. Bice, there is no

5 legal basis for injunctive relief.  These applicants aren't

6 going to be any different position now or at the time of a

7 trial or even after a trial, for that matter.  So there's no

8 legal basis for an injunction at all.  And the standard is did

9 the State exceed its authority and act in a way that's

10 arbitrary and capricious.  And that's not just simply, we made

11 a mistake, we made an error somewhere.  It rises to a high

12 level.  Using the judiciary as one example, the Nevada Supreme

13 Court could make a determination that a District Court judge

14 abused his -- was wrong, but did not constitute an abuse of

15 discretion mandating a reversal or change of outcome  And that

16 standard is somewhat applicable here.  But the three bases

17 we're talk about it is, number one, diversity .  There is no

18 way that the State acted arbitrarily or capriciously in

19 considering diversity as a factor.  The legislature made a

20 determination that diversity was important for medical

21 licensing, the State adopted this criteria in February of

22 2018, and every applicant knew it.

23 And going to Mr. Bice's argument with respect to the

24 Miller versus Berg case they could -- if that was a problem,

25 you should have challenged it then.  There's no evidence in
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1 this record of any type of a challenge to the inclusion of

2 diversity as part of the ranking process.  And it would send a

3 terrible message for our state to say that diversity would

4 exceed the scope of authority for the State to consider as

5 part of a licensure grant.

6 Second, location.  We believe that NuLeaf enables

7 the State and gives it -- and underscores its broad plenary

8 authority and discretion to grant conditional licensure

9 without a specified location on the application, because they

10 uniquely understood that locations may change, you may not

11 complete land use or zoning approval or financially you may

12 just need to change location or downsize or something may

13 change in the process.  But as long as you comply with all of

14 the land use and zoning requirements and meet all of the

15 State's specifications and requirements prior to opening,

16 they're going to give you ability to open and remove the

17 conditional grant of authority.  So location would similarly

18 not be a basis for any type of injunctive relief.

19 The third area would be background.  And I want to

20 state for the record even if you used the standard from the

21 ballot initiative, Thrive met that criteria.  All --

22           THE COURT:  Because they had all of their owners

23 disclosed in their application.

24 MR. PRINCE:  They did.  Even when it's under

25 5 percent.
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1           THE COURT:  And I have testimony about that from

2 various defendants.  Have you done an analysis, Mr. Prince of

3 how many of the defendants in intervention and other

4 applicants complied with NRS 453D.200(6) even though the

5 application didn't require it?

6 MR. PRINCE:  No, I haven't.

7           THE COURT:  Okay.

8 MR. PRINCE:  I confirmed that on behalf of --

9           THE COURT:  You only know from your people.

10 MR. PRINCE:  On behalf of Thrive and Essence I did

11 make that confirmation, and both plans complied with that. 

12 But I do believe that the 5 percent rule is reasonable.  The

13 genesis of it was the Governor's Task Force, of which Mr.

14 Ritter, who is an operator with TGIG and under The Grove,

15 wife's name.  He participated in that with not only members of

16 the State, members of the public, but members of industry.  So

17 it does have a rational basis and a reasonable basis to

18 conclude that 5 percent would be a threshold.

19 But more important, Your Honor, you asked yesterday

20 is the term "owners" ambiguous.  I submit that it's broad

21 enough to include even a corporate entity.  The State can

22 investigate a corporate entity, and if they feel that further

23 investigation into these shareholders and the officers and

24 directors of that corporate entity is needed, they can conduct

25 that investigation  It may be more extensive than an
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1 individual, but certainly the State has that capacity and

2 ability.  Because, for example, nothing prohibits one day

3 after the application that a public entity or any other

4 corporation -- they can acquire a percentage interest in an

5 applicant.  So, therefore, we believe that owner under these

6 regulations, as well as the ballot initiative is broad enough

7 to include a corporate form of ownership, including

8 potentially a publicly traded corporation.  It would be up to

9 the State.

10 If the Court is considering any form of injunctive

11 relief, we want to offer you this alternative.  We believe

12 that the background check would be the only available or

13 reasonably available alternative to any form of injunctive

14 relief, and it could be fashioned in this manner.  To the

15 extent that the State did not conduct a background check for

16 each applicant, or an owner of each applicant that they be

17 enjoined from issuing a final licensure and allowing them to

18 open until that background check is complete.  That gives --

19 it's consistent with the grant of authority to the State, it's

20 consistent with their regulatory authority and their plenary

21 authority with respect to investigating and approving

22 licensees without the judiciary controlling how it's done. 

23 But it would allow the State to go back --

24           THE COURT:  Mr. Prince, let me stop you.  That is an

25 interesting modification to some of the relief being
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1 requested, but how would the Department be able to do that for

2 those applicants who did not disclose the owners who owned

3 less than 5 percent?

4 MR. PRINCE:  That would be up to the State to make

5 that determination.  Your injunction would require the State

6 before they issue a license to do that, or go back and

7 determine if all the --

8           THE COURT:  They haven't checked to see if the

9 applications were complete when they got them, Mr. Prince.

10 MR. PRINCE:  But they can do that up until the time

11 of the grant of the final licensure.  And I think they always

12 have that ability.  For example, ownership structure could

13 change the day after the applications were submitted.

14           THE COURT:  Absolutely.  And it did for several of

15 these entities.

16 MR. PRINCE:  For some it did.  That's why I don't

17 think the date of the application can be static.  I think that

18 you have to continue to look at issues up to and including the

19 time of the final approval allowing the business to operate,

20 because of that ability.  That's just a static shot in time. 

21 It doesn't comport with reality, and doesn't even fit with the

22 State's continuing obligations.  For example, if an entity

23 sold a 5 percent or greater share, then they would have to

24 investigate that as part of the approval process, right.  That

25 would be mandated.
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1           THE COURT:  They do that as far as transfer of

2 ownership process at this point.

3 MR. PRINCE:  They would do that.

4           THE COURT:  Well, they do.

5 MR. PRINCE:  Right.

6           THE COURT:  Apparently they're very backlogged, but

7 they do eventually do it.

8 MR. PRINCE:  In addition to that, if they have

9 concerns about a person or an entity owning 5 percent or less,

10 they have the discretionary ability and the power to

11 investigate those in their reasonable decision making.

12 And interestingly enough, this is even more

13 sensitive than gaming.  Gaming only has a 10 percent

14 threshold.  And so you can't argue on one hand that the most

15 heavily regulated industry our state, gaming, at 10 percent

16 has no rational or reasonable basis, but somehow 5 is

17 completely irrational.

18           THE COURT:  But Gaming actually does investigations.

19 MR. PRINCE:  Well -- 

20           THE COURT:  They actually do applicant

21 investigations, Mr. Prince.  They don't get an application and

22 say, oh, okay, I'm going to staple it together, give it a

23 number, and then give it to the temporary employees who've

24 been hired.  It's a very different process in the gaming

25 application world.
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1 MR. PRINCE:  I understand the process may be

2 different, and I think the process is ongoing, and there's

3 certainly going to be resources and could be dedicated even

4 after a conditional license grant to investigate all of the

5 people who are owners, board members, and/or officers of a

6 successful applicant.  There was 461 or -2 applicants.

7           THE COURT:  462.

8 MR. PRINCE:  462.  That -- and 90-day window that

9 would be require such an exhaustive use of manpower and labor

10 it'd almost be impossible to do that.  But, nevertheless, they

11 have that obligation.  The only question you're asking is were

12 they required to list the owners and background check them.

13           THE COURT:  That is what I am saying.  Because there

14 are some applicants who, even though they were not required to

15 list those with ownership interests below 5 percent, did.

16 MR. PRINCE:  Correct.

17           THE COURT:  And complied with 453D -- hold on, I've

18 got to switch screens -- 45D.200(6).

19 MR. PRINCE:  Subsection (6).

20           THE COURT:  And I'm just trying to figure out -- I

21 had testimony, so I had bits and pieces, but I'm trying to

22 figure out how many of all of those 462 applications complied

23 because either they were being overly cautious or for some

24 other reason.

25 MR. PRINCE:  I think the issue for that would relate
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1 to whether or not any of the 61 applications that were

2 approved -- the only issue would be were any one of those

3 winning applications, were they not fully background checked

4 under that standard.

5 That's why I'm saying alternative injunctive relief

6 -- if you're considering injunctive relief at all, could it

7 reasonably -- should it relate to background checking and

8 enjoin the State from allowing anyone to open or go forward

9 with final license approval if they didn't either complete the

10 application correctly or didn't have a complete background

11 check.  For my clients, both Thrive and Essence, they

12 identified every owner, gave them authority to conduct a

13 background check, and they complied with that obligation,

14 because we listed that.  Our clients should not be penalized

15 because some other party may not have done that.  I'm not

16 trying -- respectfully to all of the other successful

17 applicants, I don't know who this would apply to completely.  

18 I think I have an idea who may not -- may have a concern.  But

19 that's not my concern this moment.  I'm trying to make certain

20 that my clients can live within a framework of judicial relief

21 that you could grant that would not prevent them from moving

22 forward with their not only pre-opening operations and

23 expenditure of money, which at this point has been in the

24 millions of dollars, the loss of revenue has now been in the

25 millions and is continuing to grow, but it also allows you
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1 some judicial discretion on how to fashion an order.

2 But, moreover, I think with regard to -- I was

3 talking to Mr. Pisanelli yesterday.  Owner could include a

4 corporation, even a publicly --

5           THE COURT:  We had that discussion in the first

6 couple of days of the proceeding, and you and Mr. Pisanelli

7 and Mr. Bice missed that.

8 MR. PRINCE:  Mr. Bice.  I know we're new.  I know. 

9 But nevertheless --

10           THE COURT:  Well, we discussed that issue long ago,

11 Mr. Prince, sometime in May.

12 MR. PRINCE:  And the other issue we raised -- I'm

13 done -- is with respect to compliance.  Because you heard no

14 evidence of how each applicant complied.  I think,

15 respectfully, Your Honor, that would be burden shifting.  That

16 should be up to the plaintiffs to come forward with there was

17 compliance problems with one or more of the successful

18 applicants.  That's their showing at the time of a trial, not

19 at the phase of a preliminary injunction.  That would be a

20 trial on the merits issue and certainly not something to be

21 considered as part of a preliminary injunction proceeding.

22 And with that --

23           THE COURT:  Thank you.  Before you sit down, Mr.

24 Prince, we need a copy of your PowerPoint so we can mark it as

25 a Court exhibit.
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1 MR. PRINCE:  We will.

2           THE COURT:  Thank you.

3 Dulce, if you would remind him.

4 Who's next?  Mr. Kahn.

5 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT HELPING HANDS' CLOSING ARGUMENT

6 MR. KAHN:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Thank you for

7 providing Helping Hands Wellness Center the opportunity

8 through this whole proceeding and to present some closing

9 arguments today.

10 Without belaboring the Court with repetitive

11 arguments of what has already been presented, from our side we

12 do join some of these -- we do join in the arguments from the

13 State and what have been presented thus far from the

14 intervenor defendants and what will continue to be presented.

15 However, I do want to address a couple points that I

16 think are important for this Court to see what was presented

17 in the record so there's a greater understanding for Your

18 Honor if she were to issue an injunction or a modified

19 injunction, and I can address that, as well.

20 The plaintiffs thus far through several weeks of

21 full-day hearings have tried to paint the picture that there

22 have been mistakes created by the State through implementing

23 the statute, creating regulations, or -- and/or in

24 implementing application process, or in its grading.  In

25 trying to muddy the water of this entire process what they
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1 have done is try and create, well, let's throw in a whole

2 bucketful of mistakes -- that we don't agree with, by the way,

3 Your Honor -- to see if that rises to the level of arbitrary

4 and capricious conduct, and then seeking relief that they

5 described yesterday as multiple forms of relief, let's enjoin

6 the process so final licenses can't be issued, let's void

7 these licenses, let's void the regulations -- which would

8 shutter the industry, by the way, Your Honor, so I don't know

9 if they actually truly want that remedy -- or let's get more

10 points because our application was scored incorrectly. 

11 Well, the problem with that, Your Honor, is that

12 many of these applicants are not taking and acknowledging the

13 responsibility of the errors in their own applications.  And I

14 don't believe that that has been properly before you.  The

15 evidence is there, the record is there.  I'm just going to

16 show you a couple examples, Your Honor.  And that's particular

17 to Mr. Kemp's clients.

18 Mr. Kemp -- and you addressed this and I'm going to

19 note this here.  What if Mr. Kemp were successful in

20 establishing that he should have had higher points?  Do you

21 enjoin the whole program if he pursues a writ, or do you just

22 enjoin the next person above him?  And that's what they tried

23 to pursue in NuLeaf.  In NuLeaf they didn't enjoin the whole

24 program because of one complainant saying, I should have

25 received more points to the person just right above me. 
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1 That's where MM Development stands.  It would be an abuse of

2 discretion, Your Honor, to say, I'm going to enjoin the whole

3 program to allow MM Development and LivFree to come in and

4 take one or maybe two licenses, the enjoin the rest of the 61

5 applicants.  That would be throwing the baby out with the bath

6 water, Your Honor.

7 But MM Development and LivFree still have to prove a

8 likelihood of success on the merits to even reach that type of

9 injunctive relief.  And they have not established that.  And

10 the reason they haven't established that, Your Honor, is the

11 grading process they didn't comply with.  I'm going to point

12 it out to you, and we're going to bring up exhibits in one

13 second.  The application was graded so there's an identified

14 and a nonidentified.  I'm speaking to the choir here.  I know

15 you understand.  The graders -- there's testimony that the

16 graders were separated.  The identified graders did not see

17 the nonidentified portions.  So if you put a portion in your

18 application in the identifying section that is supposed to be

19 scored in the nonidentified section, that nonidentified grader

20 has no knowledge you've provided that writeup.

21 And if we want to take a look at MM Development's

22 application, which is Exhibit 20, and we're going to be

23 looking at what was Bate stamped MM00009, here is a great

24 writeup that Mr. Kemp has repeatedly expressed, was that they

25 submitted that they were going to be able to open up their
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1 former MediZine  location, it's a built-out, approved

2 location, clearly could be done within that 12 month period. 

3 They included this writeup in the identified section.

4 Now if we look at Exhibit 2012, which is the scoring

5 sheet for the nonidentified section, where the building plans

6 needs to go, it indicates in there that this is in the

7 nonidentified section where you have to describe that your

8 facility can be built within the 12 months.

9 So if we go back to M&M's application, Exhibit 20,

10 on the nonidentified building provision, which is marked

11 MM001031, this is their writeup in the nonidentified section

12 -- oh.  No.  Excuse me.  That's LivFree's.

13 While Brian is pulling it up, there's no

14 description.  I'll attest to that, Your Honor.  The record

15 does not -- does reflect that their application in the

16 nonidentified building portion does not have that same

17 description that was included in the identified.  So when they

18 complain that the grader failed to give them the scores on the

19 nonidentifed, it was their own error, Your Honor.  They failed

20 to include that writeup therein.  That grader never saw that

21 information, and appropriately and correctly scored it.

22 Now, we're going into basically like a trial on the

23 merits on that issue, Your Honor.  But on a likelihood of

24 success on a preliminary injunction I think they're going to

25 have a hurdle and a burden that they can't achieve.  Not only
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1 that, why -- even if they were able to prove that it was done

2 right, why enjoin all 61 applicants if only they're jumping up

3 a couple points.

4 The next, Your Honor, is Mr. Kemp's client LivFree,

5 okay.  LivFree's application was Exhibit 20 -- excuse me, 21,

6 and they complained that they submitted a plethora of

7 documents regarding their finances and weren't provided the

8 correct financial score.  Your Honor, when you look at what's

9 Bates 130 and 133, in it they notate themselves that Bilko

10 Holdings is the account owned by LivFree's majority owner. 

11 Then on Bate stamp 132 is a financial statement and their bank

12 statements that show it's Bilko Holdings' bank accounts.  Now,

13 that's fine and sufficient, Your Honor, except for the fact

14 they didn't comply with the application's directive.  The

15 application Exhibit 5 on page 17 states that, if you are going

16 to use the -- relying on the funds of an owner, that source

17 has to unconditionally commit such founds to the use of the

18 applicant.  And they failed to include such a statement,

19 attestation, letter to that effect.  So they've relied on

20 basically Bilko without saying, Bilko's funds in that account

21 are unconditionally for the applicant. 

22 Now, I'll attest to Your Honor, and my client's

23 application was admitted to the record yesterday, and in that

24 application we have unconditional letters of attestation that

25 says, these board members, owners, and officers, each one
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1 individually state our funds are going to be unconditionally

2 used for the entity.  They failed to do that here.  And in

3 fact I believe it was in the MM Development lawsuit even the

4 declaration from the representative for LivFree who prepared

5 the application says in her declaration failed to include the

6 unconditional commitment of funds as part of the application.

7 So now we're talking about let's enjoin this entire

8 process so that errors by the applicant can stop all of us

9 from opening.  And instead of them acknowledging their errors,

10 they're saying, the State committed a scoring error and let's

11 blame the State for our own mistakes.  And, Your Honor, that

12 would be an abuse of discretion to issue an injunction to that

13 regard.

14 Now, again you inquired today, Your Honor, what

15 would happen if Mr. Kemp was correct and maybe I'm wrong,

16 maybe the documents somehow don't speak for themselves, and

17 he's going to pursue a writ of mandamus for a scoring error. 

18 Again, his client would bump up maybe a couple points, maybe

19 they'd get above the line, but that only, as the NuLeaf case

20 explored, was they only pursued that immediate next person

21 above the line.  An injunction for everybody would be much too

22 broad.  They only sought the injunction against the NuLeaf

23 entity.

24 Here what Mr. Kemp has argued for is, I want more

25 points and I'm seeking the injunction and we're stopping the
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1 whole process.  And I don't believe that would be a viable

2 option.

3 In dealing with an overly broad injunction, and you

4 had Mr. Prince explore some of the issues on let's say the

5 background checks, Your Honor.  And I agree with you the

6 background check in the statute and the regulation are clearly

7 not identical.  We support the State's ability to implement

8 their own regulations and what they did to try

9 and achieve what would work for the industry in setting a

10 5 percent benchmark.  However, if you were to enjoin the

11 program, my client complied.  We had every owner, officer, and

12 board member submit their background checks.  So why should we

13 be enjoined if some of the parties on this side of the table

14 may not have conducted a background check on all their owners?

15 So the narrowly tailored injunction to tell the State, look,

16 go back and background check every owner, officer, and board

17 member, come up with that relief before you issue these people

18 a final license, fine.  And if some of those parties can't

19 comply, what is the remedy?  Well, then they don't get their

20 final license.  That's the remedy of the State.  They have a

21 deadline to perform and obtain those final licenses by a

22 certain date, December 5th of this year, and if those parties

23 cannot achieve that mandate from the State to background check

24 all their owners, well, then, unfortunately, they lose.

25 They would argue that the regulation is of course

84

005385



1 necessary, reasonable, and within the bounds of the State's

2 discretion.  But if you were to enjoin the entire program

3 because of that narrow provision, then we would attest that is

4 a wrongful injunction at least against Helping Hands.

5 Now, we've kind of explored some of the balancing of

6 the harms.  There was presentation yesterday from the

7 plaintiffs that there's no evidence that these defendants are

8 going to be harmed, essentially, that there's no evidence in

9 the record.  Now, my client presented LOIs and term sheets of

10 proposed offers they cannot pursue because of this injunction

11 proceeding, and that's a potential financial loss to the tune

12 of $12 million and $10.2 million for those licenses.  But,

13 interestingly, Mr. Bult says about his client -- some of his

14 clients that are cultivators only, similar to Helping Hands

15 Wellness Center, who only had cultivation and production

16 licenses, no dispensaries, that his clients are irreparably

17 harmed and the balancing of the harm is unfair to them because

18 they can't have a dispensary and they're going to go out of

19 business because the cultivator is not going to be able to

20 succeed.  Well, then that balancing of the harm test Mr. Bult

21 proposes certainly applies to my client and why we are

22 irreparably harmed under that analysis if we're not able to

23 participate in the market.  However, we are.  We won licenses.

24 Your Honor, I want to address the compliance issue

25 that has come up a couple times today.  In NRS 453D.201, which
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1 is a nonexhaustive list, evidence of compliance is not listed

2 as one of the mandates for the State to consider.  It's not

3 there in any of those listed factors.  Now, the State

4 certainly could include a review of the compliance as part of

5 what is directly and demonstrably related and within their

6 discretion with their broad authority.  But specifically it's

7 not noted.  And in then if you look at the regulations, the

8 NACs, 453D.268(10), the only place compliance shows up there

9 is when an applicant must provide a set of plans that shows

10 how they're going to be compliant.  They don't actually say,

11 give us your compliance history.

12 So on one hand you have these plaintiffs who argue,

13 ne need to have strict interpretation of the ballot

14 initiative, we cannot falter or waver, we cannot include

15 diversity, because it's not there, or some say we can't

16 include it, we must have background checks, some of these

17 plaintiffs who are public companies couldn't comply.  All on

18 them.  Now they're saying, well, you should have included

19 compliance.  But if you look at the statute itself, a strict

20 reading of it, it does not say compliance is required to be

21 considered as part of the application.

22 So now are we going to read in new provisions? 

23 Because, if we are, are we reading in the new provisions for

24 diversity?  Are we altering the statute to adhere to what the

25 State did with their board authority to say we're not going
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1 include properties anymore?  Once we take a 20/20 hindsight

2 approach in saying what the State should have included,

3 shouldn't have included, that would cause a Pandora's box of

4 suggestions from third parties, and everybody will come up

5 with new ideas of what they should have included or what they

6 shouldn't have included in compliant.  And it'll be endless.

7 Instead, that is exactly why we designate the

8 authority to the State and their agency to implement the

9 regulations for this industry.  Because when this ballot

10 initiative was passed in 2016 it was based on a ballot

11 initiative written and submitted to the Legislative Council

12 Bureau and the Secretary of State in April 2014.  In April

13 2014, Your Honor -- and that's Exhibit 5042.  In April 2014

14 the medical marijuana dispensaries were not even open yet. 

15 They had projected, this is what the regulations -- this is

16 what the statute should look like in the future at some point. 

17 But that is before the industry had even had an attempt to

18 have any operations.  That's before the State had an attempt

19 to even know how to control these folks in the industry.  That

20 ballot initiative back in 2014 could not contemplate public

21 companies would be owners or stockholders in any of these

22 companies, because none of these companies were even

23 operational at the time.

24 So it doesn't matter that you just say, let's look

25 at the voters' intent.  But you have to look at the whole
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1 picture.  And that whole picture is what happened when that

2 ballot initiative was written and submitted to the state in

3 2014 and nobody contemplated these issues.  Nobody

4 contemplated the property issues, but the State and County

5 lawsuits that occurred, those were at the end of 2014 into

6 2015 when that initiative was there.  Nobody contemplated

7 NuLeaf's ruling.  That's why it's a -- you have to see it as

8 almost like a fluid document, which is why it directs the

9 State to implement necessary regulations, which is what they

10 did here in this case.

11 I'll close with that, Your Honor, unless you have

12 any questions.

13           THE COURT:  Thank you.  And similar to the question

14 I asked Mr. Prince, have you done an evaluation as to which of

15 the successful applicants complied with NRS 453D.200(6) beyond

16 your clients at the time of the application?

17 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, my understanding is that on

18 our side of the table there are one or two public companies. 

19 I don't know if they have complied with that statutory

20 initiative.  However, there are many other intervenor

21 defendants on our side of the table besides those two public

22 companies who all have come in and have said, we have

23 background checked all our owners, officers, and board

24 members.

25           THE COURT:  I remember hearing that testimony. 
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1 That's why I'm asking the question, so -- okay.  Thank you.

2 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  Mr. Hone, Ms. Shell?  Who's next?

4 MS. SHELL:  I think Mr. Graf is next, Your Honor.

5           THE COURT:  Mr. Graf.

6 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT CLEAR RIVER'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

7 MR. GRAF:  Thank you, Your Honor.

8 Your Honor, I'd kind of like to start off by

9 answering a couple of your questions.

10 Tiebreaker provision that you asked questions about

11 is contained within the actual application.  It's in

12 subsection (6), Your Honor, after the discussion.  And, Your

13 Honor, so some of the questions that you've asked today are

14 the questions about what sets each of us apart.  To answer

15 your other question, Your Honor, Clear River -- and, Your

16 Honor, Rusty Graf on behalf of Clear River LLC.  Most of the

17 evidence and presentation of proof regarding Clear River has

18 been presented through evidence of other people.  Charts that

19 were presented by the State as to the ownership.  The

20 ownership of Clear River LLC is two individuals, that neither

21 one of them has less than 5 percent and both of those people

22 were checked.  And there's a certain amount of common sense

23 that goes along with this background check, Your Honor, and

24 there's a certain amount of common sense that goes along with

25 this, because in the 18 months of which this application
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1 period fell only those applicants that had previously been

2 licensed could apply.  So, Your Honor, if those entities were

3 the same as Clear River is, those people have already been

4 background checked.  So that's one issue, Your Honor, in terms

5 of Clear River.

6 The other issues that, you know, Clear River needs

7 to bring to bear, Your Honor, is the fact that this isn't a

8 perfect process.  None of these very smart people, attorneys

9 or the parties, got up and said, you know, we expect the State

10 to be perfect, to throw a no-no.  We didn't expect that, Your

11 Honor.  We didn't expect them to be perfect.  We don't expect

12 them during this process.  There's going to be errors like Mr.

13 Kemp's clients'.  There are going to be those.  But what I

14 intend on presenting to you hopefully in about 10 or 15

15 minutes, Your Honor, is the fact that Clear River has none of

16 those errors.

17 They talked about diversity and advisory boards, and

18 we'll talk about that as we go through here. 

19 One of the things that I wanted to address that was

20 discussed yesterday was that the defendant intervenors chose

21 to be here.  Your Honor, we chose to be here like somebody

22 walks out, sees somebody driving away with their car and they

23 run after them so that they can get their car back.  That's

24 why we're here.  We're here to protect the interests that

25 we've got.  Mr. Ritter, TGIG's representative, the Serenity

90

005391



1 plaintiff here today, testified during his presentation that

2 the licenses are worth ten to $12 million.  Then we had to

3 watch the excruciating and uncomfortable testimony of the

4 cross-examination of the gentleman who came in here to testify

5 about a document he got from Mr. Ritter that verified the very

6 testimony of Mr. Ritter, that said, these are worth ten or

7 $12 million, and, lo and behold, he presents an offer that

8 says, I'll offer you $10 million for your license, I'll offer

9 you $12 million for your license.

10 And Her Honor has asked questions throughout this

11 process about, you know, what things were worth or if there

12 was a market for these things and everything else.  There's a

13 couple of wrinkles I want to throw into Her Honor's

14 discussion, and I don't think there's been any answers to

15 these wrinkles.  So NRS 453A.324(1)(a) provides in the medical

16 marijuana purview that there's only to be 40 dispensaries in

17 any county that has 700,000 or more people.  That number was

18 increased by the ballot initiative, Your Honor, that was

19 approved by the people to 80 dispensaries.

20           THE COURT:  For recreational.

21 MR. GRAF:  For recreational.  So there was going to

22 be different licenses, there were going to be different

23 dispensaries.  There's going to be an increase.  No expert on

24 behalf of these plaintiffs discusses that.  The only testimony

25 that we've got is testimony from Mr. Hawkins and from several

91

005392



1 other owners that this is going to hurt their market share. 

2 How?  Forget the fact that it's mere speculation, that it's a

3 statement by a corporate representative with no backup.  There

4 is no -- and Dr. Seaborn's the only one that testified to

5 this, and Dr. Seaborn, what he said, and I went back and I

6 read it yesterday and it was interesting, he said, it's kind

7 of like economies of scale.  And then I was like, well, I'm a

8 finance major, I should know what that means.  I didn't.  So I

9 went back and I looked it up.  Economies of scale means that

10 you decrease your unit price such that by having larger

11 production.  So as production increases, your unit price

12 decreases.  And I'm like, how does that affect their market

13 share.  It doesn't, Your Honor.  And that's the problem with

14 this whole case by these plaintiffs.  That's the problem.  The

15 whole market was growing.  Their market share was necessarily

16 going to be decreased, and nobody, no expert on behalf of the

17 plaintiffs, not Dr. Seaborn, not any of the testimony by any

18 of the parties addresses that issue.  Her Honor's got to

19 guess.  That's the definition of mere speculation.  There's no

20 irreparable harm.  There's been no testimony, there's been no

21 evidence to prove it, period.

22 Let's set aside the fact that Mr. Parker deferred to

23 Mr. Bult when he was talking about the relief that they

24 sought.  Mr. Bult doesn't have an injunctive request in his

25 complaint.  Set that aside for now.  That's probably for
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1 dispositive motions down the road, okay.  But in reviewing and

2 getting ready for this argument I actually read the pleadings.

3           THE COURT:  Really?

4 MR. GRAF:  Go figure.

5           THE COURT:  Me and you are probably the only two.

6 MR. GRAF:  Probably.

7           THE COURT:  Oh.  Mr. Bice probably read them, too.

8 MR. GRAF:  So then -- here's the reason why I did

9 it, Your Honor.  I got confused yesterday by Mr. Gentile's

10 argument.  Mr. Gentile's argument, he said at first -- I have

11 to go to my notes, because I don't want to say it wrong  --

12 that he wants an injunction enjoining the enforcement of the

13 denial of their applications, is what it says in their

14 complaint.  And in fact on page 16 of their complaint it says,

15 for a preliminary and permanent injunction enjoining the

16 enforcement of the denial of their application.  I was like, I

17 don't know what that means.  Fine.  We're going to enjoin the

18 denial of your applications, I don't care.  I've said that

19 several times in this case, Your Honor, and I mean it, okay. 

20 The second thing is, Your Honor, then Mr. Gentile

21 said something very curious.  He said, I don't want this Court

22 to issue an injunction that affects any of the intervenors'

23 rights.  And I was like, wait a second.  We do have rights. 

24 We're the ones that got conditional licenses.  If anybody's

25 got a property right in this room, it's my client, who didn't
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1 do a dang thing wrong in submitting how his applications were

2 done by his daughter, and then they're trying to take those

3 away.

4 So, Your Honor, I had a big presentation where I 

5 could go through a bunch of other information and everything

6 else, but I really want to talk about a couple of things

7 before I stop.  And that is on the State's Website which has

8 been produced as an exhibit whatever, I don't know what it is,

9 they have that production that was done after May 10th.  And I

10 know Her Honor doesn't agree with our argument as to petition

11 for judicial review, but I think it was important that what

12 they argued during that opposition to petition for judicial

13 review, they argued that the dispute is between them and the

14 State.  Okay.  Then the people that did it right, that were

15 awarded conditional licenses, they should keep them.

16 So in my trial brief what I tried to do, Your Honor,

17 was I tried to say, besides the fact that I didn't delete the

18 conclusion and it was about 10:30 at night; I apologize.  So

19 the issue becomes as to the petitions for judicial review and

20 the fact that they don't want to disrupt anything that we've

21 got, this is an equitable proceeding, Your Honor, and with

22 equity you must do equity.  And here what we're really talking

23 about is the fact that -- and I vacillate back and forth,

24 because, as Mr. Shevorski says in numerous occasions, I have

25 friends on both sides of this, and my clients have friends on
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1 both sides of this, and everybody in this room knows that it's

2 a small community.  Everybody knows everybody.  Ms. Black is

3 now the president of the NDA, I've got all kinds of things

4 that I'm being told in different days about what we should

5 argue and what we shouldn't argue and everything else.  But

6 here's the thing.  Everybody in this room I think is for the

7 proposition that this industry needs to be regulated, number

8 one, and, number two, that it needs to be brought along in

9 such a way that's cohesive and logical.

10 What these applications and what the allegations

11 that are being made say is that, well, there's problems and

12 you guys did this.  Well, what I think may have happened when

13 the case was started was all of the plaintiffs got together in

14 a room, and for Serenity case it's Serenity, TGIG, NuLeaf,

15 Nevada Holistic, Tryke, Fidelis, Gravitas, Pure, MediPharm --

16 we talked about MediPharm before, but I'll leave that for

17 another day, also -- all of those people got together and they

18 said, hey, you know what, we did this, this, and this.  And

19 it's all of the things that they say that they shouldn't have

20 been doing.  There's publicly traded companies in the Serenity

21 plaintiffs.  Her Honor kept asking the question of the

22 defendants, hey, how many of you complied with subpart (6). 

23 No, Your Honor.  When you do your analysis I must request and

24 urge you to consider how many of the plaintiffs did not comply

25 with subpart (6).  That's important, because they're seeking
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1 equity.  They have to come to Her Honor with clean hands and

2 say, Your Honor, we need this injunction because we have a

3 right and this is good and this is what we need to do.  But,

4 Your Honor, they did not adhere to any of this.  There's

5 public companies on that side of the aisle.  There are -- what

6 else?  There are -- Mr. Ritter testified that he used P.O.

7 boxes.  Your Honor, one of the only things that's actually

8 very clear in the applications is in the section (c) where it

9 says, you know, where you're going to put the address and

10 everything else.  And here they're saying no address,

11 whatever.  But the one thing it does says in parens on both

12 5 and 5A, no P.O. boxes, don't do it.  He did it.

13           THE COURT:  But a UPS Store is okay?

14 MR. GRAF:  Your Honor, here's the thing.  When you

15 look at Exhibit 303, Exhibit 303 for Clear River, you look at

16 bottom, Mr. Black is a well-known realtor in this town.  And

17 what does he do?  There's APNs.  You got it.  You want to see

18 where his place -- where he was going to put it or North Las

19 Vegas, Henderson, Las Vegas, Unincorporated Clark County, you

20 got the APNs.  Look them up.  That's what I'm saying.  I could

21 care less what anybody else does.  I could care less.  All I

22 want to do is I want to walk out of this room and I want to be

23 to tell Mr. Black, you did everything right, we got a fair

24 hearing shake from that Judge, and I think you should keep

25 your licenses, because there's nothing that they say you did
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1 wrong.

2 Let's talk about that diversity issue.  Let's talk

3 about it.  Phony.  Illusory.  What was the other word? 

4 Gamesmanship.  I used that in my brief.  Go ahead and double

5 check it.  I put it in.  Gamesmanship.  All kinds of stuff. 

6 All of these words.  And you know what, Your Honor, they're

7 just words.  You know who's sitting at that table?  Nevada

8 Secretary of State is sitting at that table.

9           THE COURT:  Not anymore.

10 MR. GRAF:  Sure.  Do you think he forgot everything

11 he did when he was there for however many years?  When did

12 they step up, when did they say, hey, that's about -- your

13 advisory board is a violation of NRS 86 whatever?  Did we hear

14 that?  I'll stop now if they [inaudible].  No.  They don't. 

15 Because we didn't violate any law.  We didn't violate in

16 principle, because Her Honor is well aware that in an LLC you

17 can do what you want.  That's why Nevada's great.  Because we

18 have OPAGs that let people say, hey, this is how you're going

19 to run your business.  Not Mr. Kemp, not Mr. Gentile to tell

20 us how to run our business.  And to say that a woman cannot be

21 on an advisory board or its somehow a sham to put your

22 daughter as the president of the Nevada Dispensary Association

23 on your board for your cannabis company?  Are you kidding me? 

24 That is completely appropriate.  She is one of the bigger

25 attorneys in this town doing administrative law and submitting
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1 these types of applications all over the country.

2 Your Honor, I was subjected to, and, yes, I'm saying

3 subjected to, Ms. Black because they have applications due in

4 Missouri tomorrow.  For the last month they've been working

5 15-hour days trying to figure out exactly what to do and

6 exactly what people want and exactly what they want to have in

7 each little section of the application.  By the way, Your

8 Honor, that's what everybody in this room did when they

9 previously submitted all their applications.  Is there some

10 areas that are open to interpretation?  Sure.  Some of those

11 areas would include, I would venture to say, Your Honor, in

12 the ballot initiative in subsection (5) that says, not only

13 have you been told months after the effective date -- and this

14 is the section where we've been talking about the background

15 checks, Your Honor, and this is before the statute.  It says,

16 "Regulations shall include," and then it goes to subpart (6)

17 and it says this, Your Honor.  And what I want Her Honor to

18 focus on is what it doesn't say.  It says, "The Department

19 shall conduct a background check of each prospective owner,

20 officer, and board member of the marijuana establishment

21 license applicant."  Doesn't say when.

22 So let's talk about all these practicalities. 

23 Everybody is like trying to argue and say that this is bad and

24 everything's absolute.  That provision says, hey, you've got

25 to do background checks.  My question is when do you do it. 
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1 There are substantial provisions contained within this ballot

2 initiative within R092-17, and within the NRS and the NAC that

3 all say, hey, you're going to get a conditional license and

4 there's some things you've got to clear up after the

5 conditional license.  I don't see why you don't issue a

6 conditional license and then say, okay, then we go fix these

7 people and then these very provisions say if somebody doesn't

8 pass the background check you kick 'em out.

9 You know, one of the questions I kept asking as we

10 were going through all this testimony is these people are

11 like, oh, yeah, there's bad people there.  And everybody's got

12 expulsion clauses in their OPAGs or their bylaws.  Somebody's

13 got an excluded felony, you kick 'em out of the company. 

14 That's it.  But this document, this, what Her Honor is

15 supposed to look at and review, the ballot initiative, doesn't

16 say when that's supposed to occur.  Your Honor, the only

17 efficient and reasonable way for that to occur is to occur

18 when you've already whinnied it done, you've gone from the 462

19 applicants down to whatever it -- it's 17 entities.  Do you

20 think it's a little bit different to do a background check on

21 17 different applicants, quote, unquote?  Yeah.  It is.  Is it

22 less expensive for the State?  Yes.  Is that a benefit to the

23 people of Nevada if it's less expensive for the State?  Yes.

24 If you read the ballot initiative, one of the only

25 fiscal -- the only fiscal thing that's in there is they say

99

005400



1 the Department of Health and Services or BPHS, whatever it's

2 called, has to hire two more people to do the background

3 checks.  That's the fiscal analysis that they performed in

4 there.  I think it's wrong.  I think we've all learned that

5 the testimony is if there's public companies it's going to be

6 much more expensive.  But so what?  Her Honor made the

7 comment, it's like, well, you know, this isn't gaming or

8 something to that effect and, you know, add to the process

9 itself.  Yeah.  We're like the case that Mr. Gentile cited,

10 the 1957 case that talks about gaming at that time when, as

11 Mr. Kemp said, gaming for public companies wasn't allowed

12 until later.

13 It's going to progress.  It's going to grow.  The

14 Governor has already signed the order that says he's going to

15 create a board much like Gaming, and then they'll have either

16 a board and a commission or vice versa or whatever.  But

17 they're making that bureaucracy.  And this industry's going to

18 pay for it, and that's the other thing that Her Honor has to

19 consider here.  During the -- Her Honor has had testimony at a

20 bare minimum that there's at least two of these defendants

21 that have not been able to open during the pendency of this

22 TRO/preliminary injunction hearing.  The loss in revenue to

23 the state of Nevada is weighing heavily on the side of you not

24 granting this preliminary injunction, because they

25 overreached.  They overreached.  You heard them all say it
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1 yesterday, we want every single one of those licenses not

2 issued.  And it's not licenses that are issued.  They have

3 some sort of qualification.  One qualification was --

4           THE COURT:  Final inspection.

5 MR. GRAF:  -- we want a final inspection.  They

6 don't want the licenses issued.  Let's call it what it is.

7 So, Your Honor, just kind of to sum up I want to

8 talk about two broad topics.  We don't have multiple licenses,

9 we didn't hire Amanda Connor, but they did.  Mr. Ritter

10 testified that he used -- and it was funny how he testified to

11 it.  I think he said that --

12 On page 64, Brian of his testimony.  Kind of want to

13 show it to the Court, because I thought it was funny.

14 She was asked, well, did you -- he was asked a

15 direct question, hey --

16 Can you pull it up, or not?

17           THE COURT:  So I'm trying to get the A-V guys to the

18 trial, too.  It's not Mr. Koch only.  The A-V guys got to go

19 over there, because they've got to finish [inaudible].

20 MR. GRAF:  So, Your Honor, Mr. Ritter was asked,

21 hey, did you use it?  No.  And I'll paraphrase, because I

22 obviously don't have it up there.  But it's in there.  Oh, we

23 used her for regulatory purposes.  So you used her -- and

24 there it is, Your Honor.

25 "There have been some allegations in this case with
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1 respect to Amanda Connor, by the way, who's a fine person, met

2 her multiple times.  Pretty remarkable allegations, frankly

3 based [inaudible].  You're familiar with Ms. Connor.  You know

4 who she is; correct?"

5 "Yes."

6 "Do you consider her to be a competent attorney??

7 "She's been helpful for us regulatorily."  I didn't

8 know that's a word.  "Helpful to TGIG regulatorily?"

9 "Yes."

10 Equity, Your Honor.  They can get up here and jump

11 around and say that she shouldn't have had calls, she

12 shouldn't have had dinner and she shouldn't have had all of

13 this other stuff.  And at the beginning of this hearing there

14 was a lot of saber rattling as to all of these bad things that

15 Her Honor was going to hear.  There were some dinners that

16 were done that were everything else.  Not with Clear River. 

17 And there's no evidence or proof of that ever occurring on

18 behalf Clear River.

19 And then, Your Honor, there's no proof or evidence

20 as to noncompliance or anything of that nature as to Clear

21 River.  And then, Your Honor, the last thing that I wanted to

22 talk about -- well, there's two last things.  And it's just to

23 reiterate and show Her Honor the testimony.  Mr. Terteryan got

24 up here, a very soft-spoken man who was talking about the

25 documents that he received.  And we already talked about those
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1 offers.  I wanted to show the Court on page 74 of Mr. Ritter's

2 testimony where he testified that he wasn't an owner.  But

3 that's not what he told Mr. Terteryan. 

4 And then on page 64 he testified about using Amanda

5 Connor.  But then on page 77 and 78, Brian, at the bottom of

6 77, "You don't have -- you are not being damaged, you're not

7 receiving --" go to the next page, "-- you're not being hurt,

8 you're not getting any additional income because you didn't

9 qualify; correct?"

10 "Well, we're certainly hurt without being awarded

11 the licenses, because the licenses themselves have values in

12 the neighborhood of $10 million."

13 There's no irreparable harm.  When you go from 40 to

14 80 licenses in a county, that's just new licenses.  One of

15 that things that Her Honor asked some questions about were,

16 well, you know, there's only 10 in the city and there's 10 in

17 the county, that's only 20, there's 26 plaintiffs, there's not

18 enough.  There's plenty.  There's 80 in the county, and

19 they're worth about $10 million apiece.  There's no

20 irreparable harm.  If they can prove that they should have had

21 licenses, there's no irreparable harm.  That's the bottom

22 line, Your Honor.  That's what we're talking about here, their

23 witnesses, equities that are involved on both sides, Your

24 Honor.  And if look at the rest of the plaintiffs in the

25 Serenity case, there's multiple entities that applied for
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1 multiple licenses in the same jurisdictions.  That's the

2 plaintiffs.  That's the lack of equity.  And then you've also

3 got the public companies that exist on that side.

4 And then the final thing that I wanted to talk

5 about, Your Honor, is this.  In terms of a modified injunction

6 or something along those lines I don't think Her Honor has to

7 get there.  She doesn't.  Because in each and every instance

8 that we're talking about here, the address and the P.O. boxes,

9 there's plaintiffs that have all that.  The diversity issue

10 and everything else, we have all of that on their side.  The

11 percentage of ownership, there's public companies on that

12 side, too.

13 And then the final thing is, Your Honor, I, too,

14 would like to thank Her Honor for putting up with us for these

15 many days, and I appreciate your time and consideration of all

16 these facts.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Graf.

18 Who's next?  Ms. Shell.

19 MS. SHELL:  Yes, Your Honor.  Thank you.

20 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

21 MS. SHELL:  It's a little difficult following Mr.

22 Graf.  I kind of wished as I was sitting there in retrospect

23 that I had gone with my first plan, which was a musical number

24 for everyone.  But I'm not ready.  So -- and I also realize --

25           THE COURT:  Today's National Tell A Joke Day, so
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1 you're the first.  Thank you.

2 MS. SHELL:  Thank you, Your Honor.

3 And I know there's a part that's difficult but also

4 good for me about going next to last, is that a lot of what I

5 was going to talk to Your Honor about has already been

6 addressed by my friend colleagues in this courtroom.  And so I

7 won't belabor it.  I just wanted to point out a couple of

8 things and then talk about one issue that has only been

9 touched upon a little bit.

10 Now, of course, a big topic of conversation during

11 these closings has been background checks and whether the

12 Department properly -- whether the Department exceeded its

13 powers or otherwise acted arbitrarily or capriciously in

14 implementing the regulations and limiting, putting a cap on

15 background checks to only those people with a 5 percent

16 membership interest.  And the short answer to that is no.  And

17 in order to understand why the answer is no Your Honor has to

18 consider some of the things that plaintiffs don't want you to

19 think about, that they want you to ignore.

20 Now, as has already been talked about by my

21 colleagues, the plaintiffs would like you to ignore the vast

22 body of caselaw that says this Court has to grant and courts

23 in this State have to grant great deference to an

24 administrative agency like the Department of Taxation when

25 they are making decisions about interpreting and implementing
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1 statutes that they are empowered to determine and implement.

2 Another thing that they want you to ignore is they

3 want you to read one little bit of Chapter 453D in isolation

4 from all the others.  They want -- and particularly they want

5 you to read 453D.200(6) in isolation from all of the other

6 provisions and from all of the subsections within 453D.200.

7 As Mr. Prince talked about and I believe Mr.

8 Shevorski talked about a bit, under NRS 453D.200(1) the

9 Department is specifically tasked -- it's not like optional

10 for them.  It says, "The Department shall adopt regulations

11 that are necessary and convenient to carry out the provisions

12 of the chapter."  And not just to carry out the provisions of

13 the Chapter 453D; they're tasked with carrying out the express

14 desire of the Nevada voters.  And what did Nevada voters ask

15 for?  You could see that right in the -- I call it legislative

16 purpose, but if you look in the purpose section of the NRS

17 453D, it's at 0202, one of the things that is important and

18 that the voters specifically asked for is a safe and legal way

19 to purchase recreational marijuana.  And so the Department is

20 tasked with adopting regulations that will give life to that

21 desire.

22 And the other thing that they have to do when

23 they're adopting these regulations is make sure that they're

24 not unreasonably impracticable.  We already talked about what

25 unreasonably impracticable means aside from having to say that
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1 word.  It means that you can't place conditions on licensure

2 that are effectively going to shut the system down.

3 Now, here the Department properly exercised its

4 discretion to place this 5 percent threshold on background

5 checks for the owners, officers, and board members of the

6 applicants.  Now, there is a lot of insinuation during closing

7 argument yesterday from the plaintiffs that this was done in a

8 vacuum, that this was a decision -- they just plucked a number

9 out of the air, they decided to do this just based on whim or

10 caprice.  But that's not the case.  As Mr. Koch mentioned and

11 as was talked about extensively during Ms. Contine's testimony

12 on Day 13, this was a decision that was recommended -- this

13 5 percent threshold was actually recommended by the Nevada --

14 the Governor's Task Force.  And one of the members of the Task

15 Force, one of the members of the working group, I believe he

16 was the chair of the working group that came up with this

17 recommendation was Mr. Ritter, who's one of the plaintiffs in

18 this case.

19 Now -- and we've talked a lot -- a lot of what was

20 talked about during this particular part of Ms. Contine's

21 testimony was Exhibit 2009.  And they talked about in this

22 recommendation what the guiding principles the working group

23 considered in proposing this 5 percent threshold.  One of the

24 guiding principles that they considered was -- and I was going

25 to have Brian throw this up on the screen, but in the interest
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1 of time I'll just read it to you.

2 So this is at page 32, lines 5 through 8, on Day 13,

3 Volume 2.  The guiding principle is -- we could have put it up

4 -- "Propose efficient and effective regulation that is clear

5 and reasonable and not unduly burdensome."  So they thought

6 about that.  What's the burden going to be to the applicants,

7 what's the burden going to be to the industry,  and ultimately

8 what's the burden going to be to the community that wants to

9 go and have legal, safe access to recreational marijuana.

10 Another guiding principle that they considered is at

11 page 33, at lines 17 through 23.  Another thing that they

12 considered was "The regulations must not prohibit the

13 operation of a marijuana establishment either expressly or

14 through regulations that make their operation unreasonably

15 impracticable."  And that came directly from the statute. 

16 That comes directly from the NRS 453D.200(1).

17 So it wasn't done in isolation.  This threshold

18 wasn't established just because they wanted to -- this is the

19 number they picked.  This is something that they considered. 

20 They looked at the guidance that they had -- the Department

21 looked at the guidance that they had under the statutes and

22 they adopted the regulations accordingly.

23 And we heard a lot of testimony from several

24 witnesses about why particularly in the case of a publicly

25 traded company like GreenMart, my client GreenMart is owned by
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1 a publicly traded company.  Not a secret.  A lot of testimony

2 about why requiring background checks of every owner of a

3 share of a publicly traded company would be impracticable. 

4 Ms. Contine said, well, look, if we had to do this, let's

5 assume, because the membership changes so often, the ownership

6 of these shares changes so often it would shut down the

7 ability to operate, the Department's ability to operate.

8 And I believe that someone else talked about Mr.

9 Groesbeck, who is another plaintiff in this case, and Mr.

10 Groesbeck when he was  on the stand testified that Planet 13

11 has about 125 million shares outstanding.  And how does the

12 Department conduct background checks on a company that size

13 with that kind of shares without bringing the industry, not

14 just the Department, the full industry to a halt?  And the

15 answer is you can't.  That's something that the members of

16 this industry recognized, that's something that the Task Force

17 recognized, and that's something that the Department

18 recognized.

19 Thus, they put the 5 percent cap on.  And again,

20 that decision is consistent not just with the express purpose

21 of -- not just with their express powers to enact all

22 necessary and convenient regulations to govern the industry. 

23 It's consistent with the expressed interests of the people,

24 the voters of Nevada.  They said, we want to protect public

25 safety by providing people who are 21 or older with safe,
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1 legal access to recreational marijuana.

2 Now, another issue that this Court asked us to

3 address, and I know other folks have touched on this, is the

4 issue of diversity and was it appropriate to consider and to

5 weight diversity in these applications.

6 Now, Mr. Gentile in his closing statement yesterday

7 accused winning applicants of manipulating their board makeups

8 to score higher on diversity.  In his words, he said, and I'm

9 going to quote from him here -- it was in the Review-Journal

10 today, too -- that, "Rich white guys went out and rented

11 minorities to score higher on diversity."

12 So we could spend hours unpacking why that

13 statement's wrong, but I'm just going to pick on a few.  The

14 first thing that's wrong with Mr. Gentile's statement is that

15 there is no evidence to support this statement.  We've been

16 here for weeks.  Months?  Months.  We've been here for months. 

17 It's hard to keep track.  I think -- I can't remember who

18 observed, maybe it's Mr. Shevorski, school ended when we

19 started and then the school year started again now that we're

20 wrapping up.

21 MR. SHEVORSKI:  It was Mr. Koch.

22 MS. SHELL:  It was Mr. Koch.  But here we are. 

23 We've been here three months.  You haven't heard any evidence

24 that any applicants paid off people to be on their board. 

25 It's not that they didn't try.  You may remember that on Day 5
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1 Mr. Kemp called Stacey Dougan, who's a board member of

2 GreenMart, a board member of my client.  She's an African-

3 American businesswoman, she's a long-time cannabis activist,

4 she's also a great chef.  She owns Simply Pure over in the

5 Container Park.  Everybody go try it out.  It's really good.

6 Now, at Volume II of Day 5 at page 138 Mr. Kemp --

7 and this is at lines 9 through 13 -- Mr. Kemp asked Ms. Dougan

8 really directly.  He said, "Okay.  Was it your understanding

9 that any of these promises," meaning the promises to be on the

10 board, "would include money?"

11 And her answer was, "No."

12 He tried again.  He was like, "So there was no --

13 Okay.  So there was no monetary compensation?"

14 Ms. Dougan answered, not that I can remember.

15 Now, next Mr. Parker tried to ask -- get this same

16 kind of evidence out of Ms. Dougan, and at page 144 of the

17 same day he was trying to get evidence that she was somehow in

18 cahoots with my client, with GreenMart to juke the stats by

19 putting her on the board.  And at 144, line 1, he asked her,

20 "Okay -- right.  Did anyone explain to you that diversity

21 would be a factor for the application process in 2018?"

22 And her answer was, "No."

23 Mr. Parker, I will give him credit for being

24 thorough, he asked a lot of questions and he kept trying to

25 get that testimony out.
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1 Now, if we skip ahead to the same page to lines 15

2 through 22 -- I'm sorry.  Can you go up just a little, just a

3 few lines up.  I'm sorry.  I forgot his question.  Okay.

4 And he asked, Mr. Parker asked Stacey, "Did Krista

5 --" Krista's another board member of GreenMart.  "Did Krista

6 ever tell you that there were diversity points that would be

7 given for the 2018...process?"

8 And she answered.  She answered honestly, she

9 answered in a way that shows you exactly why she's a member of

10 GreenMart, a board member of GreenMart and why diversity

11 matters.  She said -- Ms. Dougan answered, "She didn't tell me

12 that there were -- there's diversity points.  But we're big on

13 women-owned business, so that's --" that's what's important to

14 her.  And she also said, "I don't know what diversity means. 

15 I don't know if it means women, gender, or if you're talking

16 about race, but in this case there were some conversations,

17 like, hey, we really want to make sure that we're taking care

18 of women."  This was important.  That's why my client was on

19 the board.  She wasn't there because someone was paying her

20 off to be there.  That's not what was going on.  But Mr.

21 Parker asked her -- tried to get that testimony out a few more

22 ways, but you get the point.  There's no there there.  So

23 that's the first thing that's wrong with Mr. Gentile's

24 statement, lack of evidence.

25 The second thing that's wrong is that Mr. Gentile's
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1 statement really reflects plaintiffs' own cynical view about

2 diversity.  A lot of what they've been talking about is

3 there's not enough transparency in the application process, we

4 didn't know how points were being allotted.  And when they

5 complained about things like and they accuse without any

6 evidence whatsoever people like my clients, applicants like my

7 clients of juking things -- juking the stats, of paying people

8 off to be on the board it reflects that maybe that's their own

9 cynicism, that maybe if they knew there was going to be 20 out

10 of 250 points allotted for diversity, maybe they would have

11 done -- they would have done what they've accused defendants

12 and intervenors of doing.  That's the second thing.

13 Now there's the final thing, and this is really --

14 I'll leave you after this, Your Honor.  The final thing that's

15 wrong with Mr. Gentile's statement is his insensitive

16 language.  And really Mr. Gentile's statements and so many

17 other -- I've lost count of the other statements made in this

18 courtroom over the past several months illustrate precisely

19 why diversity is directly and demonstrably related to the

20 operation of a marijuana establishment.  As Ms. Dougan

21 observed, the marijuana industry is white male space.  It's a

22 space that women and people of color haven't been able to

23 break into.

24 Brian, can you pull up Day 13, going to page 21, 2

25 through 7.
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1 Ms. Contine also testified about why diversity is

2 important.  "If you have a diverse group of people in your

3 organization," she said, "you might be more willing to operate

4 in a community that, you know, has been underserved or have

5 been disserved by the war on drugs or, you know, you have a

6 more friendly face to some communities like that."

7 So you're taking white space and you're making it a

8 space that's welcoming for everybody.

9 And I hope I haven't butchered his name, but Judah

10 Zakalik from Zion Gardens also talked about another reason why

11 diversity is important.

12 And, Brian, if you could pull up Day 16 at page 55,

13 lines 7 through 8.

14 He said, "Our society's diverse, people that use the

15 product are diverse, the company should be diverse."

16 He also -- I'm sorry.  I -- did I get that right? 

17 Yeah, I got that right.

18 What Mr. Zakalik was talking about is it's

19 important, you need to bring everybody's perspective to the

20 table.  And we need those perspectives if we want to continue

21 to -- if we went the marijuana industry to continue to grow

22 and to provide the community safe, legal access to marijuana,

23 which is what the voters wanted.  Our community is more

24 diverse now than it's ever been.  I've lived here all of my

25 40 years, and it's an upward trend.  Over the past 40 years it
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1 is a community that has consistently become more diverse.  And

2 as our community continues to become diverse, the marijuana

3 industry needs to also grow and change so that it can serve

4 the needs of every person in the community that wants to be

5 served and also so that marijuana establishments can be good

6 partners with the community.

7 And that's not something that happened in a vacuum. 

8 And, you know, I would also point you back to 453D.020(3)(b),

9 which is one of the -- you know, the stated purposes of

10 Chapter 453D is to confirm that applicants are suitable to

11 sell recreational marijuana.  And in order to be suitable to

12 sell recreational marijuana in this community the Department

13 properly exercised discretion to say diversity should be

14 considered in that.

15 And with that I will turn it over to Mr. Koch. 

16 Thank you, Your Honor.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you, Ms. Shell.

18 Mr. Hone.

19 INTERVENOR DEFENDANT LONE MOUNTAIN'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

20 MR. HONE:  Your Honor, I have the honor of batting

21 cleanup today, and so my presentation hopefully is not going

22 to be duplicative or it will be as minimally duplicative as

23 possible.  I have a punchlist of items on our side that I

24 would just like to clean up and make sure are in the record on

25 some of the questions that have been raised today and some of
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1 the things that have been raised yesterday and throughout the

2 hearing, and then wrap it up with a little bit of focus back

3 onto why we're here and what the people of Nevada really want

4 here.

5 As a starting point, to answer the Court's question

6 about 453D.200(b), Lone Mountain -- or I'm sorry, .200(6),

7 Lone Mountain disclosed all of its owners, and they were all

8 background checked, and so we did fall under the issue in that

9 regard.

10 Going through my punchlist I'm going to jump around

11 real quickly and make some references as quickly as I can with

12 regard to diversity as a ranking criteria.  You asked Mr.

13 Shevorski how and when that was made known to applicants prior

14 to submitting applications.

15 Your Honor -- or, Brian, if you can pull up

16 Exhibit 5A.

17 I'll represent, Your Honor, Exhibit 5 is the same in

18 this regard.  5A, page 18, Section 6.2 at the bottom, Brian,

19 the last sentence of 6.2, the block paragraph says, "Rankings

20 will be based on compliance with provisions of --" it lists

21 the numbers, and then on the content of the applications

22 relating to 6.2.2 says, "Diversity of the owners, officers, or

23 board members."  Again, both 5 and 5A, both versions show that

24 the applicants knew that that would be scored into the process

25 and before they submitted their applications.
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1 With regard to the physical location and land use

2 issue that's been talked about exhaustively I just want to

3 point Your Honor to one additional citation in the statute

4 that I don't think has been brought up in the last two days,

5 but reflects the issue that there are some impossibilities or

6 disagreements amongst the statute about what's possible.  I'll

7 refer the Court to NRS 453D.100(2)(d).  And it says -- and

8 this is with regard to the effect of the chapter.  And it

9 says, "The provisions of this chapter do not prohibit," and

10 then subsection (d) says, "a locality from adopting and

11 enforcing local marijuana control measures pertaining to

12 zoning and land use for marijuana establishments."  I think

13 that goes along with what's already been said, which is the

14 statute and the State cannot prohibit local municipalities and

15 the requirement of an address, a physical address at the

16 beginning of the process instead of the final licensing

17 process is a conflict within the statute and the process.

18 I would also note, Your Honor, we raised the issue

19 of severability both in the pocket brief that we submitted on

20 behalf of the intervenors.  It's also in our final brief.  But

21 453D.600 of the statutes, if there's a need to segregate out

22 portions of the statute, the Court has the authority to do

23 that.

24 I'm going to jump now real quickly to some of the

25 issues that were not the main points Your Honor asked us to
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1 focus on yesterday, but issues that have come up during the

2 course of the proceeding the last three months and came up

3 yesterday again, as well.  One is the issue community impact

4 and the scoring process.  There's been reference that a

5 physical location was needed to do that.  Your Honor, I would

6 just note that the scoring is for community impact, not

7 neighborhood impact.  And there's a difference there.  And it

8 was reasonable for the State to consider that in the context

9 of the greater community, not a particular neighborhood or

10 physical location.

11 Second, the issue of disclosure of point scoring the

12 applications, again, both 5A and 5 on pages 17 and 18 break

13 down the scoring point criteria.  There has been testimony

14 from Mr. Pupo that the reason it was not broken down any

15 further was so that people did not artificially tailor their

16 applications to try and score points with the scorers. 

17 Rather, as Mr. Pupo testified, the rationale there was that by

18 giving general categories people would put in what they were

19 really doing and they would score that without, as he said,

20 giving away the answers.

21 The next point, quickly, the word "Manpower" has

22 become a dirty word.  It's been used as a dirty word

23 throughout these proceedings.  I think it's worth noting the

24 record has reflected during the course of these proceedings

25 that Manpower, you know, it's not a derogatory term or
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1 process.  The State was not hiring random temporary day

2 employees that were being assigned to them.  Rather, the State

3 with its limited resources and budgets went out, hand-picked

4 the people they wanted to do the process, and as a

5 administrative process used Manpower to pay and retain them.

6 Again, this has been mentioned before, but on the

7 one hand plaintiffs have complained that there was an

8 abdication of oversight by using Manpower employees, but at

9 the same time they've indicated and would say that if we used

10 State employees that we would have, you know, again, stacking

11 the process.

12 Real quickly, and Ms. Shell touched on this a little 

13 bit, a lot of the commentary in closing and a lot of the tone

14 throughout this process the last several months has been

15 making speculation or making allegations without any actual

16 proof.  Yesterday we heard comments in reference to this side

17 of the room stacking their boards, exerting improper

18 influence, engaging in clear gamesmanship, favoritism, there

19 being an unequal playing field, and a material advantage.  But

20 there's been no indication of any particularities there with

21 regard to any particular applicant.  For example, my client,

22 there's been no indication that Lone Mountain used Amanda

23 Connor, was calling Jorge Pupo on the phone.  They're just

24 simply allegations.  And Your Honor knows that allegations

25 don't amount to proof.
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1 One of the issues that came up yesterday that there

2 was a reference, incidentally, to one of my favorite TV shows

3 as kid, the reruns of "Hogan's Heros" and Sgt. Schultz, the

4 character in that sit-com where he would say, "I see nothing,

5 I hear nothing, I say nothing."  There's actually a more -- 

6 unfortunately, a saying that is more contemporary now, and

7 that is the saying, "See something, say something."  All of

8 these applicants in the room, both sides of the room, knew

9 what the application process was going in.  They knew what was

10 required or asked for, and nobody complained about that in

11 advance.  I won't belabor the laches issue any further, but I

12 think it's an important issue for the Court to consider.

13 On the compliance issue I'd like to point the Court

14 to a section of the NRS that I don't think has been raised or

15 pointed out in the proceedings the last two days with regard

16 to the issue of what's required for consideration of

17 compliance.  So I'd refer to Court to NRS 453D.210(5)(f)(2)

18 and in (f)(2) of this section it says -- (5) says, "The

19 Department shall approve a license application if the persons

20 who are proposed to be owners, officers, or board members of

21 the proposed marijuana establishment have not served as an

22 owner, officer, or board member for a medical marijuana

23 establishment or a marijuana establishment that has had its

24 registration certificate or license revoked."  This is in

25 section, again .210, talking about the acceptance and final
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1 licensing of applications.  And we would propose that that

2 compliance issue was or is considered by the statutory

3 provision, and there's been no indication that any license was

4 granted to any entity whose owners, officers, or board members

5 had participated in an establishment with a revoked license.

6 As the final context to this I'd like us to refocus

7 on why we're here, the issues with recreational license, and

8 how they differ from other privilege licenses in the state of

9 Nevada.

10 In 2014 when this legislation was written and

11 submitted to the Secretary of State of it was for a new

12 industry that had never been regulated and for which there was

13 no context, there was not a history as in gaming with decades

14 and decades of advancements in the regulatory process.  And I

15 think it's important also to keep in mind how that legislation

16 was written.  If I didn't understand -- I came into this room

17 as a lay person that did not understand how the ballot

18 initiative and the voting process works, I would have been led

19 to believe by the context or the attempted method of

20 plaintiffs to say that the language of this statute is -- you

21 know, is written in stone and it's an absolutely indication of

22 the will of the Nevada voters.  That's not how the process

23 works.  The statute was written.  I think there was some

24 testimony that may have had some input from lawyers who were,

25 you know, breaking into this space who had submitted to the
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1 Secretary of State after people signed petitions, and there

2 were enough signatures on petitions to submit it to the

3 legislature, who did not pass it, and it ended up on the

4 ballot initiative in 2016.  There were no caucuses in your

5 ward or in your county.  We didn't have a meeting of all the

6 citizens of Nevada to sit down and hammer out what this

7 language should be.  Instead, what most likely happened for

8 most of us is we saw somebody on way into the grocery store

9 who had a clipboard and asked us to sign whether we would like

10 this to go up to the legislature or be put on the ballot.  So

11 the language itself may not be the best indication of what the

12 voters of Nevada really wanted.

13 And we submitted in our pocket brief on behalf of

14 the intervenors a discussion about what the Court should do if

15 the language from the voter initiative, which is now a

16 statute, is ambiguous, inconsistent, or there are

17 impossibilities in there.  And in that pocket brief we

18 indicated that the Court should take a similar method to what

19 it would do if the legislature had written a statute that had

20 some inconsistencies or impossibilities within it.  And if

21 there were those ambiguities, the Court in a legislative

22 process would go look at the legislative history and what the

23 intent of the legislature was in putting this up as a statute.

24 We believe that there's no difference in this

25 situation, either.  And the best way we would say to figure
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1 out what the will and the intent of the voters of Nevada was

2 or is would be to look at the statewide ballot question, which

3 is Exhibit 2020.

4 Brian, if you could pull that up real quickly.

5 Apart from the proposed legislation itself, and your

6 Court can take common sense into its consideration here, what

7 most likely the voters of Nevada saw was Question Number 2,

8 Amendment to the Nevada Revised Statutes where there was a

9 one-paragraph proposal and voters were asked to vote yes or no

10 on this one paragraph.  And the three primary points in the

11 question that was in the booth when you voted were, number

12 one, to decriminalize the possession, sale, and growth of

13 marijuana, number 2 was to tax it at 15 percent, and number 3

14 was to regulate it.  I would submit that that is the core will

15 and intent of the people of the state of Nevada.

16 But if you go further, under the explanation and

17 digest section there's even some additional information that

18 may be the more active voter would go and read through, and in 

19 the explanation there's -- it flows over on pages 14 and 15,

20 over to 16.  The explanation has a number of paragraphs, and

21 it explains even further what the point of the statute would

22 be.  The first paragraph talks about decriminalization.  The

23 second paragraph I really want to focus Your Honor on, it

24 talks about how the ballot measure would allow for the

25 operation of marijuana establishments.  And within that

123

005424



1 paragraph is some important language.  And it indicates, and

2 this is reflected in the statutory language, that for the

3 first 18 months the Department of Taxation would only accept

4 license applications for retail marijuana stores, et cetera,

5 from persons holding a medical marijuana establishment

6 registration certificate.  So the regulatory scheme was meant

7 to happen quickly, within 18 months, and that first round of

8 license grants were supposed to go to people who already had

9 experience operating medical marijuana facilities in the state

10 of Nevada.  And that's what the State has attempted to do

11 within that time frame.  And, again, we would -- you know, we

12 take the position that that is what most directly demonstrates

13 the will of the people.  And if this process is either set

14 aside or delayed, there are some implications upon what would

15 happen with that process that the voters wanted.  And it's

16 been touched on here today, but I would just reiterate that if

17 that 18 months -- once that 18 months lapses the next round of

18 applications does not have to be limited to people who are

19 establishments or entities that have already operated medical

20 marijuana licenses in this state.  It would be open to

21 anybody.  Any company could come in around the world, around

22 the country, and it would greatly change that next round of

23 licensing.  And that 18 months is going to lapse in the near

24 future.  And that would impact the safety and the goals of the

25 people of the state of Nevada, including, as Mr. Bice
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1 indicated, a continued room for the black market to operate

2 and for the lack of control of the majority of the marijuana

3 in the state.

4 Now, Mr. Gentile said something yesterday, and I

5 agree with him.  The will of the people of Nevada to regulate

6 recreational marijuana is a sacrosanct directive from the

7 state of Nevada and its voters.  But Mr. Gentile and I

8 disagree on how we should determine or what best demonstrates

9 the will of the people.  Again, we would propose, Your Honor,

10 that what most clearly demonstrates the will of the people and

11 their intent is that recreational marijuana be decriminalized,

12 taxed, and regulated quickly, with the first round of licenses

13 going to people who have previously had medical marijuana

14 licenses.

15 The final thing I will say, Your Honor, is that --

16 and we addressed this in our closing brief, is that to the

17 extent the Court intends to enter an injunction it is required

18 to enter the most narrow injunction possible.  My colleagues

19 on the intervenor side have talked about what some of those

20 more narrow injunction relief might be, but we would refer

21 your Court to our briefing on that.  Thank you, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Hone.

23 Are there any other defendants in intervention with

24 a wish to make a closing argument?

25 So before I decide if I'm going to take a short
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1 break, do you have rebuttal, and how long?

2 MR. KEMP:  I think I'm about 30 minutes, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  So we're going to take a break.  We'll

4 be back at 1:15.  So come back at 1:20.  I have two conference

5 calls at 1:05 and [inaudible].

6 (Court recessed at 12:29 p.m., until 1:24 p.m.)

7           THE COURT:  Mr. Kemp, are you ready?

8 MR. KEMP:  Yes, Your Honor.

9 (Pause in the proceedings)

10           THE COURT:  All right.  You may proceed.

11 MM DEVELOPMENT PLAINTIFFS' REBUTTAL

12 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, I'd like to start with the

13 address requirement, and I'm going to try to hit it from two

14 different angles.  One, the evidence that was introduced that

15 an address was required, and, two, Mr. Bice talked about -- I

16 don't remember if he used the word "standing," but his brief

17 talks a lot about standing and would the lack of an address

18 make any difference.  And so I'd kind of like to talk about it

19 two different angles.

20 First, the evidence.  You know, we talked about the

21 ballot initiative, use of the term "physical address

22 required."  The statute uses "physical address required," the

23 regs uses "physical address required."  And then we had the

24 testimony.  Mr. Shevorski called Director Contine to the

25 stand.  She was the director of the Department of Taxation. 
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1 She was the one that actually drafted the regulations.  Here's

2 what she said about whether or not a physical address was

3 required.

4 And, Your Honor, this is from the July 12th -- it's

5 hard to believe -- July 12th, 2019.  I'm on page 49.

6 Question, "Okay.  And the physical address in your

7 mind could not be a Post Office box?"

8 Answer, "Right."

9 Question, "Or one of these companies that maintains

10 Post Office -- fake Post Office places.  Couldn't be that,

11 either; right?"

12 Answer, "I think the idea was to have an office

13 address, essentially."

14 Question, "Right.  So you couldn't use -- I can't

15 remember what it is, UPS --"

16 The Court, "UPS Stores."

17 Question, "You couldn't use a UPS Store because

18 that's not a real physical address; right?"

19 Answer, "I don't think -- I don't think it would be

20 allowed."

21 This was their principal witness.  She was the

22 director of the Department of Taxation.  This testimony is

23 from the top person of the agency that's involved in this

24 case, and she says that you could not use a UPS Store.

25 Let's move on.
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1           THE COURT:  Mr. Shevorski.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I'm sorry.  I know it's closing, but

3 I have to object for the record.  That is not my witness.  She

4 was produced pursuant to a subpoena.  Pursuant to our policy

5 we provided her.

6           THE COURT:  Thank you.

7 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, he went first.  But, in any

8 event --

9           THE COURT:  It doesn't matter.  She was a witness

10 who used to be the director of the DOT.

11 MR. KEMP:  It doesn't matter.  She was the director

12 of the DOT, and she drafted the regulations, and she says an

13 address would be required.

14 And it gets better.  This is the next page of her

15 testimony.  It's page 49, lines 2 through 18.  And we get into

16 what would happen to the app if you didn't have an address. 

17 And this is what she says.

18 Question, "Let me ask it better.  Your staff would

19 have been instructed that if they didn't have a physical

20 address apart from a Post Office box or a UPS Store that that

21 application should not be accepted; right?"

22 Answer, "I think that might be the direction."

23 Question, "Okay.  So the answer to my question is

24 yes?"

25 Answer, "Yes."
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1 Question, "Okay.  And the reason for it is because

2 the statute required it; right?"

3 "Repeat the question."

4 "I mean, the reason for your position is because the

5 statute says that?"

6      "Right."

7 So here we have the director of the Department of

8 Taxation saying not only was a physical address required by

9 the statute and the regs that she drafted, but saying that the

10 applications should have been rejected if they just used UPS

11 Stores.  That's the testimony, Your Honor.  They didn't call

12 one single person from the Department of Taxation that said,

13 oh, after Ms. Contine left we did some sort of evaluation and

14 study or something to the effect and we decided to change the

15 regulation.  That regulation's never been changed.  The

16 regulation as we sit here today still says an address is

17 required.

18 So what happened in this case is Mr. Pupo was

19 approached by some people who -- you know, I don't want to use

20 the name again, but he was approached by one of the

21 consultants.  Apparently someone was having trouble giving

22 physical addresses, and so they flip-flopped right in the

23 middle of the proceeding.  And it certainly wasn't organized,

24 because they two applications on the Website until this

25 hearing commenced and they discovered that out, Your Honor. 
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1 So there was certainly no organized thing.

2 But remember the hierarchy here.  Contine is the

3 director.  She is the boss of the whole Department.  Mr. Pupo

4 is under her.  He works for her.  Under that is Mr. Gilbert,

5 and under that is Cronkhite.  So the bottom line here is we

6 have the director saying that the address was required and the

7 applications should have been thrown out.

8 Now let's move to Mr. Bice's point.  Would that make

9 a difference?  Well --

10 Can I have my next chart, Shane.

11 This is what would have happened if you had taken

12 the -- if you had done what Ms. Contine said and you had

13 disqualified everybody with all these UPS Stores.  And I'm

14 just using the county to make a point of understanding, Your

15 Honor.  Essence disqualified, Essence Henderson disqualified,

16 NOR disqualified, DeepRoots would have gone from 4 to 1,

17 Helping Hands from 5 to 2, Cheyenne Medical, another Thrive,

18 disqualified.  GreenMart, we don't know one way or the other

19 whether they would have been disqualified because they'd

20 redacted so much of their application we can't tell if they

21 gave a physical address.  But let's assume that they did. 

22 Same is true of Lone Mountain.  Those are assumptions. 

23 Commerce Park disqualified, UPS Store.  Clear River, again, I

24 can't tell you one way or the other whether they gave an

25 address.  But the bottom line here is when you disqualify
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1 those five that we know for an absolute fact used a UPS Store

2 MM Development moves from 14 to 9.  There's the standing, Your

3 Honor.  It shows why this point can be raised at this time.

4 Now I'd like to flip over to the diversity.  The

5 fundamental problem in this case was that the applicants -- or

6 at least with regards to diversity is that there was a

7 manipulation of the diversity by some applicants.  And, you

8 know, GreenMart was the biggest cheater.  I can't believe some

9 of the things Ms. Shell said.  At the time the application was

10 filed GreenMart was owned by a publicly traded Canadian

11 company.  That was at the time the application was filed.

12 Now, when we started this case Ms. Shell told you,

13 oh, that's not true, Your Honor, our public company didn't own

14 them.  And then --

15 Can I have that, Shane, please, 5/30, line 129. 

16 From the Shell portion -- I mean the -- it's from the Dougan

17 section.

18 So if you remember what happened, Your Honor, is Ms.

19 Shell, who told the Court this afternoon that she represents

20 Ms. Dougan, well, actually what really happened is we asked

21 her produce Ms. Dougan and some of the other advisory board

22 members of GreenMart.  She refused to do that.  I had to serve

23 a subpoena.  Ms. Dougan was supposed to come testify on a

24 Thursday.  They hired another attorney, not Ms. Shell --

25           THE COURT:  From Marquis Aurbach.
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1 MR. KEMP:  -- right, to come in and object.  That

2 guy showed up, and he said, oh, Your Honor, Ms. Dougan's a

3 busy woman, you know, she can't be here today.  So you said,

4 "Work with Mr. Kemp and try to find a time."  So then he

5 started ignoring phone calls, ignoring emails.  And so we

6 arranged a conference call that day and we said, when can Ms.

7 Dougan be here, okay.  And so he said, can't be there on

8 Friday -- remember, we were going into a two- or three-week

9 break, so that was the last time we could have gotten Ms.

10 Dougan.  So he says, can't be there on Friday, Judge, because

11 she's doing her makeup for some cooking show over on Channel 3

12 or 13.

13           THE COURT:  I remember.

14 MR. KEMP:  Yeah.  So, in any event, you ordered that

15 she be here on -- at 1:30 on Friday, and then we took her

16 testimony.

17 But getting back to my point, when Ms. Shell saw

18 that I was actually going to bring one of these advisory

19 members on, oh, all of a sudden she had a big confession for

20 the Court, which is right here.  Your Honor, I was

21 [unintelligible] for the last five days when I told you that

22 GreenMart was not owned by MTX, which is the public company,

23 at the time of the application.  That was incorrect, Your

24 Honor, I'm wrong.  Because when the truth was going to come

25 out she didn't want to -- well, she tried to correct it.
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1 All right.  So here was the problem with GreenMart. 

2 And just now, an hour ago she stood up there and said, oh,

3 Your Honor, Ms. Dougan, you know, she's a woman, you know,

4 we've got to promote diversity.  She never once said that

5 GreenMart was a Canadian publicly traded company.  She never

6 once said that they got 16 diversity points by using this

7 advisory board.  She never once admitted or acknowledged that

8 the public company didn't even list their officers and

9 directors, with the exception of two people, which would be

10 Mr. Boyle and Ms. Davola.  All the other ones they left out of

11 the application.  Instead, they put in this advisory board. 

12 And because of that, they got 16 points.  We're going to get

13 into it on the standing point in a minute.  But you take away

14 that 16 points, they wouldn't have won anything.

15 So we have the biggest cheater in the case, got the

16 16 points for diversity when they're a Canadian public

17 company, and then they come in and -- she did it again today,

18 she pretended that Ms. Dougan had something to do with this

19 company.  Well, let's take a look at what Ms. Dougan actually

20 said.

21 First let's start with Ms. Dougan on 133, 2 through

22 9, Shane.

23 This is Ms. Dougan's testimony.  Seemed like a nice

24 woman, Your Honor.  Doesn't know who any of the shareholders

25 or owners were, never met the shareholders or owners, didn't
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1 know that it was owned by a public company.

2 I think the next one's 136, 11, through 137, 18,

3 Shane.

4 We tried to see if she knew Mr. Lee, okay.  So we

5 referenced the Lee's Liquor's commercials, the billboards he's

6 on.  Never met that man, never met Shelby Brown.  These the

7 are other fake advisory board members.  Never met Caroline

8 Clark, never met anybody, Shelly Hays.  Never met Laura

9 Martin, never met Rutledge.  There's a part in here where we

10 talk about Lucy Flores.  Never met any of them.  They never

11 even had a board meeting, Your Honor.

12 Question, "Okay.  So can I assume from that that

13 you've never had a board meeting?"

14 Answer, "We've never had a board meeting."

15 This was in July.  This was almost a year after they

16 filed their application.  It went on.

17 138, 21 through 25, Shane.

18 Okay.  She didn't even know they won.  She didn't

19 even know they won, that they were a successful applicant

20 until a week before she was called to testify.  You know, and

21 then we asked her the critical point, you know, all the people

22 that use these advisory boards, they like to pretend that they

23 did it because, oh, we're going to get some input from some

24 people who are diverse.  Well, we asked her did she give any

25 advice to the corporation.  She never --
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1 138, 21 through 25, and 139, 10, Shane.

2 Didn't tell her a reason she was on the board.  You

3 know, she was a plant for what base, a chef.

4 Continue, Shane.

5 Specifically says she never gave them any advice at

6 any time.  It was a complete sham, a complete sham to get

7 diversity points.

8 Now let's turn to Mr. Graf.  He says, quote, "My

9 client didn't do a darn thing wrong," okay.  Well, what did

10 his client do, which would be Mr. Black?  Mr. Black, who with

11 his family is a 100 percent owner of Clear River.  They got

12 12 diversity points.  So Mr. Parker referred to this

13 indirectly yesterday.  The problem was that white males

14 somehow manipulate the process to get diversity points.  And

15 how did he do that?  He set up his own little advisory board. 

16 And just like the GreenMart advisory board, wasn't recognized

17 by the Secretary of State.  They didn't tell the Nevada

18 Secretary of State that these were board members.  But when it

19 came time to filet application with the DOT all of a sudden

20 these people are board members.

21 So what did Mr. Black do?  He packed his board with

22 women.  And I'm not going to question Tisha Black.  If he had

23 just put Tisha Black on the application, no questions would be

24 asked, Your Honor.  But that's not what he did.  He put on

25 former UNLV basketball players, specifically Flintie Ray
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1 Williams.  He put on other people.  And as a result of that,

2 here he is, a white male, instead of getting no diversity

3 points --

4 MR. GRAF:  Objection, Your Honor.  He's misstating

5 the evidence.  The only two board were Ms. Black and --

6           THE COURT:  Overruled.  Please don't make a speaking

7 objection.

8 MR. GRAF:  But there's no witness, Your Honor.  I

9 want to --

10           THE COURT:  But there's me.

11 MR. GRAF:  Understood, Your Honor.

12           THE COURT:  And you already had your chance to make

13 the argument, Mr. Graf.

14 MR. GRAF:  I get it.  He's misstating the evidence.

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.

16 MR. GRAF:  Thank you.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you.

18 You may continue.

19 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, the application's in evidence

20 if you want to take a look at who he listed as officers and

21 directors.  He listed Flintie Ray Williams as an officer or

22 director.  So we explored that a little bit, because for some

23 reason Mr. Black and Mr. Williams were not available to give

24 testimony in this case.  But, in any event, we explored with

25 Mr. Hawkins how he felt about Flintie Ray supposedly giving
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1 advice or controlling Clear River or helping Mr. Black out. 

2 Here's what Mr. Hawkins had to say.

3 And, Your Honor, this is from July 15th, 2019, 99.

4 "Okay.  And do you have any problem with seeking his

5 advice in running this company, a local company in the state

6 of Nevada?"

7 And Mr. Hawkins, question, "Are you saying Flintie

8 is going to run a dispensary?"

9 Question, "That he's on the board and providing

10 advice and consent to this company.  Do you have a problem

11 with that?

12 Answer, "Let me make sure I understand what you’re

13 saying.  So you’re saying Flintie is on Randy’s board?"

14 "Uh-huh."

15 "And Flintie is going to give direction to Randy on

16 how to run the business?"

17 Answer [sic], "Sure."

18 "I'd say no, that will never happen, only because I

19 know Randy and I know Flintie."

20 And it continues on 22.  Question, "So your response

21 is that Mr. Black won't take the advice?"

22 Answer, "That's my response."

23 Your Honor, it wasn't as bad as GreenMart, but it

24 was still -- it was still -- caused them to win when they

25 would have lost.  It still was outcome determinative.
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1 And can I have my next chart, Shane.

2 You've seen this.  We took out all of the diversity

3 to show what would have happened if you had no diversity in

4 this process.  And so what would have happened -- and this is

5 the County.  So M&M would have won.  That solves the standing

6 problem that Mr. Bice raises.  GreenMart would have lost,

7 Clear River would have lost.  So by using these fake advisory

8 boards, both GreenMart and Clear River got a County license.

9 Let's flip over to the Las Vegas license.  Again,

10 here's what would have happened if you take out all the

11 diversity.  GreenMart again would have lost, M&M would have

12 won.  Solves the standing problem, Your Honor.

13 And then let's take a look at the evidence on

14 whether or not diversity was directly and demonstrably

15 related.  The only testimony that was referred to by the other

16 side was the testimony of Mr. Peckman and I believe one other

17 intervenor that they thought that diversity was directly and

18 demonstrably related.

19 Well, we had testimony from the DOT on that.  They

20 hate it, they don't like it, but we did have testimony.

21 Can I have Mr. Gilbert's testimony, please, Shane.

22 Your Honor, this is from Day 4 on May 30th, 2019. 

23 That is Mr. Gentile, who did not ask the most simple question

24 he's ever asked in his life.

25 Question, "I'll bet I can.  In determining to
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1 include diversity in the organizational subpart or for that

2 matter any part of the evaluation process for awarding a

3 license how did you find it to be directly and demonstrably

4 related to an applicant's ability to operate a marijuana

5 establishment?  What is it about diversity that is connected

6 to the ability to run a marijuana establishment?"

7 Answer, "I'm not sure I'm the expert to mention

8 that, but I wouldn't think it would demonstrate --

9      Next page, please, Shane.

10 Question, "It wouldn't.  Thank you."

11 Answer, "-- the ability."

12 This is the guy who ran the program.  Mr. Gilbert

13 ran the scoring program.  He's not number one or two at this

14 day, he's one under Mr. Pupo, and he says in his view that

15 diversity is not related to the operation of a marijuana

16 program.

17 And let's put this into a little context.  Mr.

18 Gilbert was not brand new.  He was with the medical marijuana

19 program.  So he had been administering the marijuana program

20 for fully five years at the time he supervised the scoring and

21 at the time he gave his testimony.  So what better person to

22 say whether it's related or not?  But they don't like his

23 testimony, because he kills them on that point, Your Honor,

24 but that's the evidence.

25 And then finally, Your Honor, I want to go -- a
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1 couple quicky rebuttal points.  Okay.  Here we go.  Mr.

2 Shevorski said, and I quote, he said that, "Mr. Koehler

3 testified that it would bankrupt the company," unquote, to do

4 background checks on everybody.  That was not the testimony,

5 Your Honor.  Here was the real testimony.  This is Mr.

6 Koehler.  This is the part where he says it's prohibitive, but

7 he said it was --

8 Where's the "tragic" part, Shane?  Look for -- show

9 me the word "tragic." 

10           THE COURT:  It's highlighted, Mr. Kemp.

11 MR. KEMP:  Yeah.  "It's tragic that this is

12 something we can do."  So not only did he say the company

13 wouldn't be bankrupt, but he said they could do it.

14 And with regards to M&M I've already said this, but

15 I'll say it again, right before this application process they

16 did -- I can't remember what it was called, a reverse merger

17 or somehow they bought a shell company or whatever it was. 

18 They only had 164 shareholders at that time.  If the State had

19 wanted to do background checks on each and every one, could

20 have been done, Your Honor.  Wouldn't have been prohibitive. 

21 Or they could have done what Essence did, which was delay your

22 entry into the public sphere for a couple of months and file

23 the application and then delay it.  As you remember, Essence

24 was acquired I think late October, early November by GTI. 

25 They could have done that, Your Honor.  So it wouldn't even
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1 have been difficult for us to give full and complete

2 background checks that the State had asked for.

3 And did they call any one of their corporate counsel

4 to tell you, oh, geez, it would be impossible for us?  No. 

5 They didn't call the Essence corporate counsel, they didn't

6 call Thrive, they didn't call Nevada Organic Remedies.  All

7 they include was Mr. Koehler, the M&M corporate counsel, who

8 said, it would be difficult but I would do and I could do it.

9 Next point Mr. Shevorski said, he said, "Your Honor,

10 none of these applicants have shown that they had a binding

11 lease."  That is simply not true.  M&M had an existing

12 facility.  And, frankly, I can't remember if the lease lasted

13 over there on Sunset for another 10 or 15 years, but we've

14 been making lease payments each and every month since we moved

15 the facility in November to the new location.  We pay the rent

16 every month.  So it's just not true that nobody had a binding

17 lease.  And I think there were others in that boat.  Dave

18 Thomas comes to mind and a couple others.

19 But, in any event -- and I don't know that this

20 makes a difference, but I want it for the record, because

21 sometimes we can go back and do briefing.  If a point's not

22 rebutted you could get easy rebuttal.  Mr. Bice said, oh, Mr.

23 Kemp and everybody just filed a motion for preliminary

24 injunction.  Well, actually, if you look at the title of our

25 motion, we call it, "Or, in the Alternative, for a Writ of
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1 Mandamus."  Again, Your Honor, I don't think it's important,

2 but it's just not true that this just injunction sought.

3 Then Mr. Bice said, well, at most Mr. Kemp and his

4 clients want one license or advancing scoring errors for one

5 license.  That's not true, Your Honor.  LivFree -- we've gone

6 through this 40-point financial thing a couple times. 

7 LivFree, if they got the 40 points they should have got, they

8 would have got five licenses.  M&M, I just showed you on the

9 chart they would have got two if diversity hadn't been

10 considered.  That's seven licenses, Your Honor, not one.

11 Mr. Prince -- moving on, Mr. Prince says that we

12 were upset that the injunction was violated, the TRO.  No. 

13 What I said was that they got us to post a $450,000 bond on

14 the pretext that they weren't going to open up that 3500 West

15 Sahara store.  Now they've opened it up, and they're still

16 contesting the bond dissolution.  That's what we're upset

17 about.

18 Next, Mr. Kahn said that, M&M screwed up, Your

19 Honor, it's all their fault that they lost, because they

20 didn't put the fact that there was an existing dispensary as

21 part of the application on both the ID-ed and the non-ID-ed

22 portion of their application.  That's what he told the Court. 

23 So he said, that's the reason that they should lose.

24 Can I have Exhibit 20, please, Shane, and then 1031.

25 Your Honor, true, we didn't complete -- repeat the
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1 whole narrative in both of them, but we did specifically say

2 in both sections that it was an existing facility that has

3 been operated as a fully compliant Nevada-licensed marijuana

4 dispensary and has previously passed Nevada Department of

5 Taxation inspections and approvals.  So there is absolutely no

6 basis for his claim that we screwed up the application, you

7 know.  And I'm not going to repeat the argument as to why M&M

8 should have got the 20 or the results.

9 Next Mr. Kahn says, oh, well, LivFree, LivFree

10 should never have gotten the 40 points, because they made

11 another error, they didn't tell, didn't tell on the

12 application that Bilko is owned by Mr. Menzies.

13 Shane, can I have Exhibit 21, page 130, please.

14 It's right there, Your Honor.  Statement providing

15 the source of cash on hand from the account of Bilko Holdings. 

16 This account is the company management account.  This account

17 is owned by LivFree Wellness Center's majority owner.  It's

18 right there, Your Honor.  It was disclosed.  That is not the

19 reason.  You know, and again, like I said before, when you've

20 got this much of a financial section and you spend 15 minutes

21 reviewing it, really, could these Manpower people have even

22 turned every page?  I don't think so.  But to blame us for the

23 mistake I just think is not appropriate.

24 And then finally, Your Honor, LivFree, the result,

25 I've alluded to it.  Let me show it to you one more time.
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1 Shane, can I have the LivFree Slide 5 out of 6.  The

2 LivFree slide on the scoring error.

3 If you add the 40 points that they should have got

4 -- and, again, everybody got the 40 points if you had any sort

5 of assets.  Even Helping Hands, the company that we heard all

6 the interesting testimony about the Jamesons' involvement,

7 even Helping Hands, who listed 8.9 million of assets and

8 2 million in debt, they got 40.  We, we with 25 times that, we

9 got whatever it was.  But these are the differences, Your

10 Honor.  With the correct 40 points it's in the red there, we

11 would've won five out of six.  We would have won in Reno,

12 Unincorporated Clark, North Las Vegas, Lyon County, Las Vegas. 

13 So that goes directly to Mr. Bice's point that we're just talk

14 about one license.  We're talking about seven.  And that's

15 just us, Your Honor.  That's just my two plaintiffs.  You

16 know, I -- that's two of the twenty-nine plaintiffs in this

17 case.  So the suggestion made that, oh, Judge, you don't need

18 to give them an injunction because somehow or another these

19 licenses will pop up like magic if Mr. Kemp wins the case

20 against the State.  That is not true.  The legislature has

21 authorized a specific number of licenses for Clark County. 

22 The Department of Taxation cannot give any more than his been

23 authorized by the legislature.  If these people aren't

24 enjoined from opening the stores and taking those licenses, my

25 remedy is -- the only possible way to get more licenses, and I
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1 don't think it's a remedy, is to go to the legislature and ask

2 them to issue more licenses, to increase the 80 to whatever. 

3 So there is no -- there is no remedy, Your Honor.  And that's

4 why the injunction should be issued.  Thank you.

5           THE COURT:  Thank you.

6 Mr. Gentile.

7 SERENITY PLAINTIFFS' REBUTTAL

8           MR. GENTILE:  Mr. Kemp's passion for needing to make

9 that argument overcame my ability to go first.  I let him go

10 first.

11 I have a couple of comments.  Number one, in the

12 course of making your decision it seems to me that the

13 mechanics that you must employ, I don't think you have any

14 option, is to use Article 19, Section 2, paragraph 3, where it

15 says that, "An initiative measure so approved by the voters

16 shall not be amended, annulled, repealed, set aside, or

17 suspended by the legislature within three years from the date

18 it takes effect."  That has to be your touchstone.

19 And here's why.  The regulations -- we don't attack

20 the statute.  We've never said that there was anything about

21 the statute itself that was passed in the initiative that is

22 unconstitutional -- our constitutional argument is based upon

23 the regulations, because some of them are unconstitutional and

24 therefore essentially have to be analyzed as amendments or

25 nullifications of the 453D -- or the way that they were

145

005446



1 applied.  The legislature gave approval to those regulations. 

2 The legislature's ability to do so is constricted by

3 Article 19, Section 2, paragraph 3.

4 Therefore, this is not a situation and cannot be a

5 situation where you do a liberal interpretation of the grant

6 of authority to pass regulations or where the State and the

7 Department of Taxation benefits from deference to its

8 decision-making power.  To the extent that the regulation

9 either textually went beyond the delegation or to the extent

10 that the legitimate, constitutionally sound regulations were

11 applied in an unconstitutional manner that's the way you have

12 to approach this decision, because it's not an ordinary

13 situation with an agency coming in benefitting from deference.

14 Now, there's lots of caselaw that says that an

15 ongoing constitutional violation is irreparable harm where it

16 is affecting someone.  In this instance -- and I'm really

17 surprised, because I wouldn't have thought it coming from him

18 -- Mr. Bice is wrong.  Market share is a protectable interest. 

19 Market share is an intangible property right.  Market share,

20 as a matter of fact, is usually what we fight over when we're

21 in an unfair competition litigation under 598A.  It becomes

22 important to that litigation.  It's what you protect.

23           THE COURT:  I might be aware of that.

24           MR. GENTILE:  Yeah.  I'm thinking you are.

25           THE COURT:  Yeah.
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1           MR. GENTILE:  Okay.  And so under that circumstance

2 there is plenty of federal caselaw that says that the

3 Constitution protects intangible property rights, which is

4 what market share is.  It is part of the property liberty

5 analysis in the due process argument.

6 As recently as March of this year -- and I did this

7 on the fly during the argument, because I was a little

8 surprised by it -- I got online and I see that Judge Jones,

9 Federal Judge Jones in March of this year in a case called

10 Guzy versus Guzy, which is at 2019 Westlaw 136, 8614,

11 identified market share as an interest for which an injunction

12 can issue to protect it.  In 2005 Westlaw 158, 3514, Ride the

13 Ducks, Philadelphia versus Duck Boat Tours, which is a Third

14 Circuit case, same result.

15 So there is in fact a basis for you to issue an

16 injunction to protect the damage that will happen going

17 forward because, as it stands now, the record in this case is

18 clear that if anybody other than the cow counties, I'll give

19 you that, if anybody wants to buy marijuana in the populated

20 areas of this state and even some of the not-so-populated

21 areas, they can do it.

22 Now, with respect to the rural areas there are five

23 that don't -- that still have a moratorium, so the 99,000

24 figure has to be reduced by whatever the population of the two

25 counties that don't have moratoria in existence, and one has
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1 to ask themselves how many of those -- let's say it is 99,000. 

2 How many are over 21?  And how many of those over 21 want to

3 buy marijuana?  Because you have to make that analysis for

4 this reason.  The way the State gets damaged here, the primary

5 damage would be from a loss of tax revenue, and that is de

6 minimis at best in this situation as compared to what the loss

7 of market share of the plaintiffs will be.

8 With regard to the --

9 MR. GRAF:  Your Honor, I'm going to object as to

10 talking -- improper argument, lacks foundation as to any

11 market share by any party in this case.

12           THE COURT:  Overruled.

13 MR. GRAF:  Thank you, Your Honor.

14           MR. GENTILE:  Oh, I think Mr. -- I think everybody

15 has testified about market share.  Every that owned a

16 dispensary that testified.

17 With regard to the laches argument, how does one --

18 how does one put forth a laches argument -- I mean, excuse me,

19 how does one put forth an as-applied argument until the

20 application exists, until the way it is applied?  You can't. 

21 And most of our arguments here are based on as applied.  Not

22 all, but most, the vast majority.  So clearly laches has no

23 place in this case at all.

24 I don't suggest that I remember verbatim everything

25 that I said yesterday in my opening statement, but I can tell
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1 you that what I said I don't believe had the word "right" in

2 it at all when I was dealing with the intervenors being able

3 to go forward and do whatever they wanted to do so long as

4 it's being done at their own risk.  I don't think I ever

5 conceded that they had a right.  But it doesn't really matter,

6 because we have never come into this courtroom, certainly at

7 the time that we filed this lawsuit -- which, by the way, was

8 filed because the State wouldn't give us any information at

9 all and but for the statute enacted this session we wouldn't

10 have anything.  So it's morphed a lot as transparency became

11 available.  My position yesterday and from the beginning has

12 been that the intervenors, to the extent that they keep

13 spending money and time chasing what they know may very well

14 be an invalid license because it was issued through a

15 constitutionally improper process, that's their problem.  If

16 they want to keep spending the money, they want to keep

17 spending the time, I'm not going tell them they -- I'm not

18 going to ask you to tell them they can't do it, all right. 

19 Because at the end of the day it's their decision.

20 And finally I want to talk about -- well, before I

21 get there, there's been some arguments made about compliance

22 not being necessarily involved in the application and scoring

23 process.  I cited it in the opening part of my summation, I'm

24 going to cite it again.  NAC 453D.272(g) without further

25 discussion.
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1 And finally diversity.  Diversity is a good idea. 

2 It's necessary.  Nobody has ever criticized that.  Certainly I

3 have never criticized that.  If the people in this industry

4 that are owners of these establishments have any sensitivity

5 to good citizenship at all, they will employ diversity on

6 their own.  The objection that we have made here is making

7 diversity something that should be scored.  Because it is not

8 part of the ballot initiative, it was not mentioned in the

9 initiative, it wasn't mentioned anywhere else until amendments

10 started to take place, which was after the initiative.  And

11 the initiative can't be amended.  And I have to -- when you're

12 making your decision in this case, you know some of the people

13 that own these places, they've been before you on other things

14 or you've met them in the community.  Ask yourself the

15 question, would this applicant have listed this person of

16 color or whatever other minority would fit the diversity score

17 if they knew they weren't going to be given points for it? 

18 Because that's the most important social question. 

19 I don't have anything further.

20           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Gentile.

21 Do any of the -- Mr. Bult.

22 ETW PLAINTIFF'S REBUTTAL

23 MR. BULT:  Very, very quickly, Your Honor.

24 Mr. Prince brought up two points.  I just want to

25 clarify those in rebuttal.  I believe that the Thrive
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1 application in Reno has actually been taken off the agenda.

2 The second point is the commentary that I asked for

3 the regulations to be voided out.  That's not what I asked

4 for.  I asked that the conditional licenses issued by the

5 Department be declared void because of their -- they are

6 invalid, as they conflict with other portions of the NRS.

7 And the last thing I want to comment on is Mr. Graf

8 made a side comment about that the ETW plaintiffs had not

9 asked for injunctive relief.  That was inadvertent on our

10 part, and certainly we have the right to have the pleadings

11 conform to the evidence.  And we'll do that at some point in

12 time.

13 MR. GRAF:  And, Your Honor, we did not agree to this

14 being done by consent.  And we're objecting.

15           THE COURT:  Mr. Graf, you don't need to do anything. 

16 He didn't ask for an amendment at this time.

17 MR. GRAF:  I understand, Your Honor.  I just want to

18 make sure the record's clear that we're not allowing it by

19 consent pursuant to NRCP 51.

20           THE COURT:  Mr. Graf, the matter has already been

21 tried.  That's why your consent was implied, because of the

22 issues that were involved, or whether we're going to have

23 other issues discussed later we'll deal with after I make the

24 decision.

25 Mr. Bult, thank you.
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1 Mr. Parker.

2 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER PLAINTIFF'S REBUTTAL

3 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

4 Your Honor, since Mr. Gentile ended with diversity,

5 perhaps that's where I'll start.  And I'd like to address a

6 comment made by Mr. Shevorski, the part of me addressing

7 diversity.  In terms of what the regulations said and in terms

8 of what the application provided the parties or the

9 applicants, certainly those represented on this side of the

10 room, Your Honor, didn't know how diversity would be scored. 

11 And if the Court recalls, there's a statute that actually

12 mandates that the State inform the applicants how the scoring

13 would be done.  And --

14           THE COURT:  That's part of the regulations.

15 MR. PARKER:  Yes, Your Honor.  It is -- actually the

16 regulation is 453D.260, I think paragraph (2).

17 Do you have that, Shane?

18 Do you have that in front of you, Your Honor?

19           THE COURT:  I do.

20 MR. PARKER:  It says, "When the Department issues a

21 request for applications pursuant to this section the

22 Department will include in the request the point values that

23 will be allocated to each applicable portion of the

24 application."  That we know was not done.  That is a violation

25 of the regulation that Mr. Pupo acknowledged during his
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1 testimony.

2 Now, I will tell you and the Court reminded -- or

3 actually informed, because I don't believe Mr. Bice or Mr.

4 Prince were here when it came up, but the Court informed them

5 that certain testimony had been elicited indicating that

6 parties were informed that diversity was a tiebreaker.  Now, I

7 don't think the State even knew how they were going to treat

8 this.  And let me tell you why.

9 If I could have Exhibit 108 brought up, Shane.  And

10 it's KP31.  So KP stands for Kyril Plaskon, Your Honor.  And

11 page 31 is from the extraction report that we got from the

12 [unintelligible].  And so the top email or the top text is

13 from Mr. Plaskon to Steve Gilbert.  It says, "Jeanine, Diane,

14 and I don't find race or ethnicity in 453D.  Should race have

15 been removed as a part of retail applications?  Should

16 evaluators be even looking at diversity?  AB 422 doesn't seem

17 to apply, because it's just medical.  Did we leave it in this

18 app on accident?  Just some thoughts."

19 Now, the date of this, Your Honor, is September 18

20 -- I'm sorry, September 19, 2018.  This is the date -- the day

21 before the closing of application period.  So not only did

22 they not provide the scoring information in the application,

23 it appears they didn't know what they were doing up until the

24 last day.  And sometime after I guess September 19th they made

25 a decision on how they would score diversity if scored at all. 
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1 So the banter we've heard about diversity and how it would be

2 treated, the State didn't know how they were going to treat

3 it, Your Honor.  They certainly didn't tell the applicants,

4 and they certainly had an obligation to tell the applicants.

5 Now, Your Honor, in terms of diversity, as well, and

6 when I first came to the podium, Your Honor, I wanted to point

7 out that perhaps Mr. Gentile, given some of his remarks

8 yesterday, he and I were not on the same page in terms of

9 diversity.  In fact, Mr. Prince brought that up to my

10 attention this morning and tried to confirm it with me where I

11 was on diversity versus Mr. Gentile.  I agree with Mr. Gentile

12 that diversity is not within the initiative.  You don't see it

13 reflected in the statutes.  I think now everyone in the room

14 can understand that both Mr. Gentile and I agree that

15 diversity is important.  But I can't talk out of both sides of

16 my mouth.  I can't say to this Court that the regulations

17 should follow the statute and the statute should follow the

18 ballot question without recognizing that diversity was not in

19 it.

20 Now, what I will suggest to this Court is that the

21 arguments offered or suggested by Mr. Shevorski and several of

22 the intervenors I think is disingenuous or at the very least

23 they're talking out of both sides of their mouths.  Because if

24 diversity is important, then treat it as if it's important. 

25 Don't marginalize diversity by allowing advisory board,
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1 because there's no advisory board even mentioned in the

2 statute or the regulations.  It was a creative -- fiction

3 created I would say just to get and garner points that they

4 weren't entitled to.  So you can't have it both ways.  If

5 you're going to give diversity some meaning, some teeth, then

6 make sure it's owners.  Make sure it's real officers.  That's

7 not what was done here.  This charade -- and I called it a

8 game and I said it was gamesmanship.  I wasn't using that word

9 lightly.  I was trying to find a nice word, as opposed to

10 saying just flat out cheaters.  In fact, I think the Court

11 suggested I used the word "manipulation."  That's what's been

12 done here.  And we all see it.  I don't care if we try to make

13 fun of it in terms of how we approach this Court and this

14 argument, I don't care how we suggest that we found someone

15 who had some tangential or peripheral reason on being on this

16 advisory board.  Maybe we just like tall basketball players on

17 a board because we want some height.  I don't know.  But what

18 I do know, that's not the level playing field that was

19 provided if diversity was to be considered.  It just wasn't.

20 Now, Your Honor, you made some really good points. 

21 And I'm not saying this just to say it, but I pointed out

22 yesterday in my closing questions that I asked, questions that

23 the Court asked, and you've asked questions today that I think

24 have not been truly answered by the intervenors.  Mr. Prince, 

25 Mr. Bice, several others talked about this 5 percent and how
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1 it's reasonable and there may be some support for it based on

2 gaming and other areas that the State may regulate.  Your

3 Honor, we know what the statute says.  If we go to the

4 statute, 453D.205 -- and actually, Your Honor, let's start at

5 .200, and then we'll get to .205.  453D.200 talks about the

6 duties of the Department.  And it speaks about what's required

7 by the State in terms of licensing.  And so when I -- when you

8 can compare the regulation to the statute, we know they don't

9 match.  I think that's been conceded by the intervenors.  But

10 .205 says, "When conducting a background check pursuant to

11 subsection (6)," which comes from 453D.200, "the Department

12 may require each prospective owner, officer, and board

13 member...."  Now, the State, as well as intervenors, today

14 spent a lot of time talking about owners.  They never mention

15 whether or not their officers have been background checked or

16 their board members.  And I don't know if that even includes

17 their advisory board members, because they didn't mention

18 that, either.  But if you were to follow the statute, what we

19 do know is that you cannot allow an applicant who has an

20 excluded felony conviction to become a licensee.  How can you

21 do that without doing a background check?  It's impossible.

22 You have to do it for the prospective owner, the prospective

23 officer, and the prospective board member.  Which means when

24 the Court asked the questions of each intervenor when they

25 got, do you know if your owners were, it's not just owners. 
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1 It's not just shareholders.  The question should be, based on

2 the statute, did all your officers also get background

3 checked, did all your board members also get background

4 checked.  Because that's what it requires.

5 Now, Your Honor, another thing that I thought was

6 either ill informed or perhaps something to just throw it over

7 the Court's head and hope no one really looked into it.  This

8 comment about, you know, we can do it later, just don't grant

9 the injunction, Your Honor, and let the State figure out now

10 can we do these background checks now and figure this all out. 

11 Well, Your Honor, if you go to 453D.210, paragraph (4), and I

12 don't think we've talked about this part of this statute

13 during the entire 18, 19 days we've been here.

14           THE COURT:  I talked about the word "complete."

15 MR. PARKER:  You did.

16           THE COURT:  I did.

17 MR. PARKER:  But no one talked about 90 days.  And

18 that's important.  Because it says here, "Upon receipt of a

19 complete marijuana establishment license application the

20 Department shall within 90 days issue the appropriate license

21 if the license application is approved."

22 Now, think about it, Your Honor.  The State came and

23 said, we had 90 days within which to go through all of these

24 and issue those letters, not 90 days plus six months of this

25 hearing.  Ninety days.  They had until December, roughly, to
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1 get it done.  That time has come and gone.  If they didn't do

2 it, you can't revive it now, it's too late, it's done, that's

3 it.  And the reason why they didn't do it and the reason why

4 we know they could not have done it, because we know the

5 intervenors did not provide all of their owners, plain and

6 simple, much less advisory board members and officers.  So

7 that time has come and gone, and there's nothing they can do

8 about it now, Your Honor.

9 So Mr. Shevorski said something, and it surprised

10 me.  It truly surprised me.  Mr. Shevorski said, the State

11 doesn't care who gets the license.  Now, I think the intention

12 behind the comment was to show that he's unbiased in terms of

13 the intervenors versus the plaintiffs.  That's my belief.  But

14 you know something, Your Honor?  This State, the Department of

15 Taxation should care.  They should care that cheaters or

16 manipulators don't get licenses.  They should care that those

17 who actually have marijuana -- retail marijuana experience

18 gets a license.  They should care that marijuana

19 establishments are in compliance.  They should care that

20 owners of marijuana establishments aren't selling to minors. 

21 They should care that owners who perhaps have convictions,

22 excluded convictions don't become owners.  And the way you do

23 all of those things, Your Honor, the way you do those things

24 is to actually follow the statute and consider compliance. 

25 The way you do it actually follow the statute and make all

158

005459



1 prospective owners, officers, and board members get background

2 checks.  That's how you do it.  That's how you show that you

3 care about the Nevada residents, the Nevada taxpayers, people

4 under 21 not getting marijuana.  And that's what the State

5 should care about.

6 I think it was Mr. Prince, and I'm not sure, I don't

7 want to attribute this to him and be wrong, but compliance is

8 actually in the regulation, Your Honor.  I think either Mr.

9 Prince or Mr. Bice, someone said that compliance was not in

10 the regulation.

11           THE COURT:  He said it wasn't in the statute.

12 MR. PARKER:  Okay.  Well, good enough.  I'm assuming

13 that means he -- that someone understands that it's definitely

14 in the regulation.

15           THE COURT:  That would be me.

16 MR. PARKER:  Yes.  And so -- thank you, Your Honor.

17 So if we look at .272, Your Honor --

18 NAC 453D.272, Shane.

19 -- (1)(g), it says, "Whether the owners, officers,

20 or board members of the proposed marijuana establishment have

21 direct experience with the operation of a medical marijuana

22 establishment or marijuana establishment in the state and have

23 demonstrated a record of operating such an establishment in

24 compliance with the laws and regulations of the state for an

25 adequate period of time to demonstrate success."  Compliance
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1 should have always been considered.  The suggestion that

2 Nevada Organic's compliance history was not or should not have

3 been considered is completely wrong.

4 Now, what we have, Your Honor, is a Department of

5 Taxation that created regulations that were inconsistent with

6 the statute and with the initiative or the ballot question. 

7 We also have a Department of Taxation who decided not to

8 enforce their own regulations that were not compliant with the

9 statutes and the ballot question.  So, Your Honor, if we could

10 look at Exhibit 309, and this is a year before the

11 applications were submitted.  And again, this is the letter

12 from Connor & Connor, Attorneys at Law, to the Nevada

13 Department of Taxation.  And it's on behalf of the Nevada

14 Cannabis Coalition.  And she's speaking on compliance with NRS

15 453A and 453D.

16 The second page of this document has a section

17 titled, "Background Checks of All Owners, Officers, and Board

18 Members." 

19 If you could highlight that for me.  Thank you,

20 Shane.  The entire paragraph.  Can you blow that up?  There we

21 go.

22 And it says, "All owners, officers, and board

23 members must be vetted and have background checks before the

24 license can be issued, and must be maintained."  So it's not

25 like this Department did not know this requirement a year
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1 before these applications were submitted.  They knew it, they

2 had legal advice on it, and decided not to do it.

3 And so one other thing, Your Honor.  And I would

4 like you to take a look at Exhibit 311.

5 Please, Shane.

6 This is why it's important that these background

7 checks are done.

8 If you could blow up for me the third bullet point.

9 And this is an email from Karalin Cronkhite to Steve

10 Gilbert dated August 3rd, 2017.  So it was just, Your Honor,

11 just about a month and a half after the letter from Connor &

12 Connor.  And it says, "The City of Las Vegas is conducting

13 suitability checks through Metro for all owners and agents. 

14 This gives them a local background check, as well as pending

15 litigation that apparently is not captured in the federal

16 check that we conduct through DPS.  Apparently there have been

17 situations where we've found people with criminal background

18 and warrants for drugs after we approved their agent card."

19 So when we talk about the safety of our residents

20 and the responsible the Department of Taxation to carry out

21 what the statutes say this is what we're concerned with,

22 ownership of marijuana establishments by people who aren't

23 eligible.  So there's a real reason, Your Honor, that this

24 should have been done.  They had legal advice that it should

25 have been done, and they simply decided not to.
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1 Now, one other thing I wanted to talk about in terms

2 of laches, and in part, Your Honor, in part the issue about

3 scoring goes to laches.  Because how do you object when you

4 don't even know the scoring criteria?  How do you object when

5 you don't know how diversity is going to be handled?  The

6 State obviously didn't know that.  And so how could you object

7 to it?  How do you object when Mr. Pupo says himself he wanted

8 to keep these things a secret?  Furthermore, Your Honor, how

9 do you object when the Department of Taxation failed to even

10 follow the Nevada Open Meetings Law in terms of postings?  We

11 discussed this seems like months ago now, but they posted

12 certain information for the application process.  They failed

13 to post any updates on changes to that in accordance with NRS

14 241.  Failed to, Your Honor.  So the more information -- and

15 they say knowledge is power, that perhaps if we had been given

16 that information, everyone, not those who just had cell

17 numbers and lunches and dinners and breakfasts and coffees and

18 drinks, but if the public was given that same information

19 through the proper posting in compliance with the Nevada Open

20 Meetings Law, then maybe we could have complained of it then. 

21 But we didn't.  In fact, even after the scoring came out and

22 we tried to get information, they would not disclose it.

23 Now, Your Honor, I think the statutes, the

24 initiative, and the regulations were supposed to provide for a

25 fair and level playing field.  Certainly there's been no
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1 testimony I can recall, and I spent a long time going through

2 all of the days of this hearing, and I believe every

3 Department, every Department of Taxation representative

4 testified that there were mistakes.  And not just careless

5 mistakes, but intentional mistakes.  They intended to change

6 the regulation versus the statute in terms of the 5 percent. 

7 They intended not to do background checks.  They intended not

8 to comply with the statute in terms of revealing the scoring

9 metrics.  All of those are intentional decisions, intentional

10 mistakes that go to the heart of providing a level playing

11 field.  I don't know how this Court can not enjoin this

12 process and the results of this unfair process given what this

13 Court has heard.

14 Now, I applaud the intervenors' attorneys for doing

15 something that Mitch Cobeaga always told me, if you don't have

16 the facts, you argue the law, if you don't have the law, then

17 you argue the facts, if you don't have both, just complain

18 about the other side.  They've done a lot of complaining. 

19 And, you know, I give them that.  Took them two and a half,

20 little more than two and a half hours to complain about things

21 they are not supported by, because there are no facts that

22 support their side, and the law doesn't, either.  Thank you

23 very much, Your Honor.

24           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Parker.

25 Do any of the other plaintiffs wish to make a
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1 rebuttal, or have I finished the rebuttal arguments?

2 Mr. Shevorski, I have a homework assignment for you,

3 because, as the representative of the State, you are the only

4 one in a position to be able to provide this information.

5 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

6           THE COURT:  And then I need you to give me an

7 estimate on how long it's going to take you to do it.

8 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Okay.

9           THE COURT:  And I want a realistic estimate, not one

10 that keeps you and your staff from sleeping, okay.

11 MR. PRINCE:  What was the last comment?  I didn't

12 hear the last comment.

13 MR. SHEVORSKI:  She wants me to be able to sleep.

14 MR. PRINCE:  Oh.

15 MS. SHELL:  Objection, Your Honor.

16           THE COURT:  We've had a couple of times during this

17 where I told them I didn't care if they slept.  But this one

18 isn't one of those.

19 Which successful applicants completed the

20 application in compliance with NRS 453D.200(6), which is the

21 provision that says, "All owners -- " I'm sorry, it says "Each

22 owner," at the time the application was filed in September

23 2018?

24 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Completed applications, and then --

25            THE COURT:  So I want to know which of the
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1 successful applicants, and I heard an argument today that was

2 a total of 17 different entities --

3 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

4           THE COURT:  -- complied with the statute, as opposed

5 to the Department's administrative change to the statute which

6 limited it to a 5 percent or greater ownership interest.

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

8           THE COURT:  Because I know there are many, because I

9 have heard testimony during this hearing of various

10 individuals, whether they were successful or unsuccessful,

11 that they included all of their shareholders' or owners'

12 interests.

13 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

14           THE COURT:  Okay.  How long?

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I need to talk to Director Young to

16 figure that out.  I don't want to give you an estimate and be

17 wrong because I don't know the answer.

18           THE COURT:  Best estimate.

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Because of the way you're looking at

20 me, let's say by Tuesday 5:00 o'clock?

21           THE COURT:  Sure.  The matter will stand submitted. 

22 I'm going to put it on my chambers calendar for next Friday.

23 When you get the information, Mr. Shevorski, if you

24 will circulate it to all counsel and my law clerk.

25 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes.  Of course, Your Honor.
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1           THE COURT:  Thank you.  Have a nice day.  And --

2           THE CLERK:  Your Honor --

3           THE COURT:  Yes?

4           THE CLERK:  May I return --

5           THE COURT:  If there were any exhibits that were

6 tendered but not offered, we are going to return them to you. 

7 Dulce will prepare receipts for you -- she has the receipts

8 already so you can come pick them up.  So don't leave.

9 THE PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 2:32 P.M.

10 * * * * *

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25
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11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 



26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 

37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 



44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 
45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 

50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
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APPLICANTS 
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CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
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REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 
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CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
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55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 
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CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 
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151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
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5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
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REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 
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DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 
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DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 
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17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 
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DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
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AMENDED COMPLAINT 
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DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
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COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
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TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 
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DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 
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TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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TRAN
DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
* * * * *

SERENITY WELLNESS CENTER LLC,.
et al.                       .
                             .
             Plaintiffs      .   CASE NO. A-19-786962-B
                             .
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, THURSDAY, AUGUST 15, 2019, 9:17 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  I have some exhibits that were being

4 brought this morning for Dulce.  Did everybody complete their

5 homework and bring their exhibits?

6 Does anybody have any additional exhibits for Dulce

7 that we discussed yesterday?

8 Mr. Rulis did his part, Mr. Kahn.  Were those

9 redactions agreeable to you?

10 MR. KAHN:  Yes, Your Honor.

11           THE COURT:  All right.  So that'll be admitted.

12  And the Mr. Terry one we got yesterday.  Were there

13 any others?

14 So these are the briefs I got, guys.  Just in case

15 you think I missed one, will somebody please let me know.  I

16 received a brief from Mr. Kemp's office, I received a brief

17 Mr. Shevorski, I received a brief from Mr. Koch.  I received a

18 brief from Mr. Hone, I've received a brief from Ms. Shell, I

19 received a brief and an errata from Mr. Gutierrez, I received

20 a brief from Mr. Pisanelli Bice, I think just Mr. Bice,

21 although Mr. Pisanelli's now watching us, and a brief from Mr.

22 Graf.  Did I miss anybody?  Any I didn't get?

23 Mr. Gentile, I know you had a tragedy in your office

24 with an illness.  Did you have anything else you wanted me to

25 consider you wanted to hand me?
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1           MR. GENTILE:  I'm going -- I think we have cited a

2 case that I am going to -- and it's only a [inaudible].  But

3 other than that, no.  We're good.

4           THE COURT:  So I want you -- as soon as my two

5 lawyers get here I'm going to finish up my other calendar.  So

6 I'm not going to make you start your arguments till I get them

7 here.

8 The central questions I want you to make sure you

9 focus on, because I know all of you have been preparing

10 extensively, are whether the Department exceeded the scope of

11 the powers or acted arbitrarily and capriciously in

12 implementing the provisions of Ballot Question 2; whether "all

13 owners" is ambiguous, and can that failure to require to

14 disclose all owners be cured; the physical address issue along

15 with building plan, floor plan, and community impact; the

16 diversity issue; for the plaintiffs, the specific relief you

17 are requesting that I enter.  And I do not want anyone to

18 discuss the bond today.  As I told you previously, we will

19 discuss the amount of the bond at a later proceeding, because

20 Mr. Gentile had a witness he wanted to call regarding that we

21 were unable to accommodate and get this part of the

22 preliminary injunction heard.  So after you finish these

23 arguments, we will discuss the bond.

24 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

25           THE COURT:  So is Mr. Sharp here?  Still not.  So

4

005226



1 think about what I just said while I wait for my two lawyers.

2 (Pause in the proceedings)

3  MR. KEMP:  Judge, could we have the list one more

4 time?  When you started I didn't have a pen.

5           THE COURT:  You are so funny, Mr. Kemp.  Did the

6 Department exceed the scope of its power or act arbitrarily

7 and capriciously in implementing the provisions of Ballot

8 Question 2; whether the issue related to "all owners" can be

9 cured by the Department; the issue related to physical

10 address, building plans, floor plans, and community impact;

11 the diversity issue; the specific relief being requested by

12 each of the individual plaintiffs.

13 MR. KEMP:  Thank you, Your Honor.

14           THE COURT:  And you guys can get up and walk around

15 until I finish the two lawyers who aren't here.  But, I mean,

16 Mr. Freer didn't come early, but he didn't have to.  And Mr.

17 Sharp is another department with another judge who he asked to

18 be called first, but who knows if that happens.

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Your Honor, for housekeeping

20 purposes, if they're finished at 11:30, I do not want to

21 start.

22           THE COURT:  You're not going to, because I have to

23 break at 11:40 for Mr. Parker to get to his board meeting.

24 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I just wanted to raise that issue.

25           THE COURT:  I am not going to make you break your
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1 argument up overnight.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  How's that?

4 MR. SHEVORSKI:  That works.

5 (Court recessed at 9:22 a.m., until 9:41 a.m.)

6           THE COURT:  Mr. Gentile, would you like to make a

7 closing argument?

8           MR. GENTILE:  I would, Your Honor.  Before I start,

9 are we going to have an opportunity for rebuttal?

10           THE COURT:  Yes.

11           MR. GENTILE:  Okay.

12           THE COURT:  Isn't that how life works?  You go

13 first, he goes second, you go last.

14           MR. GENTILE:  I was going to ask if the 10 minute

15 rule applied, but I didn't dare.

16           THE COURT:  No.

17 SERENITY PLAINTIFFS' CLOSING ARGUMENT

18           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, I am here representing a

19 group of people and entities that already are in the medical

20 marijuana and retail marijuana dispensary business.  And, like

21 the intervenors, last year, September, they filed applications

22 for an additional license.  Anybody who didn't file an

23 application shouldn't have a right to be here.  But to the

24 extent that my clients did, they did all that they could do to

25 avail themselves of due process of law and equal protection of
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1 the law as that process with regard to the evaluation and

2 issuing of licenses unfolded.  We're here basically asking for

3 a declaratory judgment at the end of this case, but now for a

4 preliminary injunction.  And it's based on the deprivation of

5 due process and equal protection because the regulations, some

6 of them, exceeded the mandate of initiative, Ballot Question

7 2.  Some of them that did not exceed that mandate were

8 exercised or applied in an arbitrary and capricious manner. 

9 And the injunctive relief that we're seeking at this point

10 would be for the Court to declare, enjoin the State Department

11 of -- actually, the State of Nevada, I don't care what

12 department it is, from doing anything further to remove the

13 condition from what everybody agrees is a conditional license. 

14 And specifically, given the testimony in this case, it would

15 be to preclude them from conducting the final inspection that

16 would permit -- the final step toward permitting these

17 conditional licenses to go into effect and go into operation. 

18 That is what we're asking for in terms of relief at this

19 point.

20 It's pretty clear that these licenses are rare, and

21 the irreparable harm should be patent to the Court, and I

22 think you've actually commented on that earlier when cutting

23 me off in further examination and putting on additional

24 witnesses.  In a proper manner, by the way, Your Honor.  There

25 is simply no adequate remedy at law here.  The Department of

7

005229



1 Taxation certainly is not going to be impeded, and neither

2 will the ability to collect taxes by the State for the sale of

3 retail marijuana, because there's testimony in this record

4 that anybody who wants it and they're over 21 could get it. 

5 And apparently people under 21 can get it, but we'll get to

6 that later.

7 And so to the extent that the intervenors are here

8 and to the extent that we're seeking relief, we're not seeking

9 any against the intervenors.  We have never made a claim

10 against the intervenors.  They're here because they want to be

11 here.

12 And to the extent that if you issue an injunction

13 they decide to take additional steps and spend additional

14 money in pursuit of opening up stores under these conditional

15 licenses, that's a risk that they are fully aware of and they

16 are free to take.  We're not telling not to do it.  That's a

17 business decision.

18 And finally, with regard to the issue of how

19 important this is that it gets done within 12 months, if this

20 litigation isn't an extenuating circumstance to extend that

21 12 months, then my guess is the intervenors will be taking

22 that decision to court and contesting the State denying them

23 the opportunity, because this is an extenuating situation.

24 I think at the threshold in terms of the analysis of

25 the law here we have to compare the genesis of 453A, the
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1 medical marijuana legislation, with 453D, which was enacted by

2 initiative, because they're very different.  In 1998 and in

3 2000 the voters of the state of Nevada were presented with a

4 constitutional amendment, and it was very broadly stated, and

5 it was based upon health concerns.  And Article 4, Section 38,

6 of our Constitution became that amendment.  And I'm not -- I'm

7 going to try to abbreviate this.  I have the amendment here. 

8 I'm not going to read it.  You know what it is.

9 But pretty clearly what they did at that time, what

10 the people did at that time is they said to the legislature,

11 look, we're going to adopt this amendment, but we're going to

12 leave it to you to enact the law, we pretty clearly want

13 medical marijuana.  Thirteen years later the legislature

14 enacted 453A.  From the period of 2000 until 2013 for the most

15 part people who needed medical marijuana, despite what the

16 people of the state did in terms of a directive of the

17 legislature, had to grow their own.  And they had to get

18 licenses to do so.  You couldn't go into a store and buy

19 marijuana.  You had to use the same guy you'd been dealing

20 with for the last 30 years.

21 In 2013 something -- that's when the legislation was

22 adopted, and the legislature placed the administration of

23 medical marijuana, because it was a health issue, in the hands

24 of the Department of Public and Behavioral Health.  And we

25 have testimony in this case from Mr. Gilbert and Ms. Cronkhite
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1 and, frankly, I don't remember if Mr. Plaskon was there or

2 not, but both Gilbert and Cronkhite were there at that time

3 and basically moved over to the Department of Taxation when

4 the next step occurred in the evolution.  Candidly, I think

5 that's part of the reason we're here.  I think that's part of

6 the problem.  I think it's the source of these problems.

7 In 2016, as you know, we had a ballot question, and

8 this time, maybe because it took 13 years for the legislature

9 to act, the people of the state of Nevada decided to go by way

10 of a direct initiative that embodied and was to enact

11 legislation itself.  They got tired of waiting for the

12 politics of the situation.  This time the people did not focus

13 on health.  This time the people in the initiative focused on

14 a concern about criminal law issues, specifically the illegal

15 market in the sale of marijuana and the consequences of that

16 market, and wanted to take nonviolent crime like the smoking

17 or possession of marijuana and get it out of the law

18 enforcement quiver because of the cost so that we could free

19 policemen up to focus on violent crime.  And that was

20 expressed in the ballot issue.  And it also taxed this, which

21 made good sense, to tax the sale, set up a schedule of taxes,

22 and moved it from the Department of Public and Behavioral

23 Health to the Department of Taxation.

24 Now, Mr. Pupo, who was at the Department of Taxation

25 all of this time, had no background with regard to medical
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1 marijuana.  The people who worked for him did.  The problem

2 was that they brought over their ideas that were -- and their

3 bases and their procedures that were engendered by legislation

4 and rule making and simply did not study the difference

5 between what they could do there because of how that got

6 started and what they could do here because of this being an

7 initiative.

8 In the initiative the people of the state of Nevada

9 said that they wanted retail marijuana dealt with like alcohol

10 was dealt with.  And if you take a look at Exhibits 229 and

11 230, they will establish how Metro and the Clark County

12 alcohol licenses are dealt with and the kind of investigations

13 that go on with regard to those.  Article 19, Section 1,

14 paragraph 3, and Article 19, Section 2, paragraph 3, which

15 deal with different types of initiatives, contain the

16 following language.

17 "If a statute or a resolution or any part thereof

18 shall is enacted, it shall stand in the law of the state --

19 stand as the law of the state and shall not be amended,

20 annulled, repealed, set aside, suspended, or in any way made

21 inoperative except by the direct vote of the people."  That's

22 Article 19, Section 2.  Article 19, Section 2, paragraph --

23 that's Article 19, Section 1.

24 Section 2 says, "An initiative measure so approved

25 by the voters shall not be amended, annulled, repealed, set
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1 aside, or suspended," basically the same language as Section

2 1, "by the legislature within three years from the date it

3 takes effect."  And so that is sacrosanct.  That cannot be

4 messed with, because this court wouldn't be here and the state

5 of Nevada wouldn't be here if we didn't have a constitution. 

6 It's the fundamental document.  And this time it was the

7 people, the voters that spoke, not a bunch of politicians

8 sitting up in Carson City figuring out a way to get reelected,

9 and it took them 13 years to do it.  So this time it went

10 effect that day, the day that the Supreme Court canvassed the

11 election results.  Didn't take the legislature to do it.  The

12 people did it.

13 Now, 453D.200 directed, the people directed that the

14 Department of Taxation adopt regulations necessarily and

15 convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter, to

16 carry out the provisions of this chapter, not necessary and

17 convenient for the administrators, but necessary and

18 convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter.  And

19 we know that you can't amend those provisions or do any of the

20 other things that are prohibited.  And we also know, and this

21 is the case that I was going to send you last night, but I'll

22 read it.  It's only a part of it, and it's dictum, all right. 

23 But in 1957 in case called Nevada Tax Commission versus Hicks,

24 which is at 73 Nev. 115, and I'm reading from 121, our Supreme

25 Court said, "Standards of suitability may be fixed which are
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1 so completely unrelated to the subject as to demonstrate that

2 the administrative action of the Commission," and at that time

3 it was the Tax Commission, "in defining suitability was

4 arbitrary, discriminatory, capricious, or wholly beyond the

5 sphere of its authority."  And that was -- that case dealt

6 with a statute.  That did not deal with an initiative.  And so

7 it's only stronger in this instance.  That was a gaming case,

8 and shortly thereafter gaming was removed from the Department

9 of Taxation.

10 453D.200 also says that the regulation "shall

11 include," in other words, it was a mandate, "that there be

12 qualifications for licensure objectively --" excuse me "--

13 directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a

14 marijuana establishment."  That's [unintelligible].  If it's

15 not that, you can't do it.  It has to be directly and

16 demonstrably related.

17 So why are we here?  What constitutional violations

18 occurred that have us before you?  The first is that

19 compliance wasn't even analyzed or scored.  The regulation

20 453D.272(g) adopted by the State pursuant to the power to

21 regulate and the duty, (g) reads as follows.  I suppose I

22 should read the introductory.  Okay.  "Evidence that the

23 applicant has [unintelligible] to staff, educate, and manage

24 the proposed marijuana establishment on a daily basis, which

25 must include, without limitation --" oh.  Wait a minute. 
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1 Sorry.  Read the wrong part.  This deals with where there's

2 more than one application.

3 We are talking about .272(g).  The content of the

4 application has to contain under (g) whether the "owners,

5 officers, or board members of the proposed marijuana

6 establishment have direct experience with the operation of a

7 medical marijuana establishment or marijuana establishment in

8 this state and have demonstrated a record of operating such an

9 establishment in compliance with the laws a regulations of

10 this state for an adequate period of time to demonstrate

11 success."

12 And as long as I'm here, I want to read the next

13 one, too, because it fits in.  (h) is, "The experience of key

14 personnel that the applicant intends to employ in operating

15 the type of marijuana establishment for which the applicant

16 seeks a license."

17 Neither of those was done.  The application does not

18 contain that information.  The application only requires any

19 experience operating a business or nonprofit.  We have

20 testimony from Mr. Gilbert, Mr. Plaskon, Ms. Cronkhite, and

21 Mr. Pupo that compliance was not considered.  And it was

22 deliberate.  It wasn't scored, and it wasn't considered.

23 In the case of Helping Hands that would have been --

24 you know, they lost a benefit from that, because they got a

25 license in 2014, and by September of 2018 their compliance
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1 record was pristine.  Of course, they didn't do anything with

2 that license for the four years, but it would have been

3 pristine.  On the other hand, some of the people, some of the

4 applicants here we have evidence in this record maybe not,

5 okay.  The ballot question required that we needed to prevent

6 the sale or diversion of marijuana and marijuana products to

7 persons under 21 years of age.  That's part of the ballot

8 question.  That's part of the legislation enacted by the

9 initiative, and it appears many times.  I'm not going to

10 belabor that at this point, but it's in there a lot.

11 However, we have evidence in this case from

12 testimony of Ms. Cronkhite, Mr. Pupo, and Exhibit 96. 

13 Exhibit 96 is addressed -- relates to three different

14 licensees, all owned by the same company, NOR.  And you saw it

15 and you heard the testimony, and the testimony is clear that

16 Mr. Pupo directed Ms. Cronkhite to withdraw the investigation,

17 to stop it, into the sale -- apparently three sales to someone

18 under 21 years old.  We don't know how young, we don't know

19 the circumstances, we don't know if anybody was prosecuted. 

20 We do know that it was never brought to the attention of any

21 law enforcement agency, including the Attorney General, who

22 certainly is the counsel for the Department of Taxation and

23 also the chief law enforcement officer in the state.  A crime

24 was committed.  They admitted to the crime.  And they admitted

25 to suppressing it.
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1 And so I suggest to you that compliance, not only

2 was it mandated that it be considered and scored, but that it

3 needed to be.  Because what do we know?  We know that the

4 operator who sold marijuana to somebody under 21 years old,

5 maybe three times, the email certainly indicates that, got I

6 think seven licenses.  So I suggest to you that compliance was

7 an important part of this and it was not considered.

8 Second deals with location.  Location was required

9 by the initiative, but it was ignored.  Now, there was a

10 midstream change.  And we know that.  There was a change in

11 application forms.  Maybe not everybody got to know that.  The

12 wrong one was still on the Website when we started this trial. 

13 I don't know if it still is.  Try it.

14           THE COURT:  Hearing.

15           MR. GENTILE:  Hearing, yes.  Thank goodness I'm not

16 having to summarize this case to a jury.  It would take two

17 days.

18 But that whole idea with regard to location became

19 confusing, because I don't think there's any question that

20 Amanda Connor was the most successful lawyer in terms of

21 obtaining licenses for her clients far and away.  But if you

22 take a look at Exhibit 310 and you listen to the testimony of

23 Mr. Pupo, even she was confused with regard to the need to

24 list a location.  And that's the "DAMMIT" email, Exhibit 310.

25 Under 453D.210-5(b) it reads, "The Department shall
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1 approve a license if (b) the physical address where the

2 proposed marijuana establishment will operate is owned by the

3 applicant or the applicant has the written permission of the

4 property owners to operate the proposed marijuana

5 establishment on that property."

6 Now, Department is saying, well, we could do that

7 later.  The problem is it doesn't take into consideration the

8 rest of the regulations and the statute.  Under 453D, and now

9 I'm talking about the regs, 453D.258-(2)(e), which deals with

10 the content of the application, and NAC 453D.272-(2), which

11 says that zoning and land use need not be proven, you could

12 certainly defer the zoning and land use issue.  But there is

13 simply no way to address a couple of parts of that application

14 without knowing the location, a proposed location.

15 Exhibit 209 is the scoring criteria of the

16 Department of Taxation.  There's a couple of comments I want

17 to make about that.  I'm going to make them at separate times. 

18 At this juncture it talks about building construction being

19 worth 20 points.  I don't know how you can make a

20 determination on building construction without a location.  I

21 suppose you could do it with a set of plans, but not without a

22 location if it's an existing building.  You need plan details,

23 and you need plan regulatory compliance, but there's also

24 90 points, 90, 36 percent, 36 percent of the points allocated

25 out of these 250, for care, quality, safekeeping.  NRS 453D
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1 mandates a reg for requirements for security of marijuana

2 establishments.  Security requires positioning people. 

3 Security requires a lot of things, and I'm no expert on

4 security or securities.  And we'll get to that later.

5 But finally, most importantly, over and above

6 everything else the impact upon the community.  There is

7 simply no way to determine the impact on the community without

8 knowing the location of the proposed store.  You cannot

9 determine the impact on a community by a UPS mail drop,

10 because it's not likely that the store is going to -- that the

11 license is going to be employed at the UPS mail drop.  We all

12 know that.  That's just silly.  And without that you can't

13 really determine the impact on the community, which is a very,

14 very, very important part of this evaluation.  Why?  Because

15 what did the people say in enacting the initiative?  They were

16 concerned about crime.  That's a very important thing to most

17 communities.  I don't there's any community that that's not

18 important to.  And I'd sure want to know that somebody was

19 going to be opening up a marijuana store in my neighborhood. 

20 There's no way for me to know that under this system, because

21 the applications themselves don't make it to the public's eye.

22 They wouldn't have made it to the public's eye but for this

23 litigation and the legislation that Governor Sisolak enacted

24 when he realized that there was no transparency to this entire

25 process.
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1           THE COURT:  That being SB 32.

2           MR. GENTILE:  That's correct.

3 Next is background checks.  The language is clear,

4 "The Department shall conduct a background check of each

5 prospective owner, officer, board member of a marijuana

6 establishment licensed applicant."

7 Now, 453D says, well, you can adopt a regulation

8 that's necessary and convenient to carry out the provisions of

9 this chapter.  To ignore the clear language that says "each

10 prospective owner, officer, and board member" is to amend it. 

11 This was a carryover.  My best guess is that it was probably

12 the very people in this room, on both sides of the room, that

13 didn't want to have to spend the money --

14           THE COURT:  You mean the industry.

15           MR. GENTILE:  Industry.

16           THE COURT:  Okay.

17           MR. GENTILE:  Yes.  Not the lawyers.  Lawyers don't

18 want to spend money on anything, except suits, I guess.

19 It was the industry that probably cajoled the

20 regulators to back off of the clear mandate.  That'd be my

21 guess.  But guess what.  You can't do it.  It wasn't -- this

22 doesn't say necessary and convenient for the industry or

23 necessary and convenient for an applicant, or necessary and

24 convenient for an administrator.  It says necessary and

25 convenient to carry out the provisions of this chapter, one of
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1 which mandated background checks of all owners.

2 Now, there was a workaround for this, and GTI

3 found it.  GTI was not publicly traded when it filed its

4 application.  During the course of the application process GTI

5 made a deal with a publicly traded company.  GTI is Essence, I

6 believe.  I sometimes need a score card here.  And so there

7 was an appropriate approach to this.  Had the people that --

8 if it's so inconvenient to background each owner of a publicly

9 traded company, well, you can't change that, but you can wait

10 until you sell it to a publicly traded company.  And you

11 background the original applicants, transfer it later.  The

12 rule, the reg has always been that for a transfer of ownership

13 you only need to investigate anybody with 5 percent or more. 

14 That was always in place.  This was brought over by Cronkhite

15 and Gilbert and relied upon by Pupo, relied upon them.  This

16 was brought over from there, and Mr. Gilbert basically

17 testified to that.  And so you can't do that.  You could do it

18 later.  You could transfer it after you get the license, you

19 could even transfer it conditionally in anticipation of

20 getting a license.  But the people, because they were

21 concerned about crime, said, we want every owner backgrounded.

22 There's another workaround for it, Judge, and that

23 would be to do what Colorado did, just face the fact that

24 until an amendment to that part of 453D can occur, which won't

25 be until the 23rd of November of this year, adopt the Colorado

20

005242



1 position that publicly traded companies simply can't apply

2 unless they want to have every one of their shareholders

3 backgrounded.  And so that's the second point -- the third

4 point, actually.

5 The next one deals with wealth beyond what is

6 directly and demonstrably related to the operation of a

7 marijuana facility, marijuana business.  NRS 453D.210-6 says,

8 "When competing applications are submitted for a proposed

9 retail marijuana store within a single county the Department

10 shall use an impartial and numerically scored competitive

11 bidding process to determine which application or applications

12 among those competing will be approved."  I submit to you that

13 to weigh and consider wealth beyond what it takes to operate

14 the marijuana facility, the one that's being applied for, for

15 the next 12 months, as I recall that's what the requirement

16 was, anything beyond that is absolutely not directly and

17 demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana business. 

18 It isn't.

19 More importantly -- and I'm going to get to

20 diversity, because that's my hardest one, candidly, because

21 it's a difference what I feel in my heart and what the law

22 holds, what the law permits.  It's absolutely diametrically

23 opposed to diversity.  The reason that we care about diversity

24 in our society is because some people have had glass ceilings,

25 racial and ethnics minorities have been thwarted in their
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1 ability to financially succeed for a couple hundred years.  I

2 mean, it's getting better, but it's still not where it needs

3 to be.  And so to value somebody who's a rich white guy and

4 give him points for being that, how could that even come close

5 to being directly and demonstrably related, all right?  It

6 can't.

7 Now, what can you do?  I think you could take a look

8 at the taxes that have been paid by the applicant with regard

9 to whether they've paid them on time, whether they've had to

10 go to collection, you know.  But anything beyond that -- and

11 that, by the way, doesn't deal with the number, the dollars

12 that were paid.  It deals with the fact that taxes were paid

13 timely.  And you have to remember that everybody that was an

14 applicant here was already in the marijuana business.

15 Now I want to look at diversity.  Clearly it is not

16 mentioned in any manner in Ballot Question 2.  Clearly Ballot

17 Question 2 was adopted in November of 2016.  It could have

18 been put in there, it could have been put in there, just as

19 after Ballot Question 2 was passed and enacted, in 2017, after

20 the initiative, the legislature amended 453A by AB 422, which

21 did two things.  It said in the 453A situation, medical

22 marijuana, you only needed to background people that had

23 5 percent or greater ownership interest.  They could have put

24 that in the initiative.  The people decided not to. 

25 The other thing that was in 422 was diversity. 
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1 Diversity was included in the amendment to 453A in 2017.  It

2 could have been put into the initiative, but it was not.  And

3 the idea -- here's what it invited.  Here's what happened

4 here.  The rich white guys went out and elected minorities and

5 create boards that are phony boards and placed women and

6 people of color on those boards and got points for it.  So

7 it's not just that diversity shouldn't have been there, it was

8 perverted the way they used it.  And it made up 8 percent of

9 the total score.

10 If you're going to deal with diversity, why not deal

11 with gay people, lesbians, transgender, people who are

12 vertically challenged?  Diversity is diversity.  And it isn't

13 even defined well here.  Not defined at all.  We know how they

14 applied it.  So I'm not suggesting that diversity should not

15 be taken into consideration.  What I'm suggesting is it has no

16 business being scored, and it was trumped in the ordinary

17 sense of the word by the inclusion of this wealth and wealth

18 alone, excessive wealth as a reason and a criteria for

19 scoring.

20 Originally, it is my understanding -- I've listened

21 to so many people and so much testimony I don't remember

22 whether it came out at the trial or not, but originally the

23 idea was to use diversity as a tiebreaker.  It's absolutely

24 legitimate.  But that's not what happened.

25 Now let's talk a little bit about multiple LLCs
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1 getting multiple licenses for the same owners, same people,

2 all right.  That's not in the statute -- excuse me.  That's

3 not in the initiative, that's not in the regs, but it was

4 done.  And it was done with the approval of Mr. Pupo.  And we

5 have an email in here indicating that.  So what that was was

6 ad hoc rule making on the part of the people that work for the

7 Department of Taxation, which is clearly a violation of due

8 process and arbitrary and capricious.

9 Let's talk about lack of oversight and verification. 

10 What we know is that there was none.  We know that the

11 information in the applications was believed.  The applicants

12 were trusted.  Nobody did any verification.  We know that

13 there was no oversight of the Manpower people that actually

14 graded these applications.  That's an abdication of

15 responsibility, which is also arbitrary and capricious.  This

16 case reminds me of "Hogan's Heros" in this regard.  You may be

17 -- you're probably too young to remember "Hogan's Heros,"

18 Judge, but "Hogan's Heros" had a character in it by the name

19 of Sgt. Schultz.  And Sgt. Schultz's famous line was, "I see

20 nothing!"  And he said that because he didn't want to see

21 anything, because he didn't want it to come back to bite him

22 later.  That's what happened here.  Gilbert, Plaskon, Pupo,

23 they all told you, oh, I don't know -- you know, I didn't get

24 involved with that, we left these people at Manpower to make

25 those decisions.  And that's what happened here.  You had
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1 abdication of responsibility.

2 Transparency.  This application -- the

3 NAC 453D.260-2, and I have it, I'm going to read it.  The

4 title is "Request for Applications to Operate Establishment

5 Noticed by Department Required Provisions and Time Period for

6 Submission."  Paragraph 2 says, "(1) the Department issues a

7 request for applications.  Pursuant to this section the

8 department will include in the request the point values that

9 will be allocated to each applicable portion of the

10 application."

11 If you look at 209, Exhibit 209, 209 -- let's just

12 look at organizational structure.  It's 60 points, okay.  And

13 60 points is what the application talked about.  But the way

14 the evaluation criteria actually existed, 15 of those points

15 went to organizational chart, 10 went to previous business

16 experience, 5 went to educational achievement, 10 went to

17 experience with marijuana in Nevada, and -- doesn't even limit

18 it to retail marijuana or legal marijuana; that's interesting;

19 I just read it that way the first time -- and 20 goes to

20 diversity.  None of those were disclosed to the applicants,

21 and that's a direct violation of that regulation that I just

22 read.  Because it is clear that they should have been.  Those

23 are applicable parts in accordance with that definition.

24 Disparity of information to applicants.  If some

25 applicants had more information than others from the
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1 Department of Taxation, it would not be a fair and impartial

2 process.  There's testimony in the record, I think it was from

3 Mr. Pupo, might have been Gilbert.  Exhibit 5 is the

4 application.  The applicants were left to guess as to what

5 makes up the components of each category that I just read to

6 you from Exhibit 209.  They were left to guess how much weight

7 was going to be given to each of those components.  The

8 regulation was designed not for that to happen.  And at the

9 end of the day it allowed for the possibility, the

10 possibility, and according to Dr. Amei, the probability. 

11 Because she said the outcome here is statistically impossible,

12 that better-suited applicants would fail and lesser prevail

13 just on the luck of the way they answered because they didn't

14 know how many points were going to be assessed to what.  So it

15 just simply leaves too much to accident.

16 I suggest to the Court that when Dr. Seaborn

17 testified -- I excerpted this from his testimony -- he said,

18 "If you remove marijuana establishment or remove other

19 business experience and remove the diversity or remove

20 volunteerism or any one of those is enough to change the

21 results in both of these jurisdictions," meaning the City and

22 the County.

23 So you have so many here.  What we know from Dr.

24 Amei is that it takes a pretty substantial number of points in

25 order to be able to separate one from the other.  If made this
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1 whole thing 10 points, you'd have a lot of ties, a lot of

2 ties.  So if you're really looking for a qualitative

3 separation, you have to have a sufficient number of points

4 to make it statistically valid.  The State decided that

5 250 points was statistically valid.  Dr. Amei said 250 was

6 statistically valid.  So if you start redacting from this

7 application and the point-awarding process one or more of

8 these categories because of the fact of the way they deprive,

9 basically they're invalid and unconstitutional.  And at the

10 end of the day you can't save it, because it requires

11 250 points.  And I don't think you want to get into the

12 business of deciding how that 250 points should be

13 redistributed.  That's my best guess.  I know I wouldn't want

14 to be that person. 

15 And so I submit to you that the injunction should

16 issue.  And I went more than half an hour.  I apologize.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Gentile.

18 Mr. Kemp.

19 M&M DEVELOPMENT PLAINTIFFS' CLOSING ARGUMENT

20 MR. KEMP:  Good morning, Your Honor.

21 Actually, Sgt. Schultz said, "I see nothing, I hear

22 nothing, I know nothing," which I think is a pretty accurate

23 description of the Department's testimony about what the

24 graders did.  But, in any event, we join Mr. Gentile's

25 arguments on the Question 2 issue and the other issues he's
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1 outlined.  And if an injunction issues on any of those issues,

2 you don't have to get to the specific score, the errors that

3 we've outlined in our brief.  And we had an eight-page brief. 

4 I'm going to incorporate it by reference.  I was going to go

5 through it a little bit.  I just want to highlight two points.

6 You know, for each one of our clients we have a

7 blatant scoring error.  On LivFree the test for the

8 40 financial points, everybody got that.  All the winners got

9 40 financial points.  Even Helping Hands that was here

10 yesterday with an 8.9 million net worth and 2 million in

11 loans, they got 40 financial points.  So, you know, LivFree's

12 mistake was pretty blatant, and it hasn't been rebutted.  If

13 you had 250,000 liquid and 3.5 million net worth, you were

14 supposed to get the 40 points.  LivFree had, what,

15 217 million, and they 2 million in cash, and that's why we

16 went through Mr. Gilbert's testimony that cash is cash and

17 cash is a liquid asset.  And for some reason these graders --

18 these graders, they gave Helping Hands with the 8.9 million

19 net worth -- LivFree had 25 times the net worth, 26 times the

20 net worth, and LivFree got a 12.67 and Helping Hands got the

21 40.  So it's a pretty blatant error.  It hasn't been

22 explained, no one said a thing about it.

23 And then you go to the M&M error.  That was even

24 worse, Your Honor.  The building construction's 20 points. 

25 The attempt there is to show that you can get this building up
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1 and running within 12 months.  You know, there's pretty clear

2 testimony on that point.

3 So we have an existing dispensary that was actually

4 selling marijuana on the exact same day that it was being

5 scored, and for some reason these graders determined that that 

6 that couldn't be built in 12 months.  I just -- and there's no

7 explanation.  You know, it's like Sgt. Schultz.  We just don't

8 know what really happened there.  And, you know, you contrast

9 that with what some of these people were allowed to do, like

10 Thrive, for example.  They give the building floor plan.  They

11 don't even give construction plans.  They give the floor plan,

12 and Ms. Cronkhite says, well, you were supposed -- I trained

13 them to look at the flow.  So their wonderful floor plan at an

14 unknown location, it was determined that they got a 19.67.  So

15 a real building rates less than this theoretical location and

16 theoretical floor plan that isn't even used?  But anyway,

17 there was no answer on that error, too.  But like I already

18 said, if you issue an injunction on any of the grounds Mr.

19 Gentile outlined, you don't get to that point.

20 But let me briefly address the relief sought --

21 well, strike that.

22 On the public company aspect of it I want to remind

23 the Court that until 1967 Nevada prohibited, they prohibited

24 public companies from being involved in the gaming industry. 

25 I mean, that's just a fact.  And the reason that was done was
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1 because there was a fear that they couldn't adequately do

2 background checks.  So, you know, to suggest that the Colorado

3 approach is -- there's something wrong with it, you know, and

4 then the ability for public companies to survive -- or to

5 apply, rather, I mean, look at what really happened in this

6 case.  Nevada Organic Remedies, they did their transfer on

7 September 4th.  You're not telling me they couldn't have

8 delayed that three weeks, you know.  Or, in our case, M&M's,

9 we were in the middle of our reverse merger in August.  We

10 could have delayed that and applied.  So the actual public

11 companies involved in this case wouldn't have really had a

12 problem complying with that requirement if the background

13 checks had been applied to it.  And if you remember Mr.

14 Koehler's testimony, I think we had 164 stockholders when we

15 started training as a public company.

16 But, in any event, the last issue is the relief

17 sought.  To open up a marijuana store the very last step is

18 the final inspection by the Department of Taxation.  Okay. 

19 Whatever the injunction says, it should -- and Mr. Bult has a

20 couple points he wants to make on that.  But it should

21 definitely preclude the Department of Taxation from doing that

22 final inspection, because otherwise we might get into the

23 situation like we had with the 3500 West Sahara store.  You

24 know, they're subject to a TRO that they can't open, and, lo

25 and behold, they opened because they slide a license from here
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1 to there.  If we had had a temporary restraining order saying

2 that they couldn't have a final inspection on that store, we

3 would have stopped that from happening, or at least it would

4 have been addressed by the Court.

5 But, in any event, the injunction should say no

6 final inspection for any of the 61 licenses.  That's what --

7 that would stop I think any of these stores from opening.

8 And unless the Court has any questions, I can

9 probably do the Sgt. Schultz a little bit, if need be.

10           THE COURT:  No.  It's okay.

11 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  All right.  Thank you.

12           THE COURT:  Thank you.

13 All right.  Mr. Bult.  Mr. Parker.

14 MR. BULT:  It should be Mr. Parker.

15           THE COURT:  Mr. Kemp caught us back up on time, Mr.

16 Parker.

17 MR. PARKER:  I can't be as helpful, Your Honor.

18           THE COURT:  Okay.

19 MR. PARKER:  I will try.  I'm not sure I can be as

20 quick as Mr. Kemp, and perhaps not as long as Mr. Gentile.

21 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER PLAINTIFF'S CLOSING ARGUMENT

22 MR. PARKER:  Good morning, Your Honor.

23           THE COURT:  Good morning, Mr. Parker.

24 MR. PARKER:  How are you?

25 Your Honor, in considering today's presentation I

31

005253



1 wanted to perhaps have the Court consider the broad, 3,000-

2 foot vision and then get into some of the details.  So, as a

3 result, I may request that certain portions of the testimony

4 from some of the witnesses be displayed on the monitor, Your

5 Honor.

6 And, Your Honor, from the untrained practitioner's

7 standpoint I think this case started out or centered on what

8 the intervenors or the State may have thought as being issues

9 regarding the scoring given to the unsuccessful plaintiffs, as

10 opposed, perhaps, to the scoring of the intervenors.  And I

11 believe initially the State, perhaps based upon a knee-jerk

12 response to the complaint, considered the plaintiffs simply

13 sore losers or perhaps that the plaintiffs just didn't try as

14 hard as the intervenors.  And so with that thought in mind

15 this case developed and developed and developed.  And then

16 witnesses on behalf of the intervenors, who I would say were

17 even less polite than the State or even some of the

18 intervenors' attorneys, came to this stand what I would

19 consider with consternation and gave testimony even critical

20 of the intelligence and the business savvy of the lower-

21 scoring plaintiffs.  And certainly this Court probably recalls

22 certain testimony where a particular intervenor representative

23 said, perhaps they were just all confused and just didn't know

24 enough about the process.  Very critical, very pointed

25 comments and commentary.
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1 And so initially the State, believing that the

2 employees, their employees had followed the law, refused to

3 consider or I believe the concerns of the unsuccessful

4 applicants.  The State not only refused to consider the

5 concerns of the applicants who did not prevail, but also

6 refused to provide any insight regarding the scoring or even

7 the scorers or the metric behind each criteria.

8 Now, this is something that I thought struck a chord

9 with the Court, because at one point Mr. Pupo said, and I'll

10 do my best to quote what he said, I did not want to give the

11 applicants the answers to the questions.  And he said that in

12 response to my question about why not give the full criteria

13 and the scoring metrics so that everyone could put their best

14 foot forward in the application.

15 Now, we also pointed him to the statute that said

16 you have to provide that information.  And so later on in my

17 discussion I will get to some of the points where Mr. Pupo

18 acknowledged and conceded that things should have been done

19 differently, things should have been improved upon, things

20 should have been done better, as opposed to the capricious and

21 arbitrary way in which they were done in this 2018 application

22 process.

23 Additionally, Your Honor, the State [inaudible]

24 they're guarded and shrouded in secrecy this process by

25 refusing any administrative rights or remedies, including an
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1 appeal.  So to the extent that the intervenors or the State

2 want to throw up a banner of laches, Your Honor, the

3 plaintiffs in this case, specifically Nevada Wellness Center,

4 did everything it could in advance of bringing this complaint

5 and in as short order as possible.  In fact, NWC, Nevada

6 Wellness Center, met with the State on January 17th, after

7 having sent email after email after email requesting an

8 audience and requesting some insight.

9 And so the Court's familiar with the Assembly bill

10 that finally allowed during this process for the disclosure of

11 some of that information.  But the Court also is aware that

12 during this process, during the questioning I believe of Mr.

13 Gilbert I asked, where are the actual scoring notes, where's

14 the quality control documentation.  It was at that point we

15 finally got the State to disclose that information, thousands

16 and thousands of pages' worth of documents related to all of

17 the applicants' applications.

18 Your Honor, it was within those notes, within those

19 scoring -- evaluator's scoring tally sheets that we found

20 mistake after mistake after mistake in terms of location,

21 terms of consideration of community impact, failure to

22 consider compliance.  Your Honor, it was failure to even

23 consider and tally up correctly the number of people with

24 college degrees in terms of the education criteria.  The

25 scoring tally sheets were replete with mistakes.  And we
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1 brought several of them to light to the Court.

2 Mr. Hawkins had his time here explaining some of the

3 mistakes, where, uneducated in terms of building plans,

4 evaluators couldn't figure out where and a hand sink was and

5 deducted points, couldn't figure where the mantrap was,

6 deducted points.   They didn't have an idea of security

7 requirements, lighting requirements.  It was ridiculous in

8 terms of how many mistakes were made based upon those scoring

9 tally sheets, Your Honor.

10 So, Your Honor, left with no choice after denied

11 every administrative remedy it sought, Nevada Wellness Center,

12 like other applicants, filed a complaint with the court.  Not

13 long thereafter Nevada Wellness Center filed a motion before

14 the Discovery Commissioner seeking an order of preservation

15 for all of the phone records, which we eventually got in terms

16 of extraction reports from phones of the State employees, as

17 well as followed the documentation regarding scoring.  The

18 State opposed that motion.  The Discovery Commissioner granted

19 our motion.  Thereafter the State filed an objection, of

20 course, in front of the District Court.  We've been without a

21 judge in that department for a long time, Your Honor.  So a

22 decision on that has not been made.

23 But during this process the State continued to hide

24 how this 2018 application process took place, how it was

25 scored, how it was evaluated both from the Manpower evaluators
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1 or scorers all the way through the Department's employees.  At

2 every turn leading to the consolidation of these hearings,

3 Your Honor, the State has prevented transparency and stood

4 against fairness.  Now, I will say, to his credit, Mr.

5 Shevorski has been attempting and has produced a significant

6 amount of documentation during these proceedings.  But it took

7 these proceedings to get that documentation.  They were not

8 forthcoming before your Court's involvement.

9 The public application process, Your Honor, not too

10 dissimilar to a competitive Public Works bidding process, is

11 supposed to be transparent.  It's supposed to be fair to all

12 participants.  A level playing ground with no bidder being

13 given any advantage is the main tenet behind this process. 

14 The Nevada citizens approved Ballot Question Number 2 allowing

15 for the sale of recreational marijuana.  Nevada statutes were

16 enacted related thereto, codified under NRS 453D, Your Honor. 

17 The State Department of Taxation, bound to the approved ballot

18 question, created the regulations with the assistance of the

19 Governor's Task Force and with guidance from consultants and

20 industry affiliations or associations.

21 The evidence that's been developed through 18 days

22 or 19 days of hearing, Your Honor, has proven that the State

23 regulations -- or the State's created regulations are not in

24 accordance with the ballot question or the Nevada statutes. 

25 The application developed by the State is inconsistent with
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1 the ballot question, the statutes, and even the regulations. 

2 Decisions were made during the process which further deviated

3 from the ballot question, the statutes, and the regulations. 

4 The scoring criteria used by the Manpower evaluators was also

5 inconsistent with the ballot question, the statute, and the

6 regulations.

7 During the application process, as I indicated

8 before, Your Honor, changes were made to the application. 

9 Many applicants were unaware of the changes to the

10 application, and the fact we have Exhibit 5 and Exhibit 5A,

11 which until this process started the State wasn't aware that

12 there were two applications available on their Website.  It

13 became clear to Ms. Cronkhite, became clear to Mr. Pupo, and

14 became clear to the State's attorneys that there were two

15 available, and during this process, when it became available,

16 one of those applications was removed from the Website, Your

17 Honor.

18 Now, when I questioned the former CEO of the MGM

19 properties he was clear in indicating that in order to have an

20 apples-to-apples comparison of bids you have to have the same

21 documents that they're relying upon, and that the owner, in

22 this case the State, would be responsible for any variations

23 in those documents.  We have different responses.  And I can

24 tell you that NWC prepared a response based on the requirement

25 of a location, a physical location.  Not a UPS Store, not a
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1 floor plan giving no indication of community impact, which is

2 one of the criteria under the nonidentified portions of the

3 application, Your Honor.  In fact, during the hearing, Your

4 Honor, after 10 months and we find out that there's two

5 applications we also find out that there's conversations going

6 on behind the scenes with Amanda Connor and a consultant paid

7 over -- or paid roughly $150,000 per application with Mr. Pupo

8 regarding inconsistencies in the application and the

9 regulations.  These documents, part of which we just received

10 roughly two weeks ago when I asked for Mr. Pupo's emails,

11 that's just how confusing the documents were, not only to

12 people who thought they were really versed in this, but as

13 well as to the State and the State's head person.

14 So let's take a look at that document, Your Honor. 

15 This is Exhibit 310.

16           THE COURT:  This is the "DAMMIT" email?

17 MR. PARKER:  That is it indeed.

18           THE COURT:  Okay.  I've got it.

19 MR. PARKER:  If you could pull that up for me,

20 Shane.

21           THE COURT:  DOT46271.

22 MR. PARKER:  Yes, Your Honor.

23 And so if would start at the bottom of the first

24 page, Your Honor -- I'm not sure you can hear me --

25           THE COURT:  And I have my own copy, Mr. Parker.
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1 MR. PARKER:  You do?

2           THE COURT:  I do.

3 MR. PARKER:  Okay. Good enough.

4 So at the bottom of this page is an email dated

5 August 22nd, 2018, sent at 6:17 p.m.  Now, I point the date

6 out because this is after the ListServ was supposedly sent

7 saying that location was not necessary.  It's also important

8 to note this is at 6:17 p.m., after work hours, a

9 demonstration of the relationship between certain members of

10 the DOT, Department of Taxation, and outside influences or

11 consultants speaking on behalf and helping some of these

12 intervenors.

13 So it says here at the bottom, speaking to Jorge

14 Pupo, says, "I know that the regulations made clear that land

15 use or the property will not be considered in the application

16 and having a location secured is not required, but there seems

17 to be some inconsistency in the application."  Now, this is

18 someone who had direct access to Mr. Pupo, the head of the

19 Department of Taxation in terms of Marijuana Enforcement

20 Division.  It's also a person who has dealt with this from the

21 Dispensary Association, who dealt with it on behalf of several

22 of her clients, and is still confused or believed that there's

23 inconsistencies in the application.

24 So in response to that email Mr. Pupo says, "That is

25 correct.  If you have a lease or own property, than --" it
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1 should have said "then" "-- put those plans, but [inaudible]

2 tell us what the floor plan will look like."

3 Now, there is not a single indication in the ballot

4 question or the statutes or even the regulations saying, floor

5 plans are sufficient or adequate or is what's required.  In

6 fact, it's just the opposite, just the opposite, Your Honor.

7 If you'd go down a little bit more, Shane, or

8 towards the top of the page.  Right there.  Thank you, sir.

9 Ms. Amanda at 8:24 p.m., later in the evening, says,

10 "But a person who has a lease or owns a property will not get

11 more points simply for having a property secured, correct?"

12 Now, again, she's thinking that scoring is involved

13 in the location.  What we found out during this process is

14 that Mr. Pupo took scoring out completely in terms of having a

15 location and based it on floor plan, again, something not

16 allowed by the ballot question, the statutes, or the

17 regulations.

18 And finally, the quote of the trial -- or the

19 hearings, "Nope.  LOCATION IS NOT SCORED DAMMIT."

20 Your Honor, this is inside information given to

21 Amanda Connor that materially benefitted the intervenors that

22 she represented.  I can tell you on behalf of Nevada Wellness

23 Center it had no such access, had no such information, and the

24 majority of the plaintiffs did not.

25 What is also important to understand, Your Honor, is
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1 that people like Ms. Connor and other successful applicants,

2 perhaps like Mr. Jolley of Nevada Organics or Armen

3 Yemenidjian, I believe, had access to DOT staff, including Mr.

4 Pupo, including Ms. Cronkhite, including Mr. Gilbert.  These

5 individuals had cell numbers for the DOT staff.  These

6 individuals, among others, had lunch, dinner, drinks with the

7 DOT staff.  They had access to DOT representatives throughout

8 the process.  Nevada Wellness Center, Your Honor, had no such

9 connections.  They had no such access, they had no special

10 relationships that led them to be able to have lunch, dinner,

11 and drinks with DOT representatives.

12 And nor should they have had to.  This process

13 shouldn't be based upon relationships.  It shouldn't be based

14 upon favoritism, it shouldn't be based upon who you know.  It

15 doesn't say that in the ballot question.  It shouldn't be

16 based on how rich you are or how fair-skinned you are.  That

17 shouldn't matter.  It should have nothing to do, it has no

18 place in this process.  The voters didn't require it to have a

19 place in this process.  Diversity is something other than

20 having connections.  Impact to the community is something

21 other than having connections.

22 What NWC had, Your Honor, was significant medical

23 and recreational marijuana sales experience.  They were one of

24 the first to open the medical, and right there on the cutting

25 edge opening for recreational.  They had a successful
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1 operation, they had a functioning building space that was

2 inspected and given a clear report on September 18th, 2018,

3 two days before the closing of the application period.  Nevada

4 Wellness Center is owned by all-Nevada residents.  The owners

5 are all African-American, they all have college degrees,

6 they've all done well in business, and they deserve a fair

7 playing field.

8 Now, just before -- I'm sorry.  Strike that, Your

9 Honor.

10 Despite the inspection that went well on September

11 18, 2018, the Manpower graders deducted points from NWC

12 because they couldn't understand what a mantrap was.  But they

13 had an understanding where the hand sink was.  And so what I

14 did when I questioned some of the DOT witnesses is I put

15 before them the actual plans so they could see it for

16 themselves and they could see the scoring and recognize the

17 mistakes made by the Manpower graders.

18 Now, what should have happened, Your Honor, because

19 it's spelled out in the training manuals that we looked at

20 early in this case, there was quality control and quality

21 assurance obligations for the DOT employees.  But when I asked

22 Ms. Cronkhite and I asked Mr. Gilbert and Mr. Plaskon, they

23 said they did not perform any quality control and no quality

24 assurance.  As a result, we have mistake after mistake after

25 mistake being made and nowhere to actually correct it.  So
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1 when we asked Mr. Pupo, what happens when there's a mistake,

2 how do you correct the mistake, there is no mechanism to

3 correct the mistake.  So there's no administrative way of

4 correcting this mistake.  Where do we go?  Where are we left

5 to go?  And that's why we're before this Court.  And I'm

6 saying that because the standing argument that may be made

7 makes no sense.  There was no other mechanism or outlet for

8 these issues to be resolved despite our attempts, including a

9 request for an appeal.

10 The graders also made mistakes in evaluating, Your

11 Honor, the education levels, as I said before, of several of

12 the applicants, including Nevada Wellness Center.  There was a

13 mistake where I believe twelve of the officers and owners of

14 Nevada Wellness Center had undergraduate degrees and Masters,

15 and some had Doctorate degrees.  You review it, and they gave

16 credit for only five of the twelve.  A complete mistake.  So

17 those are the types of mistakes that quality control and

18 quality assurance could have caught.  Those are mistakes that,

19 if it was done in accordance with the practice that other

20 State of Nevada departments utilize for evaluating competitive

21 bid processes, would have been caught and corrected.

22 Now, Your Honor, what we've also found out -- and a

23 lot of these mistakes and issues that led to the position

24 we're in right now are related to the State and how it created

25 the regulations and their failure to do quality control and
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1 quality assurance.  But the intervenors are just as at fault. 

2 And in fact, while the State may have done some things

3 unwittingly, or perhaps wittingly in terms of certain -- based

4 on certain connections, there was gamesmanship, clear

5 gamesmanship in terms of how the intervenors approached this

6 application process from illusory advisory boards stacked with

7 minorities in an attempt to get some diversity points to using

8 gender to create a sham ownership, not so much in terms of

9 ownership because of relations to husbands, but a husband

10 getting up here and saying he runs the company, but three

11 wives are the owners.  It was clear based upon his testimony

12 how and who ran that company.  And it wasn't the three owners, 

13 because none of them appeared.  Who appeared with the person

14 who put together the loan, the person who looked around at

15 properties, who was in charge of dealing with the consultant. 

16 But he knew that having three women owners would give him

17 points in terms of gender for purposes of diversity, Your

18 Honor.

19 Now, Your Honor, every single witness in this case I

20 believe has given testimony supportive of an injunction. 

21 Every single witness.  And I don't want you to take my word

22 for it, Your Honor, but I want the Court to consider what I've

23 said simply as the backdrop before which this Court has to

24 evaluate the necessity of an injunction and then appreciate

25 that an injunction proceeding is an equitable proceeding in
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1 nature.  And equity involves fairness.  It involves a balance

2 of interests.  In the context of an injunction the Court has

3 to decide when is enough enough.  It is obvious the process

4 was conducted arbitrarily and that the acts of the DOT were

5 capricious, resulting in favoritism to the connected

6 applicants.

7 The plaintiffs didn't want to have to be here, Your

8 Honor.  The plaintiffs, and specifically on behalf of Nevada

9 Wellness Center, simply wanted a fair process governed by the

10 ballot question, the statutes, and hoped that that would rule

11 the day.  NWC believed that the rules would be applied to all

12 applicants and each would be judged on the criteria spelled

13 out which were consistent with the ballot question and the

14 statutes.  Conversely, the intervenors chose to be a part of

15 this proceeding.  The intervenors could have allowed the State

16 to defend this action on its own.

17 Now, Your Honor, I want you to consider the

18 testimony of some of the witnesses.  I'd like to start off

19 with Ms. Contine.  And I'm not going through all of them, just

20 a few, Your Honor.  But I think their testimony is a clear

21 indication of what was going on and why this process was not

22 done correctly and was done arbitrarily and capriciously.

23 Shane, can you put on the screen, please, Ms.

24 Contine's testimony beginning on Day 12, which is July 12th,

25 2019.
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1 IT TECH:  Do you have a page and a line?

2 MR. PARKER:  I do.  Page 118.  And we're going to

3 start at line 11, going through line 22.

4 So, Your Honor, this deals with background checks. 

5 I asked Ms. Contine -- prior to getting here I asked Ms.

6 Contine did she know Mr. Phil Peckman, Armen Yemenidjian, and

7 Andrew Jolley.  She said she did.  She said, in fact, that

8 some of them may have contributed to her 2018 campaign.  She

9 was one who said she created the regulations.  And within six

10 months of leaving the State Department of Taxation she was

11 already consulting with applicants on their submission of the

12 2018 marijuana applications, which we believe was in violation

13 of the one-year cooling-off period, Your Honor.  So what we do

14 know, also, Your Honor, in terms of connections is that she

15 never went to dinner, lunch, or had drinks with Mr. Hawkins or

16 anyone from the NWC.

17 Now, in terms of background checks, Your Honor, the

18 ballot question required and statutes required, it says "each

19 prospective owner, officer, or board member.  She created the

20 regulation that said 5 percent.  And so I asked her first why

21 was the fee associated with the application not enough to pay

22 for the application and the background -- the application

23 review and the background check.  And this testimony goes to

24 that point, Your Honor.  It says, "There was enough money --"

25 and I'm not going to read the whole thing, Your Honor, to you,
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1 but from line 11 to line 22 I asked her, "Was there enough

2 money in the license fee to do a background check?"  And at

3 line 22 she says, "Yes."  Can you --

4           THE COURT:  I think we're on the wrong page.

5 MR. PARKER:  Yeah.  You have the wrong page, Shane.

6 IT TECH:  Which page?

7 MR. PARKER:  118.

8 IT TECH:  Day 12?

9 MR. PARKER:  Day 14.  July 12th, Day 14.  Do you

10 find it?  All right.  Here we go.

11 So that was part of the question, Your Honor.  I was

12 concerned that the State may say, yeah, we don't have the

13 financial resources to do background checks on each

14 prospective owner.  But she indicated that there was

15 sufficient money.

16 Now, there is no distinction between public

17 corporation or simply another other corporation, Your Honor. 

18 So for purposes of background checks, if for some reason the

19 public corporation doesn't want its owners to be background

20 checked, simply don't submit an application.  If you are

21 agreeing to our ballot question approved by the citizens of

22 Nevada, then you're agreeing to comply with the ballot

23 question, you're agreeing to comply with the statutes, which

24 says "each prospective owner, officer, or board member."  So

25 there was no financial reason why the State could not perform
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1 background checks on each prospective owner, officer, or board

2 member, Your Honor.

3 Additionally, I asked Ms. Contine why not require it

4 and why not do it.  And so -- and then I asked her about the

5 distinction. 

6 So, if you could, Shane, go to page 125.

7           THE COURT:  Same day?

8 MR. PARKER:  Same day.

9 And this is where I asked her to clarify that there

10 was no distinction between corporations, public or non-public.

11 And we're going to go from line 6, Shane, through

12 line 17.  So the question, Your Honor, is, "Would you agree

13 with me that there is no distinction in terms of this chapter

14 between public corporations and any other corporation in how

15 it's treated?"

16 She says, "I don't think there's a distinction."

17 My next question is, "Which means if you have a

18 corporation with 10 people, you do a background for those 10,

19 if you have a corporation with 100 people, you do background

20 on 100; is that correct?"

21 And she says, "Right.  And that's the regulation

22 addressed 5 percent."

23 Now, we go on further to try to figure out what made

24 them believe that 5 percent was not a deviation from the

25 statute not allowed by the ballot question.
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1 So we could go to page 130, Shane, same day. 

2 Actually 127, Shane.  I'm sorry.

3 So this is where I ask her, what happens if you

4 leave this to 5 percent and there's a 4 percent owner, Your

5 Honor, that has a criminal conviction, not allowed.  And her

6 response was -- this is page 128, lines 4 through 14 -- "I

7 think the rationale in the discussion that occurred throughout

8 the process was that there would be such a low amount of

9 ownership interest that the public health or safety would be

10 protected."  That's her response in terms of what happens if a

11 4 percent felony conviction owner is there.

12 Now, Your Honor, there is nothing in the ballot,

13 nothing in the statutes that allow for this.  And in fact

14 the regulation itself says that a person convicted of a

15 Category 1 violation is ineligible, cannot be an applicant,

16 cannot have an ownership interest in a recreational marijuana

17 establishment.

18 So go to page 131, Shane, starting at line 17.

19 And this is looking at NAC 453D.905.  It says here 

20 starting at line 17 it says here, "It says here 'Category 1

21 violations are violations of a severity that make a person

22 ineligible to receive a license, including, without

23 limitation, conviction of an excluded felony...."  She says,

24 "Yes."

25 Then my followup question, "So if a 4 percent owner
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1 is an excluded -- has a conviction of an excluded felony

2 offense, doesn't the Code say he cannot be an owner?  It says,

3 'ineligible'; is that correct?"  "That's what the statute

4 says."

5 So, Your Honor, you don't have to take it from me,

6 you don't have to take it from Mr. Kemp, you don't have to

7 take it from Mr. Gentile.  That's what the regulation said,

8 which is inconsistent with their own regulation, and it makes

9 an owner who, 4 percent, 1 percent, it does not matter.  You

10 have to do a background check to figure this out.  You won't

11 -- they're not going to stamp it on their head "I'm a

12 convicted felon, I can't have -- I can't be a marijuana

13 establishment owner."  You cannot do it without actually

14 following the statute and doing a background check on each

15 owner.

16 And so I follow that up and I ask on page 132,

17 lines 7 through 18, "So, Ms. Contine, under this section

18 that 4 percent owner is ineligible if he has a conviction --

19 he or she has a conviction of an excluded felony offense;

20 isn't that correct?"

21 She says, "Yes."

22 "Thank you.  And the only way you would have known

23 that person had that conviction of that excluded felony

24 offense is to actually do a background check for all

25 prospective owners; isn't that correct?"
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1 She says, "Yes."

2 Your Honor, there's no way -- that alone prevents

3 this process from being not enjoined.  This mistake is a

4 mistake that involves the safety of public -- of our residents

5 and the public at large given that owners with felony

6 convictions, Category 1 or 2, are ineligible.  And you won't

7 know unless you do a background check on all prospective

8 owners, officers, and board members.

9 So I tried to bring a conclusion to this line of

10 questioning on page 133, Your Honor -- strike that, Your

11 Honor.

12 I moved from discussing the background check to the

13 physical address, and I was questioning Ms. Contine with

14 regards to why physical addresses were not required as part of

15 the application, because, as the Court knows, the statutes

16 make it clear that it's an important criteria.  So I asked her

17 on page 133, at the top of the page, it says --

18 Shane, can you go to 133.

19 It says, "When you created this part of the

20 Administrative Code did you believe that the physical address

21 was important for the proposed marijuana establishment?"

22 She says, "Yes."

23 "And tell me why you believed it was important to

24 have a physical address."

25      "Well, you'd have to have a physical address to have

51

005273



1 local government review."

2 Go to page 134, Shane, please.

3 Starting at line 13, Your Honor, I continue that

4 questioning, asking her, "So when you created this provision

5 453D.265, in particular (1)(b)(3) you had an idea of why a

6 physical address was important, and I think you just said that

7 a second ago; correct?"

8 "Yes."

9 "And did you notice that the statute also placed an

10 importance on the physical address?"

11 She says, "Right."

12 "Did you also note that the ballot placed an

13 importance on the physical address?"

14 She said, "Yes."

15 "So do you have any explanation why the Department

16 of Taxation, after you left, changed the application to remove

17 physical address?"

18 "I don't know about that, no."

19 Your Honor, she created the regulation.  She knew

20 the importance of physical address, and yet it was removed

21 from the application, making the application inconsistent not

22 only with the ballot question, the statutes, but also the

23 regulations created by the Department of Taxation.

24 Now, the last point I want to hit with the testimony

25 of Ms. Contine is sales to a minor.  And this deals with the
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1 compliance portion that was again taken out of the scoring by

2 the Department of Taxation for some reason.  And if I could

3 recall --

4 Shane, could you put up Exhibit 96 for me.

5 Just to set the stage, Your Honor.  So Exhibit 96,

6 Your Honor, is the email from Ms. Kara Cronkhite --

7 And if you could bring some highlight to the first

8 paragraph for me, Shane.

9 And this involved, I believe, Nevada Organics, Mr. 

10 Andrew Jolley's company.  And he asked that the investigation

11 regarding selling -- reported -- self-reported incident of

12 selling to a minor be removed from the law.  Now, that's a

13 Category 2 violation under the regulation, Your Honor.  So if

14 Ms. Contine -- now that you have some context, Your Honor, Ms.

15 Contine says --

16 And we're going to go page 142, same day, Shane.

17 This is what she says about selling marijuana to a

18 minor, starting at line 5.  "Would agree with me selling

19 marijuana to a minor is a serious offense?"

20 She says, "Yes."

21 "And you would agree with me that that's something

22 that the initiative said was prohibited?"

23 "Yes."

24 "And in fact it's reinforced in the statute?"

25 She says, "Yes."
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1 "And in fact it's a Category 2 violation under the

2 Code; is that correct?"

3      "Under the civil penalties you mean?"

4 "Yes, under 905 -- NAC 453D.905."

5 She says, yes.

6 And then I ask her, and we'll go all the way to

7 page 144, "Isn't it important --"

8 This is page 144, line 8, Shane.

9 "Isn't that more important, to know how an operator

10 has done over the past several years when considering whether

11 or not to give them a license for recreational, to know they

12 had deficiencies and these types of violations?"

13 "I think the regulation anticipates that there would

14 be some review of compliance."

15 Now, this is the person, again, who made the

16 regulations, saying that that's something that should have

17 been considered, and yet it was removed from consideration

18 from Mr. Pupo -- by Mr. Pupo, her successor.  Your Honor,

19 clear indications from the State themselves, former and

20 present, that the process was done inconsistent with the

21 ballot question, inconsistent with the statutes, and

22 inconsistent with their own regulations.

23 Ms. Cronkhite, Your Honor -- and I'm going to try to

24 go through hers a little quicker, because some of it's, while

25 not repetitive, hits the same points, but from their own
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1 perspective.

2 So Ms. Cronkhite indicated that she had no idea why

3 this 5 percent margin or condition was created.

4 So we could go to Day 12, Shane, July 10th, and

5 we're going to start at page 85.

6 It says at the top, "The ballot question required

7 you to do certain things, and you couldn't go outside of the

8 parameters of the ballot question.  Would you agree with

9 that?"

10 She agrees, Your Honor.

11 "So if I see a difference between the statute and

12 the Code, would you agree that someone made a mistake?"

13 She said, "If there's a differentiation between the

14 two, then there could be a possible error," Your Honor.

15 I set the stage in terms of this line of questioning

16 just to see where she was regarding the hierarchy or to try to

17 have her prioritize the statute from the regulations created

18 by the Department.

19 So if we go to page 90, line 6.

20 And I asked her, "Do you recall the Code section

21 that indicates 5 percent ownership?"

22 She says, "Yes."

23 And we're looking at the Nevada Administrative Code? 

24 That's the Court interjecting.

25 And I said, I am.  We're looking at 453D.255.
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1 And I asked her if she's familiar with that statute

2 -- or that Code section, and said, "Do you see the difference

3 between each prospective owner and now one with a 5 percent

4 interest?"

5 "Yes.  I don't recall if this was just for agent

6 cards or for obtaining a license.  I'd have to look at it."

7 So then I asked her, "Do you know why 5 percent was

8 used?"

9 "No, I don't."

10 "You have no idea?"

11 "No."

12 Now, I asked Mr. Pupo the same question.  Mr. Pupo

13 had no idea.  The definition, Your Honor, of arbitrary.  They

14 selected 5 percent without having any rational basis for that

15 percentage.  And that's from their testimony.

16 In terms of suitability of location Ms. Cronkhite

17 testified, page 96 -- and I asked her, can you determine a

18 suitable location by looking at a floor plan -- I said, "So

19 you cannot --"

20 Page 96, lines 8 through 10, Shane.

21 "So you cannot determine a suitable location by

22 looking at a floor plan; is that correct?

23 She says, "Correct."

24 Now, Your Honor, I'm kind of skipping some of the

25 testimony, because I'm sure the Court remembers a lot of this. 
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1 But that final response was after we went back and forth

2 regarding how do you know what's suitable under the statute,

3 because the statute uses the word "suitable location" versus

4 -- from a floor plan versus a physical location.  And then she

5 concedes that you cannot determine suitable location as

6 required by the statute simply from a floor plan.  And, as

7 Your Honor knows, Nevada Wellness Center for each of its four

8 applications had physical locations.  It took the time and put

9 forth the effort to find suitable locations.

10 She also confirmed, Your Honor, that compliance was

11 not considered.  This goes in part to what Mr. Gentile said

12 and what Mr. Kemp echoed regarding this whole Sgt. Schultz

13 approach.  Looking at page 103, line 19, starting at line 19,

14 and this is the Court's questioning, not my question, Your

15 Honor, the Court says, "Wasn't compliance supposed to be an

16 important part of the application process?"

17 And she responds, "Yes."

18 "How did it get in there if it wasn't part of the

19 application or your training?"

20 Her response is, "I'm not sure I understand your

21 question.  Do you mean compliance with the regulations

22 throughout the application as a whole?"

23 Your Honor says, "No, I don't.  So you have people

24 who are currently operating either medical marijuana or

25 recreational marijuana, and they're mostly the people who are
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1 applying; right?  Some of them are cultivators, some of them

2 are labs, but they're mostly people who are already operating

3 a dispensary; right?"

4 She says, "Yes."

5 "They have compliance reports based on the people

6 that you supervise on how they're doing in their operations;

7 right?"

8 She says, "I understand what you're saying."  And

9 she says, "We have a file on every facility.  However, the

10 section of the application that I trained on was non-

11 identified.  They would have no way of even knowing who they

12 were scoring.  So compliance was not considered."

13 Your Honor, the statutes required compliance to be

14 considered.  So this is confirmation by Ms. Cronkhite, one of

15 trainers of the Manpower scorers, that they did not consider

16 compliance, which is required by the statute, again going

17 beyond the statute, going outside of the ballot question.

18 Now, Your Honor, in terms of Mr. Pupo, Mr. Pupo's

19 testimony was on Day 10, June 20th, and he confirmed access

20 that certain applicants had to him versus others.

21 In fact, if we start at page 84, Shane.

22 IT TECH:  Volume I, or Volume II?

23 MR. PARKER:  This is -- good question, Shane.  Let

24 me show you what I have, and you tell me.  [Inaudible].

25           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, remember, you need to be
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1 near a mike so Jill can include you on the digital audio-video

2 recording system.

3 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

4 Are we okay, Jill?

5 THE COURT RECORDER:  Your fine.

6 MR. PARKER:  You didn't miss much over there.

7 So page 84, says here, line 1, "Did you meet with

8 any owners -- did you know the owners of Commerce Park and

9 Cheyenne?"

10 "I know some, I don't know all the owners."

11 "What owners do you know?"

12 "Mitch Britten, Phil Peckman," he says.

13 "And who are the owners that you're aware of in

14 terms of Essence Trop and Essence Henderson?"

15 He says, "Armen."

16 "No one else have you met with or are familiar

17 with?"

18 "Not that I'm familiar with."

19 And did the owners of these companies, have you

20 spoken to them, have you given -- gone to lunch with them,

21 dinner?

22 He says, "Yes."

23 "And have they all made offers to you?"  We were

24 talking about job offers.

25 He says, "Yeah."
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1 "And you turned them down on the offers?

2 "I'm not interested in staying in the marijuana

3 space."

4 Now, Your Honor, I'm moving kind of quickly, but the

5 point is he knew the owners of these successful applicants and

6 some of which offered him jobs while this process was going on

7 for when he eventually left the Department of Taxation. 

8 That's a demonstration of just how close some of the

9 relationships were between the Department of Taxation and

10 these intervenors.

11 Now I want to go to page 92, Shane, starting at

12 line 20.

13 Your Honor, Mr. Pupo testified that he was aware of

14 not only these owners, but also, of course, based upon the

15 email we read earlier, familiar with Ms. Amanda Connor.  And

16 so I asked him about his relationship with Ms. Connor,

17 business relationship with Ms. Connor, and if he could change

18 things, if he could redo this process, would he have made

19 certain changes.  And so -- let me see if I can get it

20 exactly.  Court's indulgence, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  Sure.

22 (Pause in the proceedings)

23  MR. PARKER:  All right.  Your Honor, this is going

24 back to the 5 percent.  Let me hit this before I move on.

25 Page 26, Shane.
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1 So line 8 says, "Are you familiar with the statute

2 or the Code -- I'm sorry, Administrative Code?"

3 He says, "Yes."

4 "And this deals with the 5 percent requirement in

5 terms of ownership?"

6 Again he says, "Yes."

7 "Was there a 5 percent requirement in the  2014

8 application process in terms of designation of owners,

9 officers, and board members?"

10 He says, "No."

11 "Why was it utilized for this regulation when the

12 statute nor the ballot question said 5 percent or more?"

13 His response is, "I believe the statute says we

14 would do regulations that are necessary and convenient.  So at

15 some point it was determined 5 percent interest."

16 So then I asked, "Was there an analysis --" this is

17 page 27, line 3.  "Was an analysis performed which would

18 support deviating from the ballot question or the statute?"

19 His response, "Was there an analysis performed was

20 your question?"

21 I said, "Yes.  Any kind of scientific approach to

22 this determination?  Did someone consult with an expert in the

23 field of corporate structures or with determining the value of

24 ownership?  Was anything done to this decision that 5 percent

25 would be the mark or the threshold for ownership
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1 identification?"

2 "No, I don't believe so."

3 "It was just picked out of the air?"

4 "I don't know.  It could be something from Gaming. I

5 don't know where it came from."

6 Your Honor, conclusively now from the top to the

7 middle to the bottom of that hierarchy at the Department of

8 Taxation 5 percent had no rational basis for that number.  He

9 doesn't know it, Ms. Contine didn't know, Ms. Cronkhite didn't

10 know.  So that's again squarely within the definition, the

11 four corners of the definition of arbitrary conduct, Your

12 Honor.

13 Your Honor, there's one other portion I want to

14 conclude with in terms of Mr. Pupo.

15           THE COURT:  And, Mr. Parker, you're at 11:21.

16 MR. PARKER:  Okay.  Thank you, Your Honor.  Well, I

17 figured since Mr. Shevorski planned on not going today, I'd

18 finish up, Your Honor.

19           THE COURT:  Well, we want Mr. Bult to go.

20 MR. PARKER:  Adam, I'm sorry.

21 MR. BULT:  Oh, that's great.  Thank you.

22 MR. PARKER:  All right.  So, Your Honor, in

23 questioning Mr. Pupo I asked him about location, and I asked

24 him if it was a mistake that location was not a part of -- the

25 physical location was not a part of the application.  He
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1 responded on page 103 through 105 with his testimony that --

2 and I asked him quite frankly towards the end, this is page

3 105, line 19, "Would you agree with me that there was a

4 mistake that people of Nevada thought that the location was

5 important, it should have been reflected and scored in the

6 2018 -- as scored in the 2018 application?"

7 And he says, "I don't think it was a mistake.  I

8 think Question 2 grants the Department authority to issue,

9 suspend, and revoke the license."

10 Then I asked him -- towards the end of his statement

11 he says, "We do our final inspection of the location and issue

12 the final license."  So then he says, "So location is

13 important."

14 And then I asked him about public safety, and again

15 he indicates that it was important, but it was not scored.

16 So I don't know how you can reconcile it being

17 important and not --

18 MR. GRAF:  We lost the screen.  What day and page

19 were you on there?

20 MR. PARKER:  This is page -- that was page 105.

21 MR. GRAF:  Of which day?  Day 10, Volume I?

22 MR. PARKER:  6/20.

23 MR. GRAF:  Thank you.

24 MR. PARKER:  Okay.  Just one other thing.  All

25 right.  Here we go.  Now, Your Honor, I want to finish in
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1 terms of Mr. Pupo with these comments by him.  Starting on

2 page 92.  Again, this is Day 10, 6/20/19, line 20.

3 Are you there, Shane?

4 It says, "All right."

5 You've got to go further down, Shane.  Oh.  No. 

6 You're fine.  You're fine right there.

7 "As indicated a few minutes ago, there were things

8 that you could have improved upon in terms of the 2018

9 application process.  Do you recall saying that a second ago?"

10 He says, "Yes."

11 "Can you tell me looking back now, considering some

12 testimony you've given, what portions of this process of the

13 application could you improve upon?"

14 "Generally I mean what I would do, I would go back

15 and look at the entire process and pinpoint specific areas.  I

16 wasn't pinpointing specific areas right now, but I would say

17 that there's room for improvement.  Obviously I think, you

18 know, better language, you know, clarifying, making sure

19 everyone understands what's being asked of them."

20 Now, that's something I said early on in this

21 presentation, Your Honor.

22 Then I said, "Would you agree with me --" I'm going

23 in inverse order.  "Would you agree with me that perhaps it

24 was not wise to speak as much to an attorney representing

25 several applicants during the application process?"
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1 After the objections he says, "No.  I mean, we

2 conducted business that needs to be conducted for the State. 

3 And because there's an application process the rest of the

4 business doesn't stop."

5 I said, "Well, you knew Ms. Connor was on the

6 Governor's Task Force; is that correct?"

7 "I didn't know she was a co-chair.  I knew she was

8 involved."

9 "You knew that she represented several of the

10 applicants?"

11 He says, "Yes."

12 "Did you have an understanding of how much she was

13 being paid by the applicants?"

14 "Not really."

15 "What's that mean?"

16 "I heard rumors," he said, "somewhere around

17 150,000."  And he said, "I heard something like 150,000."

18 "So you knew she had a financial interest in this

19 process when you were talking to her, when you were meeting

20 with her; is that correct?"

21 "Sure."

22 "And knowing that she had a financial interest in

23 this, did you stop for a second to think that perhaps having

24 conversations with someone who had a financial interest in

25 representing applicants to this process may not be the best
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1 thing to do?"

2 "That's something I'm going to have go back and

3 think about, do some self analysis here."

4 "And it's good that you're doing it in front of

5 Court, because it's something that you can admit to and

6 perhaps not do in the future; right?"

7 "Possibly, yes."

8 "And would the same be true in terms of having

9 conversations with applicants that knew -- that you knew would

10 take part in the 2018 process?"

11 He says, "I can't stop talking to everyone.  They

12 have a lot more business than an application."

13 And then he [sic] says, "But would you agree with me

14 that if for some reason during these conversations certain

15 information inadvertently creeps out about the process, that

16 those conversations could give someone a material advantage in

17 the process?"

18 He says, "It's possible."

19 "And for that reason at least in the 2014

20 application there was a manner in which information could be

21 disseminated to all potential applicants, to the public, and

22 through a question and answer process, a written question and

23 answer process; is that correct?"

24 "Yes."

25 Now, I bring that to your attention, Your Honor,
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1 because that's the material advantage that's not allowed.  The

2 caselaw -- or the Public Works statutes for competitive

3 bidding processes that was gamed by these intervenors by

4 having that type of access.  And Mr. Pupo recognized it,

5 unfortunately, after the fact, after having dinners, lunches,,

6 drinks with Ms. Connor and intervenors.  That's why this

7 process was not fair.  That's why the playing field was not

8 level.  The intervenors came to this application process with

9 a sense of entitlement, Your Honor.  The entitlement was based

10 on these relationships with DOT representatives borne out of

11 drinks, lunches, and dinners.  Additionally, testimony from

12 certain intervenors and DOT representatives confirmed the

13 relationships and that the prevailing applicants had greater

14 access, including cell numbers, including information,

15 including emails, none of which was shared by the majority of

16 the plaintiffs, certainly not Nevada Wellness Center.

17 Coming into these proceedings the intervenors had I

18 would say the audacity to question why the plaintiffs thought

19 that they were entitled to a fair and level playing field. 

20 The overwhelming bravado by some of the intervenors I think

21 led to them giving testimony that they didn't want to give. 

22 They didn't want to admit that they had the benefit of their

23 compliance issues swept under the rug so it wouldn't be

24 considered.  They had the audacity and the bravado to say, I

25 run this company despite three women being identified as the
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1 owners and runners of that company.

2 My thought, Your Honor, is -- and I've seen what Mr.

3 Bult is going to ask the Court.  I join in what he's going to

4 ask the Court to do.  And I, of course, join in the comments

5 made by Mr. -- some of the comments made by Mr. Gentile.  I do

6 believe that diversity should have been a part of this

7 process.  With that exception, I agree with the rest of what

8 Mr. Gentile said.  And I also agree with the comments made in

9 terms of the request by Mr. Kemp.  Thank you very much, Your

10 Honor.

11           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Parker.

12 Mr. Bult, can you finish in 10 minutes, or do I need

13 to ask Mr. Parker a question?

14 MR. BULT:  Why don't you ask him the question now.

15           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, are you and Mr. Hawkins okay

16 if let Mr. Bult finish while you leave to go to your Housing

17 Authority board meeting?

18 MR. PARKER:  I believe so.  I got the wave.

19           THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Hawkins.

20 All right, Mr. Bult.  You're up.  And you can take

21 more than 10 minutes if you need.

22 MR. BULT:  Thank you.  Appreciate it, Your Honor.

23           THE COURT:  And, Mr. Parker, you took longer than

24 Mr. Gentile.

25 MR. PARKER:  I did.
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1           THE COURT:  You did.

2 MR. PARKER:  I know he's going to take longer.  He

3 didn't cover everything I intended to cover.  I thought he

4 would.  So --

5           THE COURT:  Mr. Bult, you're up.  Go.

6 MR. PARKER:  Hope I made it easier for Mr. Bult.

7 ETW PLAINTIFF' CLOSING ARGUMENT

8 MR. BULT:  Thank you, Your Honor.  And on behalf of

9 the ETW plaintiffs we join in the arguments of our co-counsel,

10 and I believe they've done an excellent job of addressing the

11 four questions that you had for us before we started, so I

12 don't want to regurgitate any of that information.

13 Over the next couple day, and it's already started,

14 you're going to hear a fair bit of deference.  And in fact one

15 of the intervenors discusses some of the seminal decisions on

16 deference.  And Mr. Parker is right that that conversation has

17 had an evolution.  And I call it an evolution because the

18 State should be afforded that deference, but it cannot be

19 arbitrary or capricious.  And I think from what we've seen

20 from our co-counsel and from what we've seen from the excerpts

21 it absolutely was arbitrary and capricious.  The State is

22 afforded deference, but when the State admits it refused to

23 marry the initiative with the regulations and the State, that

24 is arbitrary and capricious.  The State is afforded deference,

25 but what it isn't allowed to do is withhold information on how
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1 that process was handled.  And the State is afforded

2 deference, but what it isn't allowed to do is pass the

3 entirety of its grading process to Manpower.  And the reason

4 it's not allowed to do that is because deference is no longer

5 the analysis at that point, it becomes about abdication.

6 So the evolution I'm talking about is over the last

7 nearly three months where we went from deference to

8 abdication.  We saw the intervenors and the State take a

9 different tact.  So then the tact became, you're sore losers. 

10 But we knew that wasn't going to work, because we didn't have

11 a baseline to analyze how the scoring was done.  And some of

12 that argument has started again in last night's briefing, and

13 we saw it with the sore loser arguments and I'll discuss in a

14 little bit about how irreparable harm, how we weren't going to

15 be able to meet that because we couldn't show that we would

16 have done better.

17 So the sore loser argument was pressed early on in

18 the hearing, and Your Honor, will recall where certain

19 witnesses were asked, well, would you have done better.  And

20 two different avenues came out of that, and they're important. 

21 Mr. Kemp did a great job of showing you that the analysis as

22 to his clients, they may have done better with a few shuffles. 

23 But the trouble became with Mr. Thomas, with Mr. Viellion that

24 you didn't have a baseline, you didn't know how those points

25 had actually been rated.  And so this argument that somehow we
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1 were sore losers because we weren't going to do better if the

2 process was redone is an empty argument, because we didn't

3 have the baseline.

4 So the transparency issue comes up because when you

5 can't get the information about how it was graded, when you

6 can't have robust and meaningful conversations at the scoring

7 interviews in January you're left without information.  So it

8 takes nearly 10 lawsuits, a legislative session, a new

9 administration, and an Assembly bill to get what we should

10 have had at the normal part of a record in due course.  So we

11 get that information.  That's SB 32.  We learn there that we

12 still don't have a baseline, we still don't have a way to tell

13 if we would have done better.  So are we really sore losers? 

14 Evolution can you tell us.  Now the evolution of the

15 argument is some type of a balance of harms.  And that balance

16 of the harms is that, you're sore losers, you wouldn't have

17 done better, so really don't get in the way of some other

18 people who are trying to go open these and these cost a lot of

19 money, so go sit down.  We'll talk about where that went.  And

20 then there wasn't a single offer that came into evidence. 

21 There wasn't a single value for what those would have cost. 

22 Always on fact, even spoon-feeding a witness we didn't get the

23 right number.

24 So the erosion of trust and the lack of confidence

25 in the State's processes has been dramatic in this process. 

71

005293



1 You'd have lost anyway, was not an argument, and it didn't

2 work.  So now the argument is, it'll cost the rich guys too

3 much money if you keep doing this, so go sit down.  Nevada

4 deserves better.

5 If you have any questions about how this was an

6 arbitrary and capricious process, Your Honor, I ask you to do

7 one exercise and count how many times in 20 days you heard, I

8 don't know.  It's fascinating.

9 Mr. Parker just did a great job.  He really did.  He

10 went through how many witnesses from the State, pressed, keep

11 saying, I don't know.  In fact, a really telling one --

12 Shane, will you call up May 30.  This is Day 4 of

13 the hearing.  Mr. Gilbert's on the stand.  That's page 218.

14 At line 19 Mr. Gentile asks, "Is there anything

15 there that indicates that you can submit questions in 2018?"

16 Mr. Gilbert responds, "There is not."

17 "Okay.  How come?"

18 "You know, to be quite honest with you, I wasn't the

19 one that made that decision.  I don't -- I don't know."

20 The Court, you, Your Honor, "So who made that

21 decision?"

22 "I don't know."

23 "Okay.  Thanks."

24 And while this may appear just to be some low-

25 hanging fruit and some admin issues and, you know, there's
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1 been testimony by the intervenors, if you really were up to

2 the task you would have tracked that information down.  But

3 how many times do we have to hear that same example of I don't

4 know?  You asked Mr. Pupo a really easy question.  NRS

5 453D.210-4.

6 "Mr. Pupo, what did you do to make sure when you

7 actually got an application it was complete?  The statute

8 reads 'complete.'  What'd you do?"

9 Answer, "I don't know.  Someone else was doing it."

10 I think the quote that really sums up what the State

11 did here is when Mr. Gilbert was on the stand the next day. 

12 That's May 31st.

13 So would you call up May 31, Volume II, page 123,

14 please.

15 This line of questioning is important because it's

16 not just narrowed to a specific question, it's not, you know,

17 why didn't you have the question and answer period, or, you

18 know, or did you get this information out in the ListServ in

19 the summer.  This is about the actual training given to the

20 Manpower graders that the State assigned to handle this entire

21 grading process.  And it's interesting.

22 Mr. Gilbert starts at line 12, "We relied on their

23 expertise and experience to make those determinations."

24 You stepped in, Your Honor.  "You relied on the

25 Manpower folks' expertise and experience?"
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1 "Yes."

2 The Court, "Just making sure I understood what you

3 said."

4 At another point, Your Honor, Mr. Parker did a good

5 job talking about another set of questions and how people

6 knew, how people knew to interpret it.  In the interest of

7 time and because this hearing has gone on far long enough, you

8 can pull June 19, Volume II, at page 44, and Mr. Pupo's

9 response to one of those questions about who knows it is

10 telling.  He responds, "Amanda Connor knew it."

11 So if you have any question about whether or not

12 this was an arbitrary and capricious process, go through the

13 exercise.  Ask how many times did the State say, I don't know.

14 Another tactic that's come up is this idea that

15 somehow because you can't show you would have received a

16 license through a re-score you lack standing.  And for the

17 reasons I went over, Your Honor, and because I don't want to

18 regurgitate all the things my co-counsel said, that argument

19 is empty, because you cannot perform that process with how

20 little we know about what the graders were instructed on how

21 to actually grade these applications.

22 As it relates to irreparable harm, Your Honor, you

23 heard from a number of witnesses, and it's important to note

24 that a line of testimony that came up from my clients and from

25 their clients related to the ability to continue to be a
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1 cultivator and a producer, people who had meaningfully

2 participated in the medical marijuana process, who had

3 meaningfully done everything they could many times at the

4 expense of hundreds of thousands of dollars to get their

5 cultivation licenses open.  They weren't like Mr. Terteryan,

6 who opened his business a day before he needed to submit his

7 application.  They were growers.  They were cultivators.  They

8 were producers.  They knew if this process wasn't done right

9 -- and we've never asked, never asked for we want a license. 

10 We asked for the process to be right.  They knew if that

11 process wasn't right they'd be dead.  Mr. Rombough told you

12 that.  Without vertical integration, without the ability to

13 get this product up and keep it going, we'd be dead.  Mr.

14 Bradley told you that.  Mr. Terry told you that.  Mr. Terry is

15 the one, you'll recall --

16           THE COURT:  I remember which one Mr. Terry is.

17 MR. BULT:  Okay.  Mr. Terry.  He's the one who got a

18 lot of the rural counties.  But he knew.  He knew he needed an

19 outlet.  And then perhaps the best testimony came from Mr.

20 Terteryan, a dispensary was essential for survival.

21 A little bit more on that irreparable harm piece,

22 Your Honor.  Mr. Rombough testified to an important point, and

23 that's an argument the intervenors made, which was, if you

24 want this, go buy one, you don't have irreparable harm, that's

25 a non-issue.  And it's important to note they're not -- 26 of
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1 them, 27 aren't available.  And in fact even further proof of

2 that is we don't know the price.  And even better, we don't

3 have an example that any one got sold.  So, Your Honor, it's

4 not just a money issue.  It's an irreparable harm issue,

5 because there are not enough to go around.

6 Finally, Your Honor -- and I will be brief, because

7 I know time is coming on us -- there's a balance of equities

8 that weighs in favor of the plaintiffs.  The Richardson

9 Construction court contemplated this, and they talk of the

10 purpose of a competitive process.  And it's to guard against

11 favoritism, improvidence, and oppression.  Your Honor, that

12 process was not available to all the members of the

13 applicants.  The idea that that public process and fairness is

14 somehow outweighed by some very important people and

15 impressive people coming here to say what they think those

16 licenses may be worth does not outweigh Nevada having a fair

17 process.

18 Finally, Your Honor, you asked us to tell you what

19 we wanted.  Mr. Kemp did a good job of describing what we'd

20 like to see in an injunction and why it's important for the

21 reasons that he gave of how they just switched the license

22 around and now it's over.  Had we known they would try that,

23 we would have asked for that, too.

24 So, Your Honor, the State -- we would ask that the

25 State be enjoined from taking any further action on its award

76

005298



1 of conditional licenses made in December of 2018.

2 We ask that the conditional license issued by the

3 Department be declared void, as the Department did not

4 evaluate all applications for licensure in accordance with the

5 requirements and the legislative intent of the enabling

6 statute.

7 We'd ask that the conditional licenses issued by the

8 Department be declared void, as the Department applied the

9 factors and the regulations to the applications in an

10 arbitrary, capricious, and partial manner.

11 And finally, Your Honor, that the conditional

12 licenses issued by the Department be declared void, as the

13 regulations the Department promulgated, albeit applied in an

14 arbitrary, capricious, and partial manner, are invalid, as

15 they violate Article 19 of the Nevada Constitution, conflict

16 with NRS Chapter 453D, exceed the statutory authority of the

17 Department, and conflict with legislative intent.

18 Your Honor, on behalf of the ETW plaintiffs, all

19 plaintiffs in this case, we thank you for your time and the

20 Court's staff's time.  I know it's been quite a few many

21 months.  Thank you, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Thank you.

23 We'll be in recess until tomorrow morning at 9:00

24 o'clock.  Mr. Shevorski, you will be up first.

25 Mr. Koch, how long do I have you tomorrow?
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1 MR. KOCH:  1:30 we begin again tomorrow, so my

2 preference would be -- we could talk, but as long as I can

3 argue right after Shevorski [unintelligible] counsel.  I'm

4 happy to argue and leave at that point.  I don't need to

5 remain for the rest, and you can go on the rest of the day if

6 the Court has that available.

7           THE COURT:  What if I have a rebuttal -- what about

8 when I have rebuttal from the people on that side of the room?

9 MR. KOCH:  I trust Brody here to take that, then.

10           THE COURT:  All right.  I was just making sure that

11 I understand the plan.

12 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I beg a favor, Your Honor.

13           THE COURT:  Yes, sir.

14 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Can we start at 9:15 because of

15 my --

16           THE COURT:  Yes, we can get started at 9:15.  All

17 you had to do was ask, Mr. Shevorski.

18 Mr. Bice, do you need a favor, too?

19 MR. BICE:  No.  I have an error in this brief.

20           THE COURT:  No.  You never have an error in your

21 briefs.

22 MR. BICE:  It's not particularly material, but I

23 guess I can check.

24 (Court recessed at 11:46 a.m., until the following day,

25 Friday, August 16, 2019, at 9:15 a.m.)
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52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 



64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 

71 ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005732-005758 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 



76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

79 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
GRAVITAS NEVADA LTD 49 11/12/2019 005938-005942 

80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 



86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 



99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 



111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 
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331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
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ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
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TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
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SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

 



1 additional evidence present at this time?

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  Does the State rest?

4 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Yes, Your Honor.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.  Now I'm on the defendants in

6 intervention.  Who wants to go first?  I've got a group.  I

7 don't care what order you go in.

8 MR. WIGHT:  [Unintelligible] go first.  No further

9 evidence.  We rest.

10           THE COURT:  And you checked your exhibits?

11 MR. WIGHT:  Yes.

12 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, I'm standing right next to

13 him.  We rest subject to providing Mr. Kemp that redacted

14 exhibit by tomorrow.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you.

16 MR. KAHN:  You're welcome.

17 MS. SHELL:  And, Your Honor, GreenMart rests.

18           THE COURT:  And you don't have any additional

19 evidence to present?

20 MS. SHELL:  No, Your Honor.

21 MR. HONE:  On behalf of Lone Mountain we rest, as

22 well.

23 MR. GRAF:  Your Honor, on behalf of Clear River we

24 rest, also.

25 MR. GUTIERREZ:  On behalf of Essence and Thrive we
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1 rest, and we don't have any [inaudible].

2           THE COURT:  What was this?

3 MR. GUTIERREZ:  So that is what Mr. Cristalli --

4 that is what Mr. --

5           THE COURT:  It was delivered over the lunch hour.

6 MR. GUTIERREZ:  So that's Shane Terry's redacted

7 application that Dulce asked for yesterday that was Mr.

8 Cristalli's --

9 What exhibit was it?

10           THE COURT:  Here you go.

11           THE CLERK:  It hasn't been marked [inaudible].

12 MR. CRISTALLI:  It would be next in --

13           THE CLERK:  It wasn't marked, because we didn't have

14 it physically.  So --

15 MR. CRISTALLI:  So next in order.

16           THE CLERK:  For you?  For plaintiffs?

17           THE COURT:  It was Mr. Terry's?

18 MR. GUTIERREZ:  Yes.

19           THE COURT:  267.

20           THE CLERK:  267.

21 MR. CRISTALLI:  Thank you.

22           THE COURT:  And that was the stipulated document

23 during Mr. Terry's testimony that he stipulated that if

24 agreed-upon redactions were made he would have no objection.

25 MR. GUTIERREZ:  That's correct, Your Honor.
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1           THE COURT:  All right.  So it will be admitted.

2 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 267 admitted)

3           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Gutierrez for explaining

4 that.

5 Anybody else on the defendants or defendant

6 intervention teams wish to present any additional evidence?

7 Do you all rest?

8 (All responded in the affirmative)

9           THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Graf, you wanted to make a

10 record about some stuff.

11 MR. GRAF:  Your Honor, this morning there were some

12 objections made during the presentation of evidence and

13 testimony by Mr. Terteryan by Mr. Kahn.  Those objections were

14 based upon leading.  I believe that earlier in this hearing,

15 18, 19 days ago I myself made several objections regarding

16 leading during the presentation of proof by the plaintiff

17 entities.  Those objections were all sustained -- or, excuse

18 me, they were all overruled, and the general tenor of Her

19 Honor's rulings were and I think everybody got the impression

20 that Her Honor wanted the evidence to come in and the

21 testimony to come in.  And I just think that today when the

22 objection was made as to leading, Mr. Kahn was eliciting

23 evidence and testimony from Mr. Terteryan, that the general

24 atmosphere of allowing the admission of testimony and evidence

25 from a witness changed.  And I thought that it was odd, and I
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1 wanted to make sure that we made a record of it here today on

2 the last day of testimony.  And supposedly tomorrow we're

3 going to be closing, when the most expeditious day would be

4 that you would want to ask leading questions to try and get

5 the testimony done and over with.

6           THE COURT:  Okay.

7 MR. GRAF:  That's it.

8           THE COURT:  Usually I sustain leading questions

9 unless they're on preliminary matters or of an adverse

10 witness.  But I don't remember the specific rulings, Mr. Graf,

11 but I'll take your word for it.

12 MR. GRAF:  Thank you, Your Honor.

13           THE COURT:  Anybody else want to say anything for

14 purposes of the record before I go to the next item on my

15 agenda?

16 Ms. Shell.

17 MS. SHELL:  Your Honor, and I won't be too long, but

18 I just want to make a record that I'm very concerned about

19 some of the statements that were made in court not just today,

20 but, frankly, I found to be racist.  But there have been

21 questions of witnesses in this case that have been racist and

22 of great concern to me, and I just want to make a record about

23 that.  It was not just about bringing up the supposed Armenian

24 Power connection with Mr. Kahn's witness, but it was also the

25 racist PowerPoint that Mr. Kemp presented with the silhouette
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1 of Shelby Brown, who is in fact as man, as we've established,

2 and referring to one of my board members as an Oriental.  I'm

3 very concerned about the tenor of some of the questioning in

4 this case.  That's the only record.

5           THE COURT:  I understand.  And I tried to address

6 those on a case-by-case basis as you made the objections.

7 MS. SHELL:  Yes.

8           THE COURT:  All right.  There was motion practice

9 that Mr. Prince mentioned.  Do you anticipate that motion

10 practice now, Mr. Prince?

11 MR. PRINCE:  What motion practice are you --

12           THE COURT:  I don't know.  When you first started in

13 the case you had some --

14 MR. PRINCE:  I think did talk about filing a motion

15 which you're going to hear next week in regard to dissolution

16 of a TRO and bond amount.  So I think that was -- and I think

17 this -- I did address some other motion practice, but we are

18 not going to be filing anything before we have our final

19 argument.

20           THE COURT:  So I will then just wait for the

21 briefing that I will have tomorrow morning from everybody so

22 that I can have a chance to briefly review it before I come in

23 and hear your arguments as soon as I finish my 8:30 calendar,

24 which will probably go until close to 9:30.

25 MR. SHEVORSKI:  What time do you want us here, Your
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1 Honor?

2           THE COURT:  What?

3 MR. SHEVORSKI:  What time do you want us here?

4           THE COURT:  9:15.

5 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Okay.

6           THE COURT:  I'm going to push the guys who are

7 supposed to be at 9:30 to try and get them done.

8 All right.  So closings.  Mr. Parker has a board

9 meeting tomorrow.

10 MR. PARKER:  Yes.

11           THE COURT:  You have to leave here at what time, Mr.

12 Parker?

13 MR. PARKER:  11:40.

14           THE COURT:  So at 11:40 we will be suspending the

15 arguments until Friday morning.  Who has the conflict on

16 Friday afternoon?

17 MR. PARKER:  I think it's Mr. Koch.

18 MR. WIGHT:  We do.

19           THE COURT:  When is Mr. Koch free to do his

20 argument?  Because I want to make sure we give him the time he

21 needs.

22 MR. WIGHT:  On Friday morning.  The trial will start

23 up at 1:30, so any time before then.

24           THE COURT:  Okay.  And let me just ask the question,

25 and I know you've been here almost the entire time, but he was
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1 here the whole time until yesterday.  So my question is, if he

2 finishes his closing argument and I've still got arguments by

3 other people going, do I need to stop?

4 MR. WIGHT:  I would say no for the rest of the

5 intervenors.  If there was some --

6           THE COURT:  Because I'm going to give him rebuttal

7 argument.

8 MR. WIGHT:  -- rebuttal coming in afterwards, I

9 believe he would like to be here for that.

10           THE COURT:  Because I do have rebuttal arguments

11 that I will hear, I'm certain.  Okay.  We'll try and work

12 around it.  Would you like to start earlier on Friday to try

13 and maximize our time?

14 MR. KEMP:  Well, Judge, I was going to say from our

15 point of view Mr. Gentile told me he's going to take a half an

16 hour, so that's probably an hour.  I'm going to try to go 3 to

17 5 minutes, so that's probably 10 minutes.  And Mr. Parker is

18 going to be relatively quick, I hope.  And Adam Bult I haven't

19 talked to.

20           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, honestly -- I know you're

21 laughing, but honestly, assuming that there's not a lot of

22 need for changing in between arguments, I would predict that

23 there may actually be time for one of the defense to make an

24 argument tomorrow.  We really have shared with each other what

25 it is that we want to cover, and I do believe that it will be
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1 done in hour and a half.

2           THE COURT:  Mr. Shevorski says, lucky me, so he

3 knows who it would be I would look at.  And, Mr. Shevorski, if

4 you're not ready when it comes time, you tell me, and we'll

5 start you Friday morning.

6 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I'll be ready.

7           THE COURT:  Okay.  Anything else?

8 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I can't start early on Friday

9 morning, because I have to take my kid to school, but other

10 than that --

11           THE COURT:  Is 9:00 o'clock okay Friday, then?

12 MR. SHEVORSKI:  9:00 o'clock is fine.

13           THE COURT:  Okay.  I don't remember what time school

14 starts.  My kids are older now.

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  St. Francis is at 8:00.

16 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  9:15 tomorrow?

17           MR. GENTILE:  9:15 tomorrow.

18 (Court recessed at 2:45 p.m, until the following day,

19 Thursday, August 15, 2019, at 9:15 a.m.)

20 * * * * *

21

22

23

24

25
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ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 

116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 



120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 
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50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

76 ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 48 11/8/2019 005913-005921 
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125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

14 

APPENDIX OF EXHIBITS TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES,LLC’S OPPOSITION TO SERENITY 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC AND RELATED 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 

321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 
85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 14, 2019, 9:31 A.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  'Morning, counsel.

4 (Pause in the proceedings)

5 MR. CRISTALLI:  I think you may need Mr. Gentile for

6 this, because it's his witness.

7           THE COURT:  He was here just a second ago.

8 (Pause in the proceedings)

9            THE COURT:  Hold on.  Wait.  Anything else before I

10 start with housekeeping stuff?

11 Okay.  Come on up, Mark.

12 MR. WIGHT:  So we just have an amended order on the

13 TROs for NOR.

14           THE COURT:  Okay.  Did everybody sign off on it?

15 MR. WIGHT:  Yes.

16           THE COURT:  Everybody sign off on it?

17           MR. GENTILE:  There's only one everybody.  I signed

18 off on it.

19           THE COURT:  Okay.  Usually I make everybody sign

20 off.  That's why I'm asking even though they may not be

21 directly related.  In a case of this size it gets more

22 complicated.

23 Good luck.

24 MR. WIGHT:  There's two of them.

25           THE COURT:  Two different ones?

3
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1 MR. WIGHT:  Yes.  One for --

2           THE COURT:  Oh.  For the other one.

3 MR. WIGHT:  -- Las Vegas and Pahrump, and one's for

4 Reno.

5           THE COURT:  Thought you were giving me an O&1.

6 MR. WIGHT:  Thank you.

7           THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Kahn, your witness.

8 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, Defendant Intervener Helping

9 Hands Wellness Center calls Alfred Terteryan.

10           THE COURT:  Sir, if you'd come forward, please.

11 ALFRED TERTERYAN, DEFENDANTS' WITNESS, SWORN

12           THE CLERK:  Thank you.  Please be seated.  Please

13 state and spell your name for the record.

14           THE WITNESS:  Alfred Terteryan.  T-E-R-T-E-R-Y-A-N.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you, sir.  Sir, you will notice

16 there's a pitcher that has water in it next to you, there are

17 M&Ms in the dispensers behind you, and there are exhibit books

18 that have lots of exhibits.  If counsel wants you to look at

19 the statute, I have a book, but I think I'm going to set it on

20 the bar between us.  What you'll need to look at is in the

21 very back part there.

22           THE WITNESS:  Yes.

23           THE COURT:  Okay.  You may proceed.

24 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

25 //
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1 DIRECT EXAMINATION

2 BY MR. KAHN:

3 Q    Mr. Terteryan, can you please explain what your

4 position is with Helping Hands Wellness Center.

5      A    I'm chief operating officer.

6 Q    Okay.  And you're employed by the company to operate

7 the facility?

8 A    Yes.

9 Q    And is the facility a licensed cultivation and

10 production for marijuana license purposes in North Las Vegas?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    Okay.  And were you currently and had previous

13 experience in the marijuana industry?

14 A    Yes, I did.

15 Q    Okay.  Did you own and operate some permitted and

16 licensed marijuana facilities in California?

17 A    Yes, I did.

18 Q    Okay.  And the ownership structure for Helping Hands

19 Wellness Center, is your wife one of the owners and employed

20 by the facility?

21 A    Yes.

22 Q    Okay.  And at the time of the application in 2018

23 was Helping Hands Wellness Center owned by three women?

24 A    Yes.

25 Q    Two Armenian women and one Asian-American woman?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    Okay.  Were there any other owners at the time?

3 A    No.

4 Q    Okay.  And can you explain to me why in 2018 Helping

5 Hands Wellness Center decided to apply for retail dispensary

6 licenses.

7 A    Well, to my thinking is it's essential to have a

8 dispensary to be able to survive in the industry.

9 Q    Okay.

10      A    Having the cultivation and production.

11 Q    Do you find it difficult if you're only a cultivator

12 to get your product to a retail outlet?

13 A    It is difficult.

14 Q    And how many dispensaries did Helping Hands win in

15 2018?

16 A    Three.

17 Q    In which jurisdictions were those?

18 A    City of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas, and Clark

19 County.

20 Q    Okay.

21           MR. GENTILE:  I'm sorry.  I did not hear the last

22 word.

23           THE COURT:  City of Las Vegas, North Las Vegas,

24 Clark County.

25           MR. GENTILE:  Thank you.

6
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1           THE COURT:  I'm almost as good as a readback.

2 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

3 BY MR. KAHN:

4 Q    Alfred if you wouldn't mind just speaking maybe a

5 little louder for the record, if Dulce can hear it; okay?

6      A    Okay.

7 Q    Great.  All right.  So since Helping Hands was

8 awarded licenses, these conditional licenses by the State of

9 Nevada in 2018 did Helping Hands receive any offers to sell

10 any of those licenses?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    Were you actively soliciting offers at the time?

13 A    No, I wasn't.

14 Q    Because you wanted to maintain retail licenses to

15 have an outlet for your product; correct?

16 A    Correct.

17 Q    Okay.  But at the -- but when you did field those

18 offers --

19 (Pause in the proceedings)

20            THE COURT:  You may continue, Mr. Kahn.

21 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

22 BY MR. KAHN:

23 Q    I'm going to turn to what we have as Intervener

24 Defendants' Proposed Exhibit 5065.  And I believe that Mr.

25 Gentile has already indicated there would be an objection.

7
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1           THE COURT:  Any objection, Mr. Gentile?

2           MR. GENTILE:  Yes, there is an objection.  It is --

3 wait a minute.  Let me -- hold on just a second, Judge.  These

4 are not --

5           THE COURT:  Proposed 5065.

6           MR. GENTILE:  I know.  But the ones that I have are

7 not marked with exhibit numbers.

8           THE COURT:  Mr. Kahn's going to help you so we can

9 keep track.  He's coming.

10           MR. GENTILE:  Nor do they have page numbers.

11           THE COURT:  He's still coming to help you.

12 Mr. Fetaz, thank you for helping Mr. Parker.

13 MR. FETAZ:  You're welcome, Judge.

14 (Pause in the proceedings)

15  MR. KAHN:  Sorry, Your Honor.

16           THE COURT:  It's okay.

17 (Pause in the proceedings)

18  MR. KAHN:  So there's a proposed objection to 5065

19 and -66, Your Honor.

20           THE COURT:  Any objections. Mr. Gentile?

21           MR. GENTILE:  Yes.  Both 5065 and 5066 are rank

22 hearsay that does not identify the person who is signing it,

23 which absolutely makes it impossible for --

24           THE COURT:  So let's lay some foundation, Mr. Kahn.

25 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, and just to address his

8
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1 objection, these are two different letters of intent submitted

2 to Helping Hands Wellness --

3           THE COURT:  But let's lay some foundation with the

4 witness.

5 MR. KAHN:  Sure.  Understood, Your Honor.

6 BY MR. KAHN:

7 Q    Mr. Terteryan, were you provided hard copies of

8 these proposed exhibits?

9 MR. KAHN:  May I approach?

10           THE COURT:  You may.

11 So, sir, the ones you're going to have little

12 stickers on it.  It's really important I get them back --

13           THE WITNESS:  Yes.

14           THE COURT:  -- or else I get in trouble with Dulce.

15 BY MR. KAHN:

16 Q    Mr. Terteryan, I've handed you what we have proposed

17 as Defendant Intervener's Exhibits 5065 and 5066.  Do you

18 recognize these documents?

19 A    Yes.

20 Q    Okay.  And are these documents term sheets or

21 letters of intent for a purchaser to purchase the Clark County

22 marijuana license as indicated for $12 million on Exhibit

23 5065?

24 A    Yes.

25 Q    Okay.  And on 5066 is it a term sheet or letter of

9

005042



1 intent to purchase the City of Las Vegas marijuana license

2 from Helping Hands Wellness Center for the price of

3 $10,200,000?

4 A    Yes.

5 Q    Okay.  And we can see that your counsel has redacted

6 the purchaser.

7      A    Yes.

8 Q    Is there a reason that you have chosen that we need

9 to redact the purchaser's identification?

10 A    Well, I just didn't want the purchaser's name to be

11 out there for everybody.

12 MR. KAHN:  Correct, Your Honor.  It's -- and to

13 address the objection, it's proprietary to know who the

14 purchaser is.  We don't necessarily want the other parties on

15 this side --

16           THE COURT:  Well, I understand.  Is there -- I need

17 this gentleman to testify to me of his own personal knowledge

18 about this information --

19 MR. KAHN:  Sure.

20           THE COURT:  -- and if he was involved in

21 negotiations and whether the two proposed exhibits are

22 information that he is personally aware of so that I can make

23 an evaluation --

24 MR. KAHN:  You got it, Your Honor.

25           THE COURT:  -- as to whether I'm going to allow
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1 them.

2 Mr. Gentile, did you want to say something before we

3 go on?

4           MR. GENTILE:  No.  I'll wait.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.

6 BY MR. KAHN:

7 Q    Mr. Terteryan, did you personally receive these term

8 sheets from the purchaser back in March 2019?

9 A    Yes.

10 Q    And were you aware of all the terms as presented in

11 these term sheets with your personal knowledge?

12 A    Yes.

13 Q    Okay.  And did you discuss these term sheets with

14 the other owners and officers of Helping Hands Wellness

15 Center?

16 A    Yes, I did.

17 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Your Honor, Mr. Terteryan has

18 established he has personal knowledge of the content.

19           THE COURT:  Has the term sheet and the offer

20 expired?  Sir, that's a question to you.

21           THE WITNESS:  To me?

22           THE COURT:  Yes.  Has the term, the offer expired?

23           THE WITNESS:  I have to go through it.

24           THE COURT:  Did you reject it?

25           THE WITNESS:  No, I didn't reject it.
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1           THE COURT:  Did you accept it?

2           THE WITNESS:  We accepted a deal, and the issue we

3 had with this litigation coming up.  And so it was moot point

4 to move forward.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.  So there is no current

6 negotiations or offer on the table for your interest because

7 of this litigation?

8           THE WITNESS:  Correct.

9           THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.

10 He hasn't offered it yet.  I'm waiting.

11 MR. KAHN:  I'm just going to say -- I was going to

12 follow up with another question, Your Honor.  I decided to

13 move to offer the proposed exhibit into evidence.

14           THE COURT:  Any objection, Mr. Gentile?

15           MR. GENTILE:  Yes, Your Honor.  And the objection

16 turns on why is it being offered.  Because if they're just

17 being offered to prove that somebody who has the ability to

18 actually pay the money is offering that money, then it's being

19 offered for the truth.  And it can't come in for the truth,

20 because I have absolutely no ability to say, well, tell me who

21 that person is, to be able to --

22           THE COURT:  Even though you have a protective order

23 with attorney eyes only provisions?

24           MR. GENTILE:  They never gave me that.

25           THE COURT:  I know.  But I'm just telling you.

12

005045



1           MR. GENTILE:  Right.  So under the circumstances I

2 object to it as hearsay.

3           THE COURT:  The objection is sustained as to the

4 documents.  The testimonial evidence from the witness is part

5 of our record.

6           MR. GENTILE:  That might still be hearsay.  But I'll

7 wait.

8           THE COURT:  It may be.  But he's already testified.

9 Yes, Mr. Prince?  Why are you joining in on this

10 discussion?

11 MR. PRINCE:  Because I think it's relevant to all of

12 the --

13           THE COURT:  Are you part of the redacted people?

14 MR. PRINCE:  I'm sorry?  I'm not part of the

15 redacted people.

16           THE COURT:  Okay.

17 MR. PRINCE:  To my knowledge I'm not.  But more it's

18 on what's the basis of your sustaining the objection.  Is it a

19 foundational issue, is it -- it's not a hearsay issue.

20           THE COURT:  It is impossible for anybody to cross-

21 examine the substance of these documents other than the

22 witness's memory because, number one, the identity of the

23 people making the offer has not been disclosed even though we

24 have an attorney eyes only protective order to protect the

25 participants in this case and the commercially sensitive
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1 information, and, second, I have not received any information

2 that there was an actual closing set or any of the other kinds

3 of things that would give me a feeling that these documents

4 were in fact credible, as opposed to an unenforceable letter

5 of intent.

6 MR. PRINCE:  Well, with respect to the latter part

7 of that, I believe that really would go to the weight of the

8 evidence, not necessarily the admissibility of it, because Mr.

9 Gentile's objection seemed to be a hearsay objection, as

10 opposed to a foundational objection.

11           THE COURT:  I believe they're both.  Didn't you make

12 both objections, Mr. Gentile?

13           MR. GENTILE:  I did.

14 MR. PRINCE:  I mean, he can talk about his own

15 knowledge regarding hearsay and the substantive stuff and --

16           THE COURT:  Absolutely.  Which is why I said --

17 MR. PRINCE:  Right.  But with respect to the

18 document itself -- let me just talk to Mr. Kahn for a minute.

19 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, once again --

20           THE COURT:  The objection is sustained on the

21 document, but not the testimonial evidence of the witness's

22 personal knowledge.

23 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, if I may propose if we can

24 submit the unredacted versions subject to the protective order

25 of attorneys' eyes only and move to seal that portion so that
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1 it's only for attorneys' eyes only, and we would admit an

2 unredacted copy.

3           THE COURT:  I can't seal the hearing transcript.  I

4 can't -- I can't seal the transcript, I can't seal the

5 proceedings.  While I can admit a redacted document and have

6 you give the unredacted document to counsel so he has it to

7 assist him in his preparation and cross-examination, I don't

8 think it's a good idea under the circumstances if you want to

9 protect it to offer the unredacted copy to me.

10 Mr. Prince is coming to help again.

11 MR. KAHN:  Can I -- do you mind if I consult with my

12 client for a minute?

13           THE COURT:  How about we take a break for a minute. 

14 This is a requested break, but you are supposed to be

15 discussing the privilege issue and the issue about the

16 commercially sensitive information that you are seeking to

17 seal.  I just have to make a record under BrightSource,

18 especially since I've had Pisanelli and Bice in the room

19 lately.

20 (Court recessed at 9:46 a.m., until 10:07 a.m.)

21           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Kahn, I understand you have

22 provided an unredacted copy of Proposed Exhibit 5065 and 5066

23 counsel pursuant to the attorney eyes provision of the

24 stipulated protective order.  I got a hint from Mr. Gentile

25 that there's still an objection, so I'm going to ask you a
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1 question.

2 MR. KAHN:  Sure, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  For what purpose are you offering

4 Proposed Exhibits 5065 and 5066?

5 MR. KAHN:  To establish that there was a purchaser

6 interested in purchasing my client's license and that my

7 client was not able to act upon it, the testimony we'll

8 continue to elicit, Your Honor.  And that the offer was made

9 and received by Helping Hands Wellness Center.

10           THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.

11 Mr. Gentile, did you have any objection?

12           MR. GENTILE:  Same objection.  It's hearsay if it's

13 being offered for the truth of the --

14 MR. PARKER:  Matter asserted?

15           MR. GENTILE:  Yeah.  I know the matter asserted. 

16 Thank you so much.

17 Particularly if it's being offered to prove the

18 value of this business.

19           THE COURT:  I am not going to accept it for the

20 value of the business.  However, to the extent that it is

21 being offered to show the prejudice to this particular party

22 related to any action I may take I am going to accept it, and

23 it may be relevant on any issues related to a bond at a later

24 time.

25           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, I think you -- hold on a
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1 minute.

2 (Off-record colloquy - Clerk and Court)

3           MR. GENTILE:  With that I still have the objection,

4 okay, Your Honor?  I still have the objection.

5           THE COURT:  I overruled it.

6           MR. GENTILE:  Thank you.

7           THE COURT:  But I am going to have Dulce return the

8 unredacted versions to Counsel, because I do not want to run

9 the risk -- do you want me to seal them, Mr. Gentile?  I don't

10 want them getting stuck in the vault and becoming publicly

11 available.

12           MR. GENTILE:  No.  May I -- before we get too deep

13 into this, may I very quickly voir dire this witness?

14           THE COURT:  Sure.

15           MR. GENTILE:  Thank you.

16 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION

17 BY MR. GENTILE:

18 Q    Mr. Terteryan, which exhibit do you have in front of

19 you, 5065?

20 A    -65 and -66.

21 Q    Okay.  Do you -- would you turn to page 4 of 5065. 

22 The Bate stamp is 0010.

23           THE COURT:  Those are the numbers on the bottom of

24 the page, sir.

25           THE WITNESS:  Yes.
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1 BY MR. GENTILE:

2 Q    Okay.  You see the last paragraph that says,

3 "Confidentiality"?

4 A    Yes.

5 Q    All right.  Could you read just that sentence on

6 that page, please, aloud.

7      A    "This term is entered into both -- by both parties

8 on the condition that neither existence of this term sheet nor

9 any of its contents shall be disclosed by either party, except

10 as may be compelled to be disclosed in judicial or

11 administrative proceedings."

12 Q    Okay.  Stop right there.  Have you been compelled to

13 disclose this document by way of subpoena or an order of the

14 Court?

15 A    Subpoena?  No.

16           MR. GENTILE:  Thank you.

17           THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Kahn, you may continue.

18 So 5065 and 5066 were admitted.  Any other versions

19 of that that were provided to Dulce are being returned to Mr.

20 Kahn.  If Counsel wants to submit them under seal in

21 accordance with the Supreme Court rules, we can submit them

22 that way.  But I'm not going to look at them.

23 (Defendants' Exhibits 5065 and 5066 admitted)

24 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.  I'm going to

25 continue.
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1 DIRECT EXAMINATION (Resumed)

2 BY MR. KAHN:

3 Q    Mr. Terteryan, if you don't mind taking a look at

4 exhibit marked 5065, please.

5      A    Yes.

6 Q    This is the term sheet for the purchase of the Clark

7 County license; is that correct?

8 A    Correct.

9 Q    Okay.  And the purchase price for the transaction is

10 $12 million; is that correct?

11 A    Correct.

12 Q    Okay.  And were you -- excuse me.  Was Helping Hands

13 able to enter into this agreement with the purchaser?

14 A    No.  We couldn't.

15 Q    And were you not able to enter into the agreement

16 because of the pending litigation?

17 A    Correct.

18 Q    And was the buyer willing to purchase the license

19 while the pending litigation before this Court was continuing

20 to proceed?

21 A    Well, it didn't make sense to -- even for them to go

22 into escrow and going forward, spend all the money, because it

23 was a moot point.

24 Q    Okay.  And would Helping Hands consider this offer

25 as a viable offer from a qualified purchaser?
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1 A    Sure.

2 Q    Did they provide proof of funds when they submitted

3 this offer?

4 A    Yes.

5           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Hearsay.

6           THE COURT:  Overruled.

7           THE WITNESS:  Yes, they did.

8 BY MR. KAHN:

9 Q    I'm going to turn to Exhibit 5066, Mr. Terteryan. 

10 It's the term sheet for the purchase of the City of Las Vegas

11 license.  Do you see that?

12 A    Yes.

13 Q    Okay.  And that is for -- to acquire the Helping

14 Hands Wellness Center City of Las Vegas marijuana license for

15 the purchase price of $10,200,000; is that correct?

16 A    Correct.

17 Q    And did you enter into this agreement with the

18 purchaser?

19 A    Well, the same -- same thing.  I couldn't.

20 Q    And did you receive these term sheets

21 contemporaneously with one another, at the same time?

22 A    Yes.

23 Q    Okay.

24           THE COURT:  And, sir, were they the same purchaser

25 in both transactions?
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1           THE WITNESS:  I think so.

2           THE COURT:  Okay.

3           THE WITNESS:  I can't remember the names.

4           THE COURT:  All right.  Well, I'll let Mr. Gentile

5 follow up.

6 MR. KAHN:  That would be in the unredacted version.

7           THE COURT:  I don't want to know the names.

8 BY MR. KAHN:

9 Q    Mr. Terteryan, did you receive any offers from any

10 license dispensary owners from California?

11 A    Yes, I did.

12 Q    And did they -- did they perform on an offer with

13 Helping Hands Wellness Center?

14 A    They did make an offer, but, again, with the

15 litigation couldn't do anything.

16 Q    And do you recall the value of that offer?

17           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Hearsay.

18           THE COURT:  Overruled.

19           THE WITNESS:  $9.2 million offer.

20 BY MR. KAHN:

21 Q    And do you recall receiving any other offers for the

22 sale of the City of Las Vegas license since Helping Hands was

23 awarded the license?

24 A    Well, that 9.2 was City of Las Vegas.

25 Q    Okay.
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1      A    There is -- there is another $9 million offer.

2 Q    Okay.  And were you able to accept that offer?

3 A    I couldn't accept any offers.  We thought this was

4 going to be finished right away, but it dragged on, so --

5 Q    Were any of the potential purchasers, to the best of

6 your knowledge, willing to acquire the licenses subject to

7 this litigation?

8 A    Well, they would have, but it didn't make sense even

9 to.  Because we don't know how long it was going to be going

10 on for.  So they don't want to --

11 Q    And was there a risk, then, that Helping Hands would

12 potentially lose that license if an injunction were issued?

13 A    Correct.

14 Q    And then you wouldn't have a license to offer to

15 sell; is that correct?

16 A    Correct.

17 Q    Okay.

18           THE COURT:  Sir, I need you to speak up a little,

19 please.

20           THE WITNESS:  Correct.

21           THE COURT:  Thank you.

22 BY MR. KAHN:

23 Q    Do you recall the entity which is a plaintiff in

24 this matter TGIG LLC submitting an offer to the Jameson family

25 regarding the Clark County and North Las Vegas dispensary
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1 licenses that Helping Hands won?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    Okay.  And do you know why the offer was submitted

4 to the Jameson family?

5           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  I think we need some

6 foundation.

7           THE COURT:  I need some additional foundation. 

8 Otherwise it's speculation.

9 MR. KAHN:  Sure, Your Honor.

10 BY MR. KAHN:

11 Q    Just prior to submitting the applications in 2018

12 did you -- did Helping Hands enter an agreement with Dr.

13 Florence Jameson and Gard Jameson to be board members for the

14 Helping Hands Wellness Center facility?

15 A    Yes.

16 Q    Okay.  And was the purpose for their inclusion as

17 board members along with various other individuals to achieve

18 what Helping Hands would do with their nonprofit entities?

19 A    Correct.

20 Q    And at time of submitting of the applications did

21 the Jamesons submit that information into the application for

22 Helping Hands Wellness Center?

23 A    Yes.

24 Q    And were the other board members submitted along

25 with the Helping Hands Wellness Center application?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    And have those board members since prevailing in

3 obtaining these licenses actually met for purposes of the

4 Helping Hands Wellness Center dispensary licenses?

5           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Foundation.

6           THE COURT:  Overruled.

7           THE WITNESS:  Yes, we did.

8 BY MR. KAHN:

9 Q    Okay.  And did Helping Hands Wellness Center submit

10 all background check information and agent cards for those

11 board members?

12 A    Yes.

13 Q    Okay.  Subsequent to the award of the licenses in

14 December 2018 did Helping Hands Wellness Center and Dr.

15 Jameson enter into an arrangement where she would become a

16 potential owner in Helping Hands Wellness Center?

17 A    Correct.

18 Q    Okay.  And has that transaction been completed yet?

19 A    Not yet.  We are going to attorneys to -- with the

20 tax issues that they may face, so trying to find the best way

21 of doing it.

22 Q    Okay.  And has that process in consulting with the

23 various tax lawyers -- and I'm not asking you to disclose

24 attorney-client confidential information, but has that process

25 with tax lawyers been ongoing for the last several months?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    Okay.  And is it your understanding that portions of

3 the net profits of the Clark County and North Las Vegas

4 dispensary licenses would be directed towards the nonprofits

5 that would benefit the Jamesons's affiliated nonprofits,

6 volunteers and medicine clinic?

7 A    Correct.

8 Q    Okay.  Do you recall having discussions with what

9 we'll call your partner, Dr. Jameson -- 

10 Is that a correct definition?

11 A    That's correct.

12 Q    Okay.  -- with Dr. Jameson that she met with Mr.

13 John Ritter from TGIG LLC regarding a proposal for TGIG to

14 operate and potentially own your Clark County and North Las

15 Vegas licenses?

16 A    Correct.

17 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Was there an objection to 5063?

18           MR. GENTILE:  Just a second.

19 MR. KAHN:  That's the memorandum.

20           MR. GENTILE:  Hang on.  No.

21 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, may I approach?

22           THE COURT:  You may.

23 BY MR. KAHN:

24 Q    Mr. Terteryan, I've handed you what is marked

25 Exhibit 5063, which is a dispensary management memorandum of
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1 understanding between TGIG LLC and the Jameson family.  Do you

2 recognize this document?

3 A    Yes, I do.

4 Q    Okay.  And is this the proposed memorandum of

5 understanding that you were aware of that Mr. Ritter proposed

6 to your partners the Jamesons?

7 A    Correct.

8 Q    Okay.  And if you take a look at this agreement --

9 MR. KAHN:  And, Brian, would you mind showing that

10 up on the screen so he has a better way of looking at it.

11           THE COURT:  It's a proposed exhibit.

12 MR. KAHN:  Oh.  I'm sorry.  I thought -- I'm sorry. 

13 Can I move to admit it?  I'm sorry.

14           THE COURT:  Any objection?

15           MR. GENTILE:  There is no objection.

16           THE COURT:  5063 will be admitted.

17 (Defendants' Exhibit 5063 admitted)

18 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

19 BY MR. KAHN:

20 Q    Mr. Terteryan, you should have it on the screen in

21 front of you, as well.

22      A    Yes.

23 Q    Okay.  Did Mr. Ritter on behalf of TGIG LLC propose

24 various terms for the operation of the Clark County and North

25 Las Vegas license to include a fee on just the design and
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1 construction costs?

2 A    Correct.

3 Q    And TGIG would receive a monthly management fee

4 totalling to 6 percent of the gross revenue from each

5 dispensary?

6 A    Correct.

7 Q    And TGIG would also receive 30 percent of the EBITDA

8 produced from each dispensary; is that correct?

9 A    That's right.

10 Q    And does the memorandum of understanding also note

11 that the dispensaries would be branded under TGIG's

12 dispensaries The Grove?

13 A    Correct.

14 Q    Okay.  If you turn to what's Bate marked HHWC0002,

15 provision (d), there's a provision there that TGIG would

16 receive 30 percent of the net proceeds from the sale of one or

17 both of the dispensaries.  Do you see that?

18 A    Yes.

19 Q    Is that correct?

20 A    Correct.

21 Q    Okay.  In provision (e) on that same page it

22 indicates that TGIG would be able to include these

23 dispensaries in the assets TGIG sold and part of any

24 transaction in the future; is that correct?

25 A    That's correct.
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1 Q    And then there would be some compensation towards

2 the Jameson family, your partner, or Helping Hands

3 essentially; correct?

4 A    Correct.

5 Q    And then in provision (f), just going to read it

6 here, "Any time after one year of opening the doors for

7 operation of the dispensaries TGIG LLC will have the option to

8 purchase one or both the dispensaries based on the specific

9 metric valuation or valuation process to be mutually agreed

10 upon -- mutually agreed to in a final management agreement." 

11 Is that correct?

12 A    Correct.

13 Q    Did Helping Hands end up entering into this

14 transaction with TGIG LLC?

15 A    No, we didn't.

16 Q    Okay.  As part of the offer proposed from TGIG LLC

17 did Mr. Ritter present a proposed financial analysis of what

18 the dispensary would generate in revenues and profits?

19 A    That's right.

20 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Is there any objection to 5064?

21           MR. GENTILE:  No.

22           THE COURT:  5064 will be admitted.

23 (Defendants' Exhibit 5064 admitted)

24 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.  If I may.

25           THE COURT:  You may.
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1 BY MR. KAHN:

2 Q    Do you recognize these as the proposed financials

3 that Mr. Ritter presented to your partners the Jamesons at the

4 time of submitting the memorandum of understanding marked as

5 Exhibit 5063?

6 A    Yes.

7 Q    Okay.  And did Mr. Ritter propose -- if you look at

8 page 2 of the document, he indicates a net monthly income year

9 one of $6,743,452 cents [sic].  Do you see that number?

10      A    Yes.

11  Q    And he probably meant net annual income; correct?

12 A    Correct.

13 Q    Okay.  At the time of receipt of Mr. Ritter's

14 proposals was Helping Hands currently operating any retail

15 marijuana dispensary?

16 A    No.

17 Q    But The Grove was an operational dispensary; is that

18 correct?

19 A    Correct.

20 Q    And did Helping Hands rely upon the representations

21 from Mr. Ritter that those could be projected net income

22 profits from the dispensaries?

23 A    Sure.

24 Q    And that's for each dispensary; correct?

25 A    That's right.
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1 Q    Okay.  Was there any reason to doubt at the time Mr.

2 Ritter's projections that there would be $6.7 million of

3 annual net profit for those dispensaries?

4 A    No.

5 Q    As part of the memorandum of understanding would Mr.

6 Ritter's cultivation also provide flower product for the sale

7 in the dispensaries, as well?

8 A    Yes.

9 Q    Was there acknowledgement in that agreement anywhere

10 that he would buy flower from the Helping Hands Wellness

11 Center --

12           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, I have an objection.  He

13 is consistently using the word "agreement."  There is no

14 agreement here.  It's a proposal.

15 MR. KAHN:  Proposal.

16           THE COURT:  How about a proposal.

17           MR. GENTILE:  I could live with that.

18 MR. KAHN:  Certainly, Mr. Gentile.  I can live with

19 that word.

20           THE COURT:  That'd be a good word to use.  All

21 righty.

22 BY MR. KAHN:

23 Q    In the proposed memorandum of understanding did Mr.

24 Ritter ever acknowledge or propose that flower product would

25 be purchased from the Helping Hands Wellness Center
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1 cultivation?

2 A    I didn't see Helping Hands.

3 Q    In your opinion if Mr. Ritter was obtaining

4 30 percent of the profits and if he was able to have an

5 option to purchase and if he was able to use those

6 dispensary assets as part of selling TGIG LLC, did you

7 interpret that as some form of almost de facto ownership

8 that he was seeking?

9 A    Yeah.  He was the owner.

10 Q    He was trying to be the owner?

11 A    Yeah, he's the owner.

12 Q    Do you recall if that memorandum of understanding

13 and those financials were presented to Helping Hands in March

14 2019?

15 A    Yes.

16 Q    That was after TGIG filed the lawsuit in this case;

17 correct?

18 A    I believe so, yeah.

19 Q    Okay.  And is it your understanding that the

20 Jamesons were pretty good friends with Mr. Ritter for almost

21 probably two decades?

22 A    Yes.  Jamesons told me that they good friends for

23 about 30 years.

24 Q    Thirty years.  Okay.  At this time would you

25 consider Helping Hands accepting the proposed offer from Mr.
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1 Ritter to operate and potentially own the Helping Hands

2 Wellness Center dispensaries?

3 A    If that was his offer.

4 Q    Yeah, if that was his offer still on the table.

5      A    I'm sorry.  I asked --

6 Q    Would Helping Hands still consider his offer?

7 A    Not right now.  I don't think so.

8 Q    Has Mr. Ritter expressed that he's withdrawn that

9 offer at all?

10 A    No.

11 Q    I'm going to move on to some of the statutory issues

12 in this case.

13      A    Yes.

14 Q    Is Helping Hands subject to the 5 percent regulation

15 for background checks intended for public companies applying

16 for marijuana licenses?

17 A    We're not subject to.

18 Q    There's no public company that owns Helping Hands

19 Wellness Center; correct?

20 A    No.

21 Q    It's just -- at the time of the application it was

22 just the three female owners; is that correct?

23 A    Correct.

24 Q    Okay.  And Helping Hands has complied with all

25 background checks for the application and subsequent to the
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1 application; correct?

2 A    Yes.

3 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, I've not objected, no one

4 else has, but this is continuing leading process here.  Can we

5 just have him ask -- 

6           THE COURT:  The objection is sustained.

7 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

8           THE COURT:  If you could ask questions that aren't

9 leading.

10 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

11 MR. KAHN:  Sure, Your Honor.

12 BY MR. KAHN:

13 Q    Do you understand that the --

14           THE COURT:  Ms. Shell was keeping track.

15 BY MR. KAHN:

16 Q    Do you understand what the plaintiffs are seeking in

17 this lawsuit?

18 A    Yes.

19 Q    And if they were to be granted an injunction in this

20 lawsuit, what would that do to Helping Hands' dispensary

21 licenses?

22 A    Well, they -- our licenses will be basically worth

23 nothing.

24 Q    And if the Court were to craft a modified injunction

25 narrowly tailored to the concern of the 5 percent background
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1 check rule, would that still affect Helping Hands Wellness

2 Center?

3 A    No, it won't.

4 Q    Because Helping Hands Wellness Center was able to

5 comply with all background check requirements under the

6 statute; is that correct?

7           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Leading.

8           THE COURT:  Can you rephrase your question, please.

9 BY MR. KAHN:

10 Q    Did Helping Hands Wellness Center comply with all

11 background check requirements under the statute?

12 A    Yes, we did.

13 Q    Would publicly traded companies be able to comply

14 under a narrowly tailored injunction that all background

15 checks would be able to -- would have to be completed?

16 MR. PARKER:  Objection.  Foundation.

17           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You can answer if you know.

18           THE WITNESS:  I don't think so.  They're publicly

19 traded.  The owners could change any minute, any day.

20 BY MR. KAHN:

21 Q    Would it be impossible for a publicly traded company

22 time be able to comply with the provision that required all

23 owners to be background checked?

24 A    Yes.  To my understanding, it's almost impossible.

25 Q    And is it your understanding that some of the
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1 plaintiffs in this matter are publicly traded companies?

2 A    Correct.

3 Q    And is it -- do you know if those plaintiffs in this

4 matter were able to obtain background checks on all of their

5 owners?

6 A    I don't think -- I don't think so, know how they

7 could have done it.

8 Q    And do you know if there's any intervenor defendants

9 that were awarded licenses that may be publicly traded

10 companies?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    And do you know if they complied with the

13 application -- regulations at the time they submitted their

14 applications?

15           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Foundation.

16           THE COURT:  Sustained.

17 MR. KAHN:  Yeah.  I'm sorry, Your Honor.  I should

18 have -- I'll just move on.

19 BY MR. KAHN:

20 Q    Are you aware that Mr. Ritter was on the Task Force

21 that proposed certain regulations be implemented for the

22 Department of Taxation?

23 A    Yes, I --

24 Q    And again, Mr. Ritter was a representative for TGIG

25 LLC as a plaintiff in this matter; correct?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    And are you aware that Mr. Ritter proposed the

3 5 percent background check rule to the Task Force?

4 A    Correct.

5           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Foundation.

6           THE COURT:  Sustained.

7 MR. KAHN:  It was already testified to in this

8 proceeding, Your Honor.

9           THE COURT:  The issue is does he know.

10 MR. KAHN:  He said he did.

11           THE COURT:  Okay.  That would -- those are those

12 credibility issues I have to weigh.

13 MR. KAHN:  Okay.

14           THE COURT:  How do you know?

15 MR. KAHN:  Sure.

16 BY MR. KAHN:

17 Q    Mr. Terteryan, how do you know that Mr. Ritter was a

18 part of the Task Force that proposed certain regulations to

19 the Department of Taxation?

20 A    I have asked attorney.

21           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, I think you'd better

22 caution him.

23           THE COURT:  Sir, I don't know that you want to tell

24 us what your attorney told you, because that would be waiving

25 the attorney-client privilege, and I think Mr. Kahn's already
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1 cautioned you that we don't want to do that with tax stuff. 

2 Probably don't want to do it with litigation stuff, either.

3 MR. KAHN:  That's fine, Your Honor.  I'll move on.

4           THE COURT:  Okay.

5 MR. KAHN:  It's not a problem.

6           THE WITNESS:  Talking to other people that there

7 were all the things going on in the courtroom.  That's how I

8 found out.

9 MR. KAHN:  Okay.

10           THE COURT:  So, sir, you didn't know about it until

11 this hearing started?

12           THE WITNESS:  That's right.

13           THE COURT:  Okay.

14 BY MR. KAHN:

15 Q    Do you know why the proposal for 5 percent

16 background checks was in consideration and then accepted by

17 the Department of Taxation to implement in their regulations?

18 A    Well, to my understanding, there's no way to check

19 in a publicly traded company all the owners.  It's impossible.

20 Q    As a company that's owned by three women, two

21 Armenian women and one Asian-American woman at the time of

22 submitting your application, do you believe diversity is an

23 important factor in the licensing in the marijuana industry?

24 A    In marijuana industry and other industry.

25 Q    Okay.  Do you believe that diversity is directly and
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1 demonstrably related to the operation of a marijuana facility?

2 A    Sure.

3 Q    Can you explain how?

4      A    Because we have diverse employees normally in the

5 marijuana industry.  So it is best to have diverse ownership.

6 Q    Okay.  I think you might want to just speak up a

7 little bit.

8 Did Helping Hands Wellness Center benefit from the

9 diversity scoring criteria?

10 A    I think so.

11 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  And, Brian, can I pull up

12 Exhibit 70, please.  This was Plaintiffs' Exhibit 70.

13 BY MR. KAHN:

14 Q    Mr. Terteryan, you weren't here on a day that

15 plaintiffs' expert witness testified regarding the criteria of

16 scoring and he presented this chart which indicates what the

17 total score would be without diversity included, okay.  And do

18 you see on that chart what happens to Helping Hands Wellness

19 Centers?  Are they still within the top 10 in the Clark County

20 ranking if diversity is taken out of the scoring criteria?

21 A    According to this, yes.

22 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  And if you can turn to, Brian,

23 Exhibit 71, please.

24 BY MR. KAHN:

25 Q    Similar question.  And this is for the City of Las
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1 Vegas.  Plaintiffs' expert removed diversity from the scoring

2 criteria, and what happens to Helping Hands Wellness Center? 

3 Are they still within the top 10 to receive a license?

4 A    Correct.

5 Q    Okay.  So it would appear, regardless of whether

6 diversity was included in the scoring criteria, Helping Hands

7 Wellness Center continues to maintain its licenses; is that

8 correct?

9 A    That's right.

10 Q    Okay.  So if there was a modified injunction

11 narrowly tailored to addressing the diversity criteria, would

12 Helping Hands Wellness Center still be -- still be enjoined

13 under that process?

14 A    Yes, we will have -- we'll still keep our license.

15 Q    You would still keep your license.

16 For the 2018 application did Helping Hands Wellness

17 Center submit properties -- proposed property locations as

18 part of its application?

19 A    Yes, we did.

20 Q    Did you submit LOIs for each one of the three

21 proposed applications?

22 A    Yes, we did.

23 Q    Okay.  And those LOIs were entered into with

24 landlords for real property locations contingent upon being

25 awarded licenses; is that correct?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    Okay.  Did Helping Hands Wellness Center seek to

3 apply for dispensary licenses in 2014?

4 A    Yes, we did.

5 Q    And what did Helping Hands Wellness Center do at the

6 time in regards to securing properties in 2014 for its

7 application?  Excuse me.

8 A    Well, we had to rent a property at least on a

9 temporary basis and give lots of money, tens of thousands of

10 dollars in each location, each jurisdiction.  So the cost was

11 way, way up there.

12 Q    And then in the 2018 application did you have to

13 expend money, though, to secure those LOIs?

14 A    No.

15 Q    Okay.  Did you believe that an actual location was

16 required for the application in 2018?

17 A    I don't think actual location was required.

18 Q    Did you believe location would be scored?

19 A    No, it was -- it's not required, can't be scored.

20 Q    Were you notified by the State that a property would

21 not be required for the application?

22 A    Yes.

23 Q    How did you receive that notice?

24 A    Email.  We got -- we received the email.

25 Q    As a qualified medical marijuana establishment you

40

005073



1 were on the ListServ for the Department of Taxation's --

2      A    That's right.

3 Q    -- email ListServ?

4      A    Correct.

5 Q    Are you still on that email ListServ?

6 A    Yes.

7 Q    Okay.  Do you regularly receive emails through that

8 ListServ?

9 A    Yes, we do.

10 Q    Do you have any problems receiving any of those

11 emails?

12 A    No.

13 Q    Do the links work from those emails if there are any

14 included?

15 A    Yes.

16 Q    When you received the email was it back in July of

17 2018 that notified you that there was no property included,

18 did it take you to a link that had a new application without

19 the property included?  Do you recall?

20 A    I don't recall exact, but normally that's how it is,

21 so I'm assuming that that's how it was.

22 Q    Okay.  As you conduct business also in California,

23 you're aware of the City of Los Angeles requirements for

24 applications right now for dispensaries, as well; correct?

25 A    Correct.
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1 Q    Okay.  And has the City of Los Angeles adopted a

2 similar program, that properties will not be required for the

3 application scoring process?

4 A    Yes.  They have to go -- City of Los Angeles you

5 have to go through first to get approved the persons, then you

6 go and get the property, because people spend lot of money on

7 that properties, tying it up and --

8 Q    And then they don't win?

9 A    Yeah.

10 Q    And that was similar to 2014 in Nevada; correct?

11 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, he's doing it again.  I'm

12 sorry.

13           THE COURT:  Can you rephrase your question, please.

14 BY MR. KAHN:

15 Q    Do you recall in 2014 in Nevada whether people

16 secured properties --

17      A    Yes.

18 Q    -- and expended money and then did not win licenses?

19 A    We didn't --

20           THE COURT:  Who, what, when, where, how, why.

21           THE WITNESS:  Helping Hands didn't get the license,

22 as we applied in different jurisdictions for dispensary, and

23 we didn't get it.

24 BY MR. KAHN:

25 Q    Do you intend to apply for licenses in the City of
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1 Los Angeles?  Maybe not under Helping Hands, but your

2 California-affiliated entity?

3 A    Yes, I did.

4 Q    Okay.  Are you going to secure properties for that

5 application?

6 A    No.

7 Q    Why did you choose for Helping Hands to include

8 properties as part of the application in 2018?

9 A    At first we thought we were going to be in that

10 location, and one is in that location, the County one is going

11 to go there.  And I just want to make sure our application is

12 complete application.  I didn't see any harm of having a

13 location.

14 Q    Was there any harm if you did not include property

15 locations?

16 A    No.

17 Q    For the current dispensaries that Helping Hands is

18 pursuing under this license process have you currently

19 expended any money to pursue completing those dispensaries by

20 the December 5th, 2019, deadline?

21 A    Yes, we have.

22 Q    For example, have you spent money on license fees?

23 A    We spent money on license fees, leased the property,

24 some construction drawings.

25 Q    Approximately how much do you think Helping Hands

43

005076



1 Wellness Center has spent --

2      A    With three dispensaries some are outwards of three

3 hundred over plus thousand so far.

4 Q    Over $300,000 so far?

5 A    Yes.

6 Q    Do you know what the potential construction budget

7 is to complete the County and City of North Las Vegas

8 dispensaries?

9 A    Somewhere around 1.2, 1.3 million.

10 Q    Okay.  And do you know how much you're going to

11 spend for the City of Las Vegas license potentially?

12 A    City of Las Vegas we probably spent fifty to a

13 $100,000.

14 Q    Okay.  Do you believe that the State or the public

15 interests have been harmed or will be harmed if an injunction

16 is issued in this proceeding?

17 A    Sure.

18 Q    Why?

19 A    They will lose tax revenues.

20 Q    Okay.  And particularly the Helping Hands Wellness

21 Center, it has an intent to donate a great deal or portions of 

22 its profits to nonprofits; correct?

23 A    Our nonprofits will --

24 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, he's --

25           THE COURT:  You have to not lead, Mr. Kahn.
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1 MR. KAHN:  All right, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  Who, what, when, where, how, why.

3 BY MR. KAHN:

4 Q    Does Helping Hands Wellness Center intend to donate

5 profits to affiliated nonprofit entities?

6 A    Yes.  We are donating -- from two dispensaries we

7 will be donating hundred percent proceedings to the nonprofit.

8 Q    Okay.  And if --

9      A    And they are the biggest losers.

10 Q    They'll be the biggest losers; right?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    Those nonprofits, are they there to serve the

13 underprivileged community in Las Vegas?

14 A    That's right.

15 Q    Okay.  And was that disclosed in the application in

16 2018, that --

17      A    Yes.

18 MR. KAHN:  That's all I have, Your Honor.

19           THE COURT:  Thank you.

20 Cross-examination from any of the defendants in

21 intervention?

22 Mr. Prince.

23 MR. PRINCE:  Yes.

24 //

25 //

45

005078



1 CROSS-EXAMINATION

2 BY MR. PRINCE:

3 Q    Mr. Terteryan, good morning.  My name is Dennis

4 Prince, and I represent the Thrive entities, as well as the

5 Essence entities.

6      A    Yes.

7 Q    I have some questions for you here today.  So as of

8 December 5th, 2018, Helping Hands was awarded three retail

9 dispensary licenses; correct?

10 A    Correct.

11 Q    One in the City of Las Vegas; correct?

12 A    Correct.

13  Q    One in Clark County, Unincorporated Clark County,

14 and one in North Las Vegas; correct?

15 A    That's right.

16 Q    And is your intention to --

17           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Prince, let's not lead.

18 MR. PRINCE:  He's not my witness.

19 MR. PARKER:  You're aligned with him, Mr. Prince.

20           THE COURT:  Oh, you're aligned with him.  And you

21 were helping Mr. Kahn.  So --

22 Mr. Parker, don't help me.

23 MR. PARKER:  I'm sorry.

24           THE COURT:  Thank you.

25 Could you ask questions that start with who, what,
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1 when, where, how, and why?

2 MR. PRINCE:  I can do that.

3           THE COURT:  Great.

4 MR. GRAF:  Your Honor --

5           THE COURT:  Yes, Mr. Graf.

6 MR. GRAF:  -- I would like to put something on the

7 record at a time about this discussion and the objections.

8           THE COURT:  Sure.

9 MR. GRAF:  Thank you.

10 BY MR. PRINCE:

11 Q    Okay.  And after you were awarded your license in

12 December of 2018 how much money did Helping Hands pay the

13 State of Nevada for each of those respective licenses?

14 A    At the time when we got the license we paid 20,000

15 for each license.

16 Q    20,000 each.

17      A    Yes.

18 Q    And after you became -- paid the 20,000 was it your

19 understanding or did you have an understanding that you now

20 have to comply with all of the statutory and regulatory

21 requirements as a licensee?

22 A    Correct.

23 Q    Okay.  And after you became a licensee did there

24 come a point in time where there were prospective buyers for

25 your license?  I think you testified to that earlier, a few
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1 moments ago.

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    In your mind as a license holder did that have

4 significant value to Helping Hands?

5 A    It did.

6 Q    Right.  And those licenses -- well, let's just take

7 them first -- we're going to start with 5063, which was the

8 Mr. Ritter offer, okay.  First off, do you know Mr. Ritter?

9 A    Personally, no.

10 Q    Okay.  Did you understand -- have an understanding

11 that he was an existing licensee and operated a retail

12 dispensary in Clark County, Nevada?

13 A    Yes.  Jamesons told me they're good friends for a

14 long time and he owns Grove dispensaries.

15 Q    Based upon your discussion with Florence and Gard

16 Jameson --

17      A    Yes.

18 Q    -- was it their impression from dealing with Mr.

19 Ritter that he was in fact the owner of TGIG?

20 A    Yes.

21 Q    And Mr. Ritter testified in this proceeding on

22 May 28th, 2019, that says he's never been a purported owner

23 of TGIG.  Is that consistent with your understanding from

24 speaking with the Jamesons?

25 A    It's not.
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1 Q    And when the Jamesons were having these negotiations

2 or discussions was it with Mr. -- directly with Mr. Ritter?

3 A    Correct.

4 Q    All right.  He's the one who specifically made the

5 proposal to your business partners Gard and Florence Jameson;

6 correct?

7 A    That's right.

8 Q    Now, when Mr. Ritter made that proposal he did so as

9 an existing licensee on behalf of TGIG; correct?

10 A    That's right.

11 Q    And you -- was it your understanding or did you have

12 an understanding whether or not The Grove had an existing

13 retail operation in Clark County?

14 A    Yes.

15 Q    All right.  Did you review the financial projections

16 of Mr. Ritter?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    And based upon Mr. Ritter had -- TGIG being an

19 existing licensee did you believe those projections were

20 reasonable?

21 A    Yeah.  I had no reason not to believe it.

22 Q    Right.

23      A    Especially they're friends.

24 Q    Was it -- did you have an understanding or an

25 impression that in addition to being an existing licensee
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1 operating a retail dispensary that Mr. Ritter was a very

2 successful businessman in Clark County, Nevada?

3 A    Correct.

4 Q    Who was actively involved in the Task Force and the

5 legalization of marijuana?

6           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Leading.

7           THE COURT:  Can you not lead, Mr. Prince.

8 BY MR. PRINCE:

9 Q    Did you have an understanding of whether Mr. Ritter

10 was active in the promotion and legalization of marijuana?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    Did you view him as somebody knowledgeable in the

13 area of the marijuana industry?

14 A    Yes.

15 Q    All right.  And when you reviewed these projections

16 did they appear to be, based upon your knowledge and

17 understanding, reasonable projections that you would rely upon

18 about what the income would be from an operation of two

19 stores?

20 A    Yes.

21 Q    Okay.  So just so we're clear, okay, let's just use

22 Mr. Ritter's projection and let's assume this Court

23 hypothetically issued an injunction for a year to a year and a

24 half until this litigation was concluded.  What was Mr.

25 Ritter's annual projection in terms of the profitability of
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1 these stores?

2           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  This is now cumulative. 

3 The document's in evidence.

4           THE COURT:  Overruled.

5 BY MR. PRINCE:

6 Q    Go ahead.

7      A    Well, for each dispensary first year we'll be losing

8 for each one 6.7 million.

9 Q    Okay.

10      A    Put together will be, what, 14, almost 14 million.

11 Q    Okay.

12      A    And second year somewhere around 16 million in the

13 two dispensaries.

14 Q    Would earn 16 million?

15      A    Yes, 16 million profit.

16 Q    So they would in fact become profitable; correct?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    All right.  Did you say lose in the first year?

19 A    Well, if you don't get the license, we lose this

20 much.

21 Q    Oh.  No, no.  I want to talk about assuming his

22 operations are accurate -- his projections were --

23      A    Oh.  We will be making this money, yes.

24 Q    Right.  So year one the profitability 6.7 million

25 under Mr. Ritter's projection; correct?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    So if this injunction was issued for a year, we're

3 using one of the plaintiffs' projections, the damages just to

4 The Grove -- to Helping Hands for two locations, not three,

5 would be conservatively estimated at 6.7 million, assuming Mr.

6 Ritter's numbers are right?

7 A    Correct.

8 Q    Any reason to disagree with those numbers?

9 A    No.

10 Q    And if an injunction went into a second year, using

11 Mr. Ritter's numbers, his projection for two locations, not

12 three, would be 8.3 million; right?

13 A    Correct.

14 Q    Do you have any reason to disagree with that?

15 A    No.

16 Q    Okay.  In addition to that, it sounds like you were

17 approach in March of 2019 by one or more entities to purchase

18 licenses; correct?

19 A    Say that again.  I'm sorry.

20 Q    You were approached in March of 2019 to purchase

21 licenses; correct?

22 A    Yes.

23           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  Leading.  My God. 

24 Correct?

25           THE COURT:  Can we rephrase our question, please.
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1 BY MR. PRINCE:

2 Q    When were you approached with the LOIs to purchase?

3 A    March of 2019.

4 MR. PRINCE:  And not every question is leading.  It

5 can be transitional to set up a foundation.  So just because

6 it may be leading --

7           THE COURT:  I understand, Mr. Prince.  But if it

8 requires a yes answer, it's leading.

9 MR. PRINCE:  Not always.

10           THE COURT:  Ahem.

11 BY MR. PRINCE:

12 Q    So, nevertheless -- so when you were approached in

13 March of 2019 you received the first offer of $12 million. 

14 What location was that for?

15 A    That was for Clark County, Unincorporated.

16 Q    Okay.  And what -- Mr. Ritter's offer, what

17 locations was that for?

18 A    Clark County.

19 Q    Clark County?  Okay.

20 Do you have 5063 with you?

21 A    Yes.

22 Q    It looks like one in Clark County and one in North

23 Las Vegas.

24      A    I'm sorry?

25 Q    Mr. Ritter's offer related to --
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1      A    One in North Las Vegas, one in Clark County.

2 Q    Okay.  And so the $12 million offer was in Clark

3 County; correct?

4 A    That's right.

5 Q    Other than this litigation and the risk of an

6 injunction and losing this case and your license, was there

7 any other reason you did not proceed further with those

8 negotiations?

9 A    We -- with potential buyers?

10 Q    Yes.

11      A    No.  There was no reason to even discuss anymore

12 because of the litigation.

13 Q    Right.

14      A    It just didn't make sense to do it.

15 Q    Right.  And you said, and I'm using your words, "it

16 was a moot point to go forward."

17      A    Yeah.

18 Q    What did you mean by moot point?

19 A    It didn't matter.  They could have offered me a

20 hundred million, but if there are potential of losing the

21 license --

22 Q    Right.

23      A    -- we can't --

24 Q    The potential for losing the license, did that put

25 you at risk of having to return the money or not be able to go
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1 forward with the transaction?

2 A    That's right.

3 Q    Did that have a significant -- this litigation have

4 a significant effect on your ability to proceed further with

5 those negotiations?

6 A    That's right.

7 Q    You said you received two other offers; correct?

8 A    Yes.

9 Q    Okay.  One offer was for $9,200,000; correct?

10 A    Yes.

11 Q    What location was that for?

12 A    That was for City of Las Vegas.

13 Q    Okay.  What prevented you from going forward with

14 those negotiations other than this litigation?

15 A    The same reason.  This litigation.

16 Q    And you said there was another offer from a group

17 from California.  What location was that for?

18 A    City of Las Vegas.

19 Q    And what was -- what was the amount of that offer?

20 A    $9 million.

21 Q    Other than this litigation, what prevented you from

22 going further with negotiations to sell that location -- or

23 that license?

24 A    Same reason.

25 Q    So collectively if you average it out, these
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1 licenses were worth at least minimum 9 million.  So that's

2 almost a $27 million value based on offers that you received;

3 right?

4 A    Yes.

5 Q    Now, I just want to make certain that we're clear. 

6 At the time of the application in September of 2018 how many

7 owners were there of Helping Hands?

8 A    What date?  I'm sorry.

9 Q    In September when you submitted the application.

10      A    September of 2018, three owners.

11 Q    And did all three of those owners go through the

12 background check process?

13 A    Yes.

14 Q    Okay.  Have you entered into any loan agreements for

15 the construction or buildout for any location in Las Vegas?

16 A    We did have a loan agreement, yes.  We took out a

17 loan.

18 Q    For how much?

19 A    But that was for general purposes, so it wasn't --

20 Q    That's fine.

21      A    It was about 750,000.

22 Q    When did you take that loan out?

23 A    End of December.

24 Q    Of 2018?

25 A    '18.  After we got the approvals.
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1 Q    Why did you take out that $750,000 loan?

2 A    Well, we needed to pursue with our -- with our

3 cultivation we were doing and plus we needed money for

4 dispensary to spend some money.

5 Q    Was at least a portion of the $750,000 loan in

6 reliance upon the licenses that you received from the State so

7 that you could pursue your expansion?

8 A    Yes.

9 Q    Obviously, since you received that loan, are you

10 having to pay those obligations currently?

11 A    Yes, I do.

12 Q    Okay.  Have you been effectively prevented from

13 completing your expansion based upon this litigation?

14 A    Yeah.  It does put -- do you want to spend money,

15 you don't know to do it or not to do it, but then again you

16 have to spend the money because we have a deadline of December

17 5th.  So --

18 Q    What deadline are you referring to?

19 A    I guess we have to be up and running by December 5th

20 by the State rules.

21 Q    As of today has the State extended the time period

22 for Helping Hands or any other successful applicant from

23 December 5th, 2019?

24 A    Not to my knowledge.

25 Q    Are you making efforts to comply with that deadline?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    Are you having to spend money to comply with that

3 deadline?

4 A    Yes, we are.

5 Q    And using Mr. Ritter's projections do you believe

6 that Helping Hands will suffer financial harm during the

7 period of any preliminary injunction issued by this Court in

8 the millions of dollars?

9 A    Yes, we will.

10 Q    Is that in addition to the moneys you've already

11 expended?

12 A    Yes.

13 MR. PRINCE:  Very good.  Nothing additional, Your

14 Honor.  Thank you.

15           THE COURT:  Thank you.

16 Any other defendants in intervention wish to ask any

17 questions?

18 All right.  Plaintiffs and plaintiffs in

19 intervention?  Mr. Gentile, would you like to go first?

20           MR. GENTILE:  Actually, Mr. Parker is going to go

21 first, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker wants to go first.

23 MR. PARKER:  I do, Your Honor.

24           THE COURT:  All right, Mr. Parker.  Let's try to ask

25 questions that are appropriate, and, if leading, not too much.
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1 MR. PARKER:  No, Your Honor.  I don't believe

2 that'll be a problem.

3 CROSS-EXAMINATION

4 BY MR. PARKER:

5 Q    Mr. Terteryan?

6      A    Yes.

7 Q    Is that the correct pronunciation of your name?

8 A    Terteryan.

9 Q    Okay.  Did you -- I think when you left off with Mr.

10 Prince you indicated that you had gotten a loan for $750,000. 

11 Do you recall that?

12 A    Yes.

13 Q    Was that from a bank?

14 A    No.

15 Q    Was it a legal or local financial institution of any

16 type?

17 A    It's a private lender.

18 Q    Thank you.  Now, Mr. Terteryan, I want to have a

19 better understanding of your relationship to Helping Hands.

20      A    Yes.

21 Q    When I reviewed the Secretary of State's information

22 I did not see an Alfred Terteryan identified.  Are you

23 identified in any way with the Secretary of State for purposes

24 of an interest or ownership in Helping Hands?

25 A    My wife owns it.
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1 Q    Okay.  Good enough.  So is that a, no, Mr. Parker, I

2 am not identified with the Secretary of State?

3 A    I'm not identified to the Secretary of State.

4 Q    Good enough.  Now, I believe you've testified today

5 to this Court that there are three female owners; is that

6 correct?

7 A    That's right.

8 Q    Why don't we have a single female owner speaking on

9 behalf of Helping Hands, as opposed to you today?

10 MS. SHELL:  Objection.  Relevance.

11           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You can answer.

12           THE WITNESS:  Because I'm mostly involved with the

13 operation of Helping Hands from the beginning with my wife.

14 BY MR. PARKER:

15 Q    Now, let me make sure I'm clear.  Because when I

16 looked again through the application of Helping Hands I did

17 not see your name referenced as an owner, a board member, or

18 an officer.  Is that also true, sir?

19 A    That's right.  But isn't it community property,

20 husband and wife?

21 Q    Well, I don't practice domestic court, so -- but I

22 do remember that.

23      A    Well, anything she owns I own, anything I own she

24 owns.

25 Q    Yes.  But --
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1 MR. SHEVORSKI:  That's an important one, Teddy.

2 MR. PARKER:  My wife's not in the audience, so we

3 don't need to [inaudible].

4           MR. GENTILE:  But you are on the record.

5           THE COURT:  We could send her a video, Teddy.

6 MR. PARKER:  Don't do that.

7 BY MR. PARKER:

8 Q    So, Mr. Terteryan, the point is you're not

9 identified in the Secretary of State's, you're not identified

10 anywhere in the application, but you're the person speaking on

11 behalf of Helping Hands; is that correct?

12 A    Correct.

13 Q    So is it fair to say that you did not subject

14 yourself to a background check?

15 A    I did go through background check.

16 Q    Did you?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    Why would you have gone through a background check

19 if you're not listed in --

20      A    As employee.

21 Q    Let me finish the question, sir.

22      A    Oh.

23 Q    Let me finish the question --

24      A    Sure.

25 Q    -- and then of course I'll be just as polite and
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1 allow you to finish your answer before I start my next

2 question.

3      A    Sorry.

4 Q    Why would you go through a background check if

5 you're not identified as an owner, an officer, or a board

6 member on the application?

7 A    I'm an employee.

8 Q    Okay.  Are you a key employee?

9 A    Yes.

10 Q    Were you identified on the application as such?

11 A    As a employee?

12 Q    No, no.  As a key employee.  I did not see it.

13      A    I don't -- I don't remember, but --

14 Q    So, sir, when someone says that Helping Hands is

15 owned and controlled by three women, it appears that it's

16 actually controlled by one man.  That would be the wife -- I'm

17 sorry, the husband of a wife who's an owner; is that correct?

18 A    That's not right.

19 Q    Well, you're having the conversations about offers,

20 are you not?

21 A    Yes.

22 Q    You're the one arranging for loans, are you not?

23 A    Me and my wife together we've been working for

24 35 years.  My other businesses, any other businesses that I

25 have me and my wife work together for 35 years in the same
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1 business.

2 Q    Sir, I'm going to ask a very --

3      A    And she works there, also.

4 Q    Yes, sir.

5      A    Right.

6 Q    So let me ask it one more time, because I didn't ask

7 about any other businesses.  This case is about a marijuana

8 establishment here in Clark County or in Nevada.  Understood?

9 A    Yes.

10 Q    So answering a question with reliance on other

11 businesses won't really apply here.  So I want you to tell me

12 about this business, okay, Helping Hands.

13      A    Yes.

14 Q    Now, you arranged for a loan; is that correct?

15 A    My wife is aware of everything we do.  She works

16 there.  She's the one who gives okay to do things that needs

17 to be done.

18 Q    And that happens at my house.  But I didn't ask that

19 question.  I asked if you arranged for the loan, sir.

20      A    I work for the company.  They tell me to do this, I

21 do that.  They tell me to do this, I do that.  So I don't

22 understand your question.

23 Q    No worries.

24 Let me ask you about the application.

25      A    Yes.
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1 Q    Did you prepare the application?

2 A    No, I didn't.

3 Q    Do you know who prepared the application?

4 A    It was a consulting group.

5 Q    Do you know who the consultant is?

6 A    I believe it's Jay Whitney.

7 Q    Jay who?

8      A    Jay Whitney Group.

9 Q    Do you know -- is that the name of the company?

10 A    That's the company name.

11 Q    Okay.  So you didn't prepare the application.  Does

12 that mean you didn't prepare the application for all three

13 jurisdictions?

14 A    That's right.  We gave the information, they

15 prepared.

16 Q    All right.  And did you know that there's a benefit

17 to not having your name listed as an owner of Helping Hands or

18 as an officer of Helping Hands or as a board member of Helping

19 Hands?

20 A    Benefit?  Did you say benefit?

21 Q    Yeah.

22      A    Not to list it?

23 Q    Not to list yourself.  Why weren't you listed as an

24 owner, officer, or board member?

25 A    Because I'm not an owner.  My wife is the owner, so

64

005097



1 we listed her.

2 Q    Now, what experience does your wife in the medical

3 marijuana prior to this application?

4 A    Like I said, me and my wife worked together for

5 35 years for any other business.  And I did testify that had a

6 California operation and she was part of it.

7 Q    So let me ask the question again, sir.  I need you

8 to be responsive to the question I'm asking.  The question was

9 what experience did your wife have in medical marijuana prior

10 to the 2018 application?  Did she have any?  I didn't ask

11 about 35 --

12 A    Oh.  2018.  Well, she's -- since we got the licenses

13 for the cultivation here and she's been -- her and I work in

14 our facility.

15 Q    Sir, did you have any experience in recreational

16 marijuana when you filed or when the application was submitted

17 in 2018?

18 A    I -- what are you -- I don't understand your -- what

19 do you mean recreational?

20 Q    Were you an owner of a dispensary that sold

21 recreational marijuana when the application was submitted in

22 2018?

23 A    Was I involved in a dispensary --

24 Q    Yes.

25      A    -- a -- no, I wasn't involved in a dispensary.
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1 Q    Thank you.  Was your wife involved in a dispensary

2 that sold recreational marijuana when the application was

3 submitted in 2018?

4 A    No, we weren't.

5 Q    All right.  So neither of you had any recreational

6 marijuana experience when the application was submitted.

7 The locations that were selected, who selected the

8 locations that were used for the applications?

9 A    I don't exactly recall who selected it, but it was

10 -- we have talked to Jamesons at that time.  They were

11 involved in -- I believe the were involved in a dispensary

12 before.  And --

13 Q    So you had nothing to do with selecting locations,

14 sir?

15 A    No.  We did go and look around the --

16 Q    Who's we?

17 A    Me, my wife, Jameson, my consultant.

18 Q    So --

19      A    Our other partners, our --

20 Q    -- did you enter into any --

21      A    Our other partners.

22 Q    I'm sorry.  Did you enter into any lease agreements

23 for any of the property?

24 A    Yes.

25 Q    And when I say you, did you put your name on the
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1 lease?

2 A    No.  My wife did.

3 Q    On all three ?

4 A    Yes.

5 Q    And did you in terms of spending money -- and I'm

6 jumping to another area.  Mr. Prince I believe asked you if

7 you'd spent some money in terms of preparing your locations. 

8 When did you spend money on preparing the locations?  Or when

9 was the last time you spent any money on any of the three

10 locations?

11 MR. PRINCE:  I guess which question does he want him

12 to answer?

13           THE COURT:  You want him to ask the last one --

14 answer the last one?

15 MR. PARKER:  The last one.

16           THE COURT:  Sir, when was the last time you spent

17 money on the three proposed locations?

18           THE WITNESS:  Five days ago?

19 BY MR. PARKER:

20 Q    Now, why would you spend money five days ago when

21 you know this case is being handled by the Court at this

22 point?

23 A    I have a lease obligation.  I have to pay rent.  I

24 have obligations.

25 Q    So as you're spending money you do know you're doing
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1 so at your own peril; right?  You're spending it subject to

2 the Court's decision; right?

3 A    I made a contract.

4 Q    I'm just asking the question.  Do you understand

5 that?

6           THE COURT:  Wait.  You've got to let him finish.

7 BY MR. PARKER:

8 Q    Go right ahead.  Sorry.

9           THE COURT:  Sir, were you finished with your answer?

10           THE WITNESS:  We made contract.  We are obligated to

11 pay.

12 BY MR. PARKER:

13 Q    So you understand you're doing it subject to

14 whatever this Court may decide; is that correct?

15 A    Whatever decides, yeah.  And after that I still have

16 to pay.

17 Q    And in terms of participating in this case did

18 Helping Hands make the decision to participate in these

19 injunctive hearing?

20 A    I'm sorry.  Say that again.

21 Q    Yes.  Did Helping Hands decide -- decide that it

22 wanted to be a part of this case, that it wanted to intervene

23 and be a part of this litigation?

24 A    I don't think we wanted to be part of any case.  You

25 guys drived us into this.
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1 Q    Well, I didn't come to your house and ask you to be

2 a part of this litigation.

3      A    You came to the Court and asked.

4 MR. PRINCE:  Objection.  Argumentative.  Move to

5 strike.

6           THE COURT:  Overruled.

7 MR. PRINCE:  What?  Not going to his house and

8 inviting him to be a part of --

9           THE COURT:  Overruled.  Come on, Mr. Prince.

10 MR. PRINCE:  I mean, I'd like all that --

11           THE WITNESS:  We are sued in this case, so --

12 BY MR. PARKER:

13 Q    No, no.  You're an intervenor --

14      A    Not directly, indirectly.

15 Q    I'm sorry, sir.  You're an intervenor in this case. 

16 Your company has decide to intervene in this case.  Do you

17 understand that?

18 A    (No audible response)

19 Q    Is that a yes?

20      A    No.  I don't believe in intervene the --

21 Q    Yeah.  You were not sued by my client.  You were not

22 sued --

23      A    Well, not your clients, but some of other ones, my

24 understanding.

25 Q    Okay.  Well, I'm not going to ask you where you got
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1 that understanding.  I think I know where that would lead.

2           THE COURT:  Yeah, that's a good idea, Mr. Parker. 

3 Will you move on.

4 BY MR. PARKER:

5 Q    So let me make sure I'm clear about the ownership

6 interest.  You have three female owners, and were you aware of

7 the categories of diversity --

8      A    Categories of?

9 Q    -- be it race, ethnicity, gender, anything like

10 that?

11 A    Not -- I can't recall that, no.  Meaning --

12 Q    Meaning how you would qualify to be considered

13 within the diversity --

14      A    It's not that on purpose we went and said --

15 Q    I appreciate you saying what you just said, but I

16 didn't ask that question.  I didn't ask if it was on purpose

17 that you put three women as the owners to try to get diversity

18 points.  I'm simply asking if you were aware of how you would

19 get diversity points.

20      A    From 2014 we have three womans owners.  They started

21 it.  And to this day there are three women -- or two womans on

22 the company.  So -- 

23 Q    You mentioned a nonprofit.  Who owns the nonprofit?

24 A    Jameson.

25 Q    Is that Gard Jameson, or Dr. Florence Jameson?
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1 A    Both.

2 Q    Both.  And do you know what percentage -- strike

3 that.

4 You said not long ago that you and your wife have

5 35 years' worth of experience in certain businesses.  Do you

6 recall that?

7 A    Yes.

8 Q    Why didn't you list yourself as a board member or an

9 owner, since you said that you and your wife own things joint?

10 A    I never thought it was important.

11 Q    Okay.

12           THE COURT:  So, sir, you're the chief operating

13 officer; right?

14           THE WITNESS:  Yes.

15           THE COURT:  Is there a reason you weren't listed as

16 an officer on the application?

17           THE WITNESS:  No, Your Honor.  There's no reason. 

18 It's just 2014 never became a board member, so there was no --

19 I don't know.  Just --

20           THE COURT:  All right.  Thanks.

21           THE WITNESS:  Just didn't get to it.

22           THE COURT:  Thanks.

23 BY MR. PARKER:

24 Q    So when I look at the organizational chart of

25 Helping Hands you're not mentioned anywhere on the
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1 organizational chart, either.  Were you aware of that?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    All right.  And when I look at every other document

4 within the documents produced by Helping Hands in their

5 redacted forms I don't see your name anywhere, as well.  Your

6 wife, I believe, is Klaris Terteryan?

7 A    Yes.

8 Q    Okay.  All right.  Now, do you have any -- you said

9 you didn't participate in the preparation of the applications. 

10 Have you seen the applications submitted by Helping Hands?

11 A    Yes, I have seen the application.

12 Q    For all three jurisdictions?

13 A    Yes.

14 Q    Okay.  Is Helping Hands -- who is the largest

15 financial contributor to Helping Hands in terms of its owners? 

16 I've seen within the application the financial statements of

17 each of the owners.  Do you know who was the biggest financial

18 supporter of Helping Hands?

19 A    It would be -- in the application?

20 Q    Yes, sir.

21      A    Can I say it, or -- isn't that privileged?

22 Q    I'm not asking for the amounts.

23 MR. KAHN:  I mean, Your Honor, I think was he's

24 referencing is that was proprietary information and financial

25 disclosures that were redacted.
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1           THE COURT:  So what I'm trying to find out I think

2 is the ownership percentages which would relate to the

3 financial contributions typically.

4 MR. KAHN:  Well -- and, Your Honor, that wasn't the

5 question that was asked.  He asked what were the financial

6 contributions made.

7 MR. PARKER:  No, I didn't ask for the amount.  I

8 said who was the greatest supporter.

9 MR. PRINCE:  Well, I guess I would object on

10 foundation of what he means by "supporter."

11 MR. KAHN:  And also it still goes to the

12 confidential information that was redacted.

13           THE COURT:  Sustained.  Can you rephrase your

14 question after Mr. Kemp give you hint.

15 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

16           THE COURT:  I sustained the objection.  You then

17 change the question.  We're going to talk about percentages of

18 ownership.

19 MR. PARKER:  That's fine.  I can go with that, Your

20 Honor.  The question I was asking was not redacted in the

21 application.  So I thought it was free game.

22           THE COURT:  I'm on percentages of ownership.

23 MR. PARKER:  That's fine.

24 BY MR. PARKER:

25 Q    Mr. Terteryan, who is -- who has the largest
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1 ownership percentage in Helping Hands?

2 A    When?

3 Q    When the application was submitted.

4      A    Klaris Terteryan, Lucina Denayan have same amount of

5 shares.  Alyssa --

6           THE COURT:  Sir, I need you to speak up.

7           THE WITNESS:  Klaris Terteryan and Lusine Denayan,

8 they have same amount of shares.  And Alyssa Navallo has less.

9 BY MR. PARKER:

10 Q    Do you recall that the application had a financial

11 portion of it where the evaluators graded the application

12 based on financial strength?  Do you recall that?

13 A    I think there was -- yeah, there was something like

14 that, yeah.

15 Q    all right.  Did -- do you know in terms of financial

16 strength if the percentages of financial strength was equal

17 among all three owners?

18 A    I don't recall what it was in the financial

19 statement.

20 Q    Okay.  Do you know if any one particular owner was

21 contributing more than another in terms of financial strength?

22 A    I can't remember.

23 Q    Okay.  And you said the Jamesons are owners; is that

24 correct?

25 A    We are in -- yes.
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1 Q    What percentage of ownership did the Jamesons have?

2           THE COURT:  Currently, or when the transaction --

3 MR. PARKER:  When the application was submitted,

4 Your Honor.

5   THE WITNESS:  When it was submitted?

6 BY MR. PARKER:

7 Q    Yes, sir.

8      A    They weren't the owners.

9 Q    Okay.  How about at this point?

10 A    At this point we are in negotiation.  Because of tax

11 purposes they've been going back and forth with their

12 attorneys to try to find the best way of making them an owner

13 so that there is less tax consequence for them.

14 Q    All right.  And --

15      A    Or their foundation.

16 Q    And looking at the documents that have been

17 produced, the -- Dr. Florence Jamesons.

18      A    Yes.

19 Q    All right.  She's listed as the -- is not the CEO?

20 A    Yes.

21 Q    So why did you inform the Court that you were the

22 CEO?

23 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

24 testimony.

25           THE COURT:  Overruled.
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1           THE WITNESS:  I didn't say I was CEO.

2 BY MR. PARKER:

3 Q    All right.  So tell me what your role and

4 responsibilities are, then, for Helping Hands?

5 A    Chief operating officer.  I'm the one who operates

6 the business.

7 Q    Okay.  So when I look at the organizational chart

8 for Helping Hands it says that the -- it's either Dr. Florence

9 Jameson or a counterpart that is not identified as anyone,

10 it's just chief operations officer, no name whatsoever.  Were

11 you aware of that?

12 A    I don't -- no, Q    I don't remember.  Do you have

13 it somewhere?

14 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, can I take a few-minute

15 break?

16           THE COURT:  I have to do a conference call at 11:30. 

17 Can we go for nine more minutes?

18 At 11:30; right, Jill?

19           THE COURT:  Can you go for nine more minutes on

20 something else?

21 MR. PARKER:  I could, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Great.

23 BY MR. PARKER:

24 Q    Did you do any evaluation of community impact as a

25 part of your application?
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1 A    I believe so.

2 Q    Tell me what the community impact meant to you in

3 terms of the Helping Hands application.

4      A    What it impacts the community.

5 Q    What does that mean to you?

6 A    Is it good, bad, or how for the community.  That's

7 what it means.

8 Q    All right.  There's a particular -- there's a actual

9 -- community impact is a part of the criteria for the

10 applications.  Were you aware of that?

11 A    Okay.

12 Q    No.  Were you aware of it?  I don't want you just to

13 simply agree with me.  Are you aware of that?

14 A    Yeah.  I can't recall every single information that

15 it's in there.

16 Q    Okay.  So do you remember, or not?

17 A    No.  But I'm sure there is a community impact, yes.

18 Q    Did you do anything --

19      A    Yeah.

20 Q    Did you do any analysis to determine whether or not

21 the locations selected by Helping Hands had a positive effect

22 on the community?

23 A    I'm sure we did, yes.

24 Q    Now, how are you sure?

25 A    Well, I wasn't -- I probably wasn't in charge of
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1 that part, but if it required in the application to submit

2 community impact, then it was done by one of us, whoever was

3 working, either our advisors or consultant.

4 Q    So sitting here today you don't know if that was

5 done or, if it was done, you don't know --

6      A    I'm sure it was.  And if it's required by the

7 application, it was done.

8 Q    All right.  So you picked locations --

9      A    Yes.

10 Q    -- and you believed that those locations would have

11 taken into consideration community impact; is that what you're

12 telling me?

13 A    Correct, I guess.

14 Q    All right.  Do you believe it's important to pick a

15 location and know that it will positively affect that

16 community?

17 A    Definitely.  You want it positively to.

18 Q    That's right.  So if you were to remove location

19 from the application, it would be difficult to determine the

20 effect of that establishment in that community?

21 A    Well, you still have to go through a process of

22 getting -- getting the location.

23 Q    Right.

24      A    Are you talking about when you're awarded license

25 then you go find a location?  Is that what you're saying?
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1 Q    No, no.  You said to us earlier on --

2      A    Okay.

3 Q    -- that -- when you were being examined by this of

4 the room --

5      A    Yes.

6 Q    -- that you picked locations for your

7 establishments.

8      A    That's right.

9 Q    And those locations were included in your three

10 applications; is that correct?

11 A    Correct.

12 Q    And then you told me we had leases related to those

13 locations; right?

14 A    Right.

15 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

16 testimony.

17           THE COURT:  Overruled.

18 BY MR. PARKER:

19 Q    Okay.

20      A    It was an LOI subject to get the license.

21 Q    All right.  So we have letter of intents for three

22 locations which were submitted with your application; correct?

23 A    Yes.  Correct.

24 Q    And you also told me that there was an analysis

25 performed that those locations would have a positive effect on
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1 the community, as we discussed this community impact, which is

2 a part of the application.

3      A    Like I said, I don't recall.  But if it was required

4 by the application, we may have done that.

5 Q    So are you saying you don't know if any analysis was

6 done as a part of your application?

7 A    I don't remember.

8 Q    You don't remember that.

9      A    Yeah.

10 Q    Okay.  Good enough.

11 Did you in determining the location consider the

12 adequacy of the size of your building or the locations?

13 A    Yeah.  You want it to be certain size.

14 Q    Tell me why.  And given -- before you do that, were

15 you aware of the fact that there is an adequacy of size of

16 building as a part of the criteria for the application?

17 A    I don't know about that.

18 Q    All right.  So then how did you come to select the

19 locations you selected?

20 A    Locations were available.  Different locations were

21 available.  We went around, we looked at it, had our

22 consultant look at it, and gave us some advice or this

23 location is good, you can do here, you can do there.  So we

24 chose the location.

25 Q    All right.  So did you look the neighborhood as a
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1 part of your consideration of the locations?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    Did you look at the adequacy of the size of the

4 building?

5 A    Of course.

6 Q    Did you figure out whether or not there was

7 sufficient floor space, square footage to accommodate a

8 recreational marijuana establishment?

9 A    Yes.  I'm sure we looked at that, also, yes.

10 Q    Did you look at all three locations yourself?

11 A    Yes, I have -- I have all three, except -- yeah. 

12 Yes, I did.  I did some.

13 Q    Did you look at before the --

14      A    The Eastern location, the North Las Vegas, yes, I

15 did.

16 Q    Did you look at them prior to submission of the

17 application?

18 A    I believe so, yes.  Yes, I did.

19 Q    All right.  So if you looked at them, can you tell

20 me the sizes of those three buildings?

21 A    I can't.  I don't recall.  One of them there was

22 very small size that we were going to build it out.  The

23 landlord was going to I believe build it out.  And the other

24 two, if I'm ont mistaken -- you know, I can't remember the

25 size.
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1 Q    You can't remember the size of any one of them? 

2 You've told me -- 

3      A    Okay.

4 Q    -- so far one was really small.  And the other two

5 you can't remember the size? 

6      A    Could have been about 4,000 square feet.  The one on

7 -- in North Las Vegas.

8 Q    Did you have any building plans?

9 A    Yeah.  I believe we did, yes.

10 Q    Okay.  You're saying a lot of "we."  Let me see if

11 you actually have a present recollection of building plans or

12 not.

13      A    Well, we did -- I remember we were -- we did the

14 building plans.  We were looking at building plans.  Yes, I

15 did.  It was a full set of building plans?  No, it wasn't. 

16 But it was a drawing.  Yes, I saw that.

17 Q    For all three locations?

18 A    I believe so, yes.

19 Q    All right.  And yet you don't know -- well, tell me

20 something.  Who actually prepared the building plan?

21 A    I believe it was one of the -- Potter.  I believe

22 he's the one who bid it or did it.

23 Q    Who?

24      A    Potter is a board member.

25 Q    So you think one of your board members created a
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1 building plan?

2      A    Yeah.  I think he's -- he's an architect.

3 Q    Okay.  And your North Las Vegas location --

4      A    Yes.

5 Q    -- was that a full building you intended to occupy,

6 or was it a portion of a building, a suite, an

7 upstairs/downstairs?

8 A    No.  It was a full building.

9 Q    Okay.  And you don't know the size of that building?

10 A    It was somewhere -- if I'm not mistaken, about

11 somewhere around four or 5,000 somewhere around there.

12 Q    The reason I ask is because your portion of the

13 application has been redacted as to location.  So that's why

14 I'm asking you what your recollection of the building size,

15 building location.  So do you have -- or did you perform any

16 analysis in terms of any restrictions being within a certain

17 square footage of that building?

18      A    I'm sure we've done survey and got --

19 Q    How are you sure of this?

20 A    Well, if you are going to a location, we are taking

21 -- were are giving an LOI, we want to make sure that it

22 classifies, that area, for marijuana dispensary.

23 Q    Do you believe that's a --

24           THE COURT:  Can I stop you here.  Because it's

25 11:30.  This is not a requested recess.
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1 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Parker, as Ramsey's dialing the

3 phone for my conference call, how much longer do you think you

4 have with this witness on your examination?

5 MR. PARKER:  Seven to eight minutes, Your Honor.

6           THE COURT:  And, Mr. Gentile, how much longer do you

7 think you have?

8           MR. GENTILE:  Well, Mr. Kemp is going next.

9 MR. KEMP:  I've got about half an hour, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  Half hour.  Okay.  So how about you let

11 me finish my conference call, we let Mr. Parker do his finish

12 up and start with Mr. Kemp and then, if it's okay with you

13 guys, we'll break for lunch from 12:00 to 1:15, and come back

14 to try and finish this witness.

15 Ramsey, if you'd dial my conference call, please.

16 And, Mr. Graf, when we break for lunch I'll let you

17 make your record on whatever you want to make.

18 MR. GRAF:  I have to go to [inaudible].

19           THE COURT:  'Bye.  Go to the doctor.

20 (Court recessed at 11:31 a.m., until 11:36 a.m.)

21           THE COURT:  Sir, I’d like to remind you you’re still

22 under oath.

23 THE WITNESS:  Yes, Your Honor. 

24           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, you’re up.

25 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.
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1 CROSS-EXAMINATION (Continued)

2 BY MR. PARKER:

3      Q Mr. Terteryan, when we left off I was going over

4 some of the portions of the application and I was asking you

5 your role on behalf of Helping Hands in terms of location.  

6 Do you recall that?

7 A Yes.

8      Q    Okay.  And then we were talking in part about the

9 size and adequacy or the adequacy of size of these locations. 

10 Do you recall that?

11      A    That’s true.

12      Q    All right.  Did you walk any of the interiors of the

13 three locations prior to the submission of the applications?

14      A    I may have, yeah.

15      Q    Do you know if you did or not, sir?

16      A    I can’t recall.

17      Q    All right.  You can’t recall if you walked any of

18 them.  Did you or anyone else on behalf of Helping Hands ever

19 determine whether or not there were water available for

20 interior sinks, not a part of bathrooms, for example? Did you?

21      A I don’t remember if we walked in.  I don’t know if 

22 I go and say turn on the facet to see if water is coming.  Is

23 that what you’re saying?

24      Q    Yeah.  I’m wondering whether or not you had an

25 opportunity to or did you make the time --
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1      A    I may have, I may not.  I don’t remember.

2      Q    Okay.  Did you figure out whether or not there would

3 be a place for a vault, where you could put a vault in each

4 location which would be secure?  Did you look at that?

5      A Well, if you do drawings, I’m sure in the drawings

6 they put it.  If it’s there, it’s there.  If it’s not, then we

7 have to build it, we’re going to build it.

8      Q    Do you know, sir?  I’m asking you whether or not --

9 you’re telling me you don’t remember whether or not you walked

10 the buildings or not.  Now I’m asking you whether or not --

11 perhaps this will help refresh your recollection, if you

12 recall anything about the buildings in terms of provision of

13 water outside of a bathroom.  Are you aware of any of that?

14      A    Well, if I don’t remember walking into the building,

15 you want me to remember if I opened the facet?

16      Q    No, no.  Not --

17      A    I don’t understand the -- I don’t understand.

18      Q No, no.  I just want to know if you have been able

19 to determine whether or not there is an ability to have water

20 not in a bathroom in any of the locations.

21      A    Well, in one --

22      Q    Perhaps you took a look at some type of other part

23 of a --

24 A One location, if I recall correctly --

25      Q    -- something that dealt with plumbing or electrical.
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1           THE COURT:  Guys, only one of you can talk at a

2 time.

3 Sir, if you’ll let Mr. Parker finish his question.

4 THE WITNESS:  Oh, sorry.

5           THE COURT:  Thank you.

6 THE WITNESS:  At one location, if I can recall

7 correctly, there used to be a restaurant there.  So if there

8 was a restaurant, I’m sure there was a bathroom and water and

9 power and all the other things.

10 BY MR. PARKER:

11      Q    But, see, I -- did you know that there may be an

12 obligation to have a water availability for a sink not within

13 a bathroom?  Did you know anything about that, sir?

14 MR. PRINCE:  Objection.  Relevancy.

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You’ve missed the hand wash

16 stations discussion, Mr. Prince.

17 MR. PARKER:  He did.

18 THE WITNESS:  That’s okay.  As for this part of the

19 case, relevancy.

20           THE COURT:  Overruled.

21 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Norovirus?  That was for you, Your

22 Honor.

23           THE COURT:  Epidemiology, Mr. Prince.

24 MR. PRINCE:  I understand.

25           THE COURT:  Okay.
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1 BY MR. PARKER:

2      Q    Did you know anything about that, sir?

3      A    Anything about having a wash sink?

4      Q Yes.

5      A    Yeah, you have to have a wash sink.

6      Q    So now that we’ve put that out there, did you review

7 any plans or did you do a walk-through that would indicate to

8 you that there’s availability of water for a hand sink not

9 within a bathroom?

10      A    Like I said, most of that was our consultant that

11 was doing all that type of work as far as handling the

12 drawings and making sure that everything will be good for a

13 dispensary.  That’s our consultant’s job.

14      Q    Okay.  You said something about Robert Potter.

15      A    Yes.

16      Q    Who is he?

17      A    He’s a board member.

18      Q    Okay.  What are the -- who are the husbands of the

19 women that own Helping Hands, other than yourself?  I know

20 you’re Klaris Terteryan’s husband.  Who are the other husbands

21 involved?

22      A    Lusine’s husband is Michael.

23      Q    And who’s the other?

24      A    Alyssa’s is Richard.

25      Q    Now, do they have any role in the business similar
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1 to yours?

2      A    No.

3      Q    Do you understand what a mantrap is?

4      A    Mantrap?

5      Q    Yes, a mantrap.  Do you have any understanding of

6 what a mantrap is?

7      A    You mean for a marijuana location where you have to

8 have a mantrap?  Is that what you’re talking?

9      Q    Exactly.

10      A    Yeah.

11      Q    All right.  Did you when you -- or from your

12 recollection, do you recall whether or not any of those

13 locations had the availability of installing a mantrap or did

14 any of the plans reflect a mantrap?

15      A    Okay.  Our consultant was the person who was

16 handling that portion of the application.  I may have seen

17 some of this stuff that came through back and forth and I may

18 have looked at it, but sitting here to say last year in summer

19 or in September did you remember having a mantrap on drawings

20 or anything, no, I don’t remember.

21      Q    You don’t remember walking the buildings or remember

22 the drawings.  You don’t recall specifically the community

23 impact analysis.  Do you recall anything with regards to

24 transportation related to the application?

25      A    My job is to run the business, not to fill out
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1 application.

2      Q    All right.

3      A    Even though I’ve probably seen things, my job is to

4 run the business.

5      Q    And that’s what you intended to do, you intended to

6 run this business?

7      A    Yes.

8      Q    As opposed to the three owners that were listed?

9      A    That’s why they hire me.

10      MR. PARKER:  Nothing further, Your Honor.

11           THE COURT:  Thank you.

12 Mr. Kemp.

13 CROSS-EXAMINATION

14 BY MR. KEMP:

15      Q    Good morning, sir.

16      A    Good morning.

17      Q    You understand that the marijuana industry is a

18 heavily regulated industry?

19      A    Yes.

20      Q    And you understand that one of the concerns is that

21 we want the actual owners, not secret owners, and that people

22 may -- that aren’t listed may exercise control over the

23 process?  Do you understand that?

24      A    Yes.

25      Q    Okay.  And you’ve heard the phrase “beard” and
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1 “shill” and “straw man”?

2      A    Yes.

3      Q    And you know what that means; right?

4      A    Yes.

5      Q    Now, let’s go back to September 2018 when the

6 applications were prepared, okay?

7      A    Correct.

8      Q    Now, you said at that time that Mr. Jameson -- was

9 it Mr. Jameson or Mr. Jameson was involved with you -- or Mrs.

10 Jameson?

11      A    Florence.  Mrs. Jameson.

12      Q    Okay.  So, Dr. Jameson was the one that went to the

13 locations with you?

14      A    I don’t know if we went together or I went

15 separately.  I can’t --

16      Q    Earlier in your testimony you said the Jamesons went

17 to locations with you.  Do you recall that testimony?

18      A    I said the Jamesons went to location, we went to

19 location, consultant went to location.  They wanted to see.

20      Q    Okay.  And which one of the Jamesons, between Gard

21 and Dr. Jameson were more involved with you on this project?

22      A    I would say they both were.  I’m not --

23      Q    Okay.  And how did you come in contact with the

24 Jamesons and get the idea that they would work with you to

25 find some locations?
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1      A    I got to know them through a mutual friend.

2      Q    Okay.  And then the application -- you knew about

3 the application process when, May, June 2018?

4      A    Maybe.

5      Q    Well, you knew --

6      A    Whenever it was out there.

7      Q    You filed an application on September 10th, 2018?

8      A    September.  Correct.

9 Q So you had to know about the application process

10 prior to that?

11      A    Beforehand.  Correct.

12      Q    Would it be fair to say you knew three, four, five

13 months prior?

14      A    Probably.  Sure.

15      Q    Now, at that time, three, four, five months prior to

16 September 10th, 2018 --

17      A    Yes.

18      Q    -- at that time you started working with the

19 Jamesons on this project?

20      A    That’s right.

21      Q    Okay.  Now, so the Jamesons -- and again, you said

22 it was mutual.  With regards to this particular -- that you

23 were mutual friends.  With regards to this particular project,

24 who approached you or did you approach the Jamesons?

25      A    I believe -- I believe I did.
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1      Q    You believe you called one of the Jamesons?

2      A    Yes, I believe.  Yeah.

3      Q    And did you call Mr. Jameson or Dr. Jameson?

4      A    Dr. Jameson.

5      Q    And what did you say to her at that time?

6      A    We talked and then -- and we said we are applying. 

7 If I’m going to -- if I say something now, what did you talk

8 to them about, basically I’m going to just guess.

9      Q    Okay.  Did you discuss with Dr. Jameson the

10 possibility of her being involved --

11      A    Yes.

12      Q    -- in your application?

13      A    Yes, we discussed.

14      Q    And that would have been about June 2018; correct?

15      A    That’s right.

16      Q    And at that time did you also meet with her husband,

17 Gard Jameson?

18      A    Yes, I met them both.

19      Q    So after the phone call, there was a meeting?

20      A    Well, I believe we met the first time -- I met them

21 at the country club.

22      Q    Okay.  Which country club?

23      A    I believe it was the one on --

24      Q   The one behind the Westgate?

25      A    Yeah.  That’s right.
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1      Q    Okay.  All right.  So you and who else met with

2 which one of the Jamesons?

3      A    It was me -- if I don’t -- my wife I believe was

4 there.  I don’t remember if my attorney was there.  I’m not

5 sure.  Consult --

6      Q    Was Mr. Jameson there?

7      A    Yes.  Mr. Jameson and -- yeah.

8      Q    And was Dr. Jameson there?

9      A    Yes.

10      Q    Okay.  And you said your attorney may have been

11 there?

12      A    I don’t remember.  I’m not -- I believe so.

13      Q    Did the Jamesons have an attorney there?

14      A    No.

15      Q    Okay.  And would your attorney at that meeting be

16 different than your attorney here today?

17      A    No, it won’t be, but I’m not sure if he was there. 

18 I don’t remember.  I know we met with the attorney.  We met.

19      Q    We being you and the Jamesons, you met with an

20 attorney?

21      A    The Jamesons.  We -- yeah, with the attorney.

22      Q    Prior to the application being filed?

23      A    Yes, I’m sure.

24      Q    Okay.  And at the country club meeting you talked

25 about working together with the Jamesons to file some
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1 marijuana applications?

2      A    Yes.

3      Q    Okay.  And at that point in time did they say, well,

4 you know, if you’re successful potentially we might want to be

5 owners?  Or how was it decided that your name would be on it

6 and not their name?

7      A    I don’t remember if we talked about the ownership or

8 not.  Their more concern was that if they come in they want

9 proceeds to go their charity.

10      Q    Okay.

11      A    So that’s all -- for them it was the proceeds to go

12 to charity.  That was their important part for them.

13      Q    Okay.  All right.  So you had the first meeting and

14 then at some time you met with the attorneys.  Prior to

15 September 10th was there some sort of agreement or memorandum

16 of understanding entered with the Jamesons?

17      A    I believe so.

18      Q    And we don’t have that here today, so can you tell

19 me the best you can what that consisted of?

20      A    Well, that 70 percent of the proceedings of net

21 profits from there, it would go to their charity and --

22      Q    So basically it was intended that 66 percent or two-

23 thirds would go to the Jamesons --

24 A Yeah.

25      Q    -- and one-third would go to Helping Hands?
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1      A    Right.

2      Q    And is that why later on you gave them two of the

3 dispensaries and you kept one of them?

4 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

5 evidence.

6           THE COURT:  Overruled.

7 THE WITNESS:  It’s not keeping them. We still own --

8 everything is owned by Helping Hands.  It’s just --

9 BY MR. KEMP:

10      Q    Well, I know what the documents you filed with the

11 State say, but the deal was that they would get two-thirds and

12 you would get one-third?

13      A    At the time, no.  The deal was they’re not getting

14 anything.  At the time it’s the profits we were going to

15 donate to their -- to their --

16      Q    Okay.  So the deal was that they would get two-

17 thirds of the money or their charities would --

18      A    Yeah.

19      Q    -- and you would get one-third?

20      A    And we would donate that to their charity.

21      Q    Okay, great.  And you think that was in at least a

22 memorandum of understanding, if not some sort of formal

23 agreement?

24      A    Yeah, that was the understanding.  Yes.

25      Q    Okay.  And was that reduced to writing?
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1      A    Yeah, I’m sure it was in writing.

2      Q    Do you have access to that document?

3      A    Not now.  I don’t think so.

4      Q    I mean, you could ask your attorney for it; right?

5      A    I don’t know if --

6      Q    It hasn’t been destroyed, has it?

7      A    No.

8      Q    Okay.  So as far as you know, that document is dated

9 June, July, August of 2018?

10      A    I don’t know.  I said we may have a document.  We

11 have an understanding that the proceeds -- even in our

12 application we said the proceeds will be going 70 percent --

13 up to 70 percent will be going to the charity.

14      Q    To the Jameson charity?

15      A    Yes.

16      Q    All right.  Do you remember the name of that charity

17 specifically?

18      A    It just blew my mind.  I was thinking about that.

19      Q    Okay.  So in any event, the Jamesons went to the

20 locations with you; correct?  Correct?

21      A    I’m sorry?

22      Q    The Jamesons went with you physically to the

23 locations; right?

24      A    With me or maybe they have gone separately.  I don’t

25 recall that we are going together.
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1      Q    Did you have a realtor involved?  You guys just

2 weren’t driving around the city looking at locations; right?

3      A    No.  I believe one of them was their friend.

4      Q    Rent?

5      A    Their friend.

6      Q    Oh.  So the Jamesons brought their realtor involved?

7      A    Not a realtor.  Friend owned -- friend owned the

8 property that we were going to lease.

9      Q    So one of the properties was owned by one of the

10 Jamesons’ friends?

11      A    Yeah.  One or two.

12      Q    Maybe two of them?

13      A    Yeah.

14      Q    And as we sit here today, do you recall if that was

15 the Clark County, North Las Vegas or City of Las Vegas

16 property?

17      A    I think Clark County, yes, I believe so, but I’m not

18 a hundred percent.

19      Q    That was the one owned by the Jamesons’ friend?

20      A    I believe so, yes.

21      Q    What about the City of Las Vegas or North Las Vegas,

22 was one of those also owned by the Jamesons’ friend?

23      A    I’m not sure about that.

24      Q    All right.  And do you know whether or not the

25 Jamesons had any ownership interest in either one of those
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1 properties?

2      A    I don’t know.

3      Q    Okay.  Now, you said an LOI was negotiated for the

4 three properties; right?

5      A    Yes.

6      Q    Did you negotiate that?  Did the Jamesons negotiate

7 that?  Did you do it together?  How was that done?

8      A    I’m sure the LOI was sent to us.  We had to get the

9 blessing from our attorney.  I’m sure we looked at that.

10      Q Who negotiated it?  Who negotiated the LOI with the

11 Jameson friends?

12      A    Well, the Jamesons talked to them.  They called me

13 and we said fine.  We went to look at the location.  We liked

14 it.  We said, yeah, this is a good location.

15      Q    Okay.  But when you got down to the terms, how many

16 fees, how much rent you’d pay, how long it would be, who

17 negotiated that?

18      A    Well, we all did, basically.  She told us.  Me and

19 my wife, we knew what it was going to be, so we said yes.

20      Q    She, Mrs. Jameson told you?

21      A    Mrs. Jameson.

22      Q    Excuse me, Dr. Jameson.

23 A Doctor.

24      Q    Dr. Jameson told you what you could get for the LOI;

25 right?
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1      A    Right.

2      Q    And she sent you an LOI?

3      A    Probably consultant, they send it.  I’m cc’d on some

4 of the email, so I’m sure I got it.

5      Q    Okay.  We’ve used the term consultant a couple times

6 in your testimony.

7      A    Yes.

8      Q    Is that a person?

9      A    It’s a firm.

10      Q    Okay.  What’s the --

11      A    They have like three, four people working.

12      Q    What’s their name?

13      A    Spencer, Juliana, Tate.

14      Q    No, no, no.  What’s the name of the consultant firm?

15      A    J. Whitney Group.

16      Q    J. Whitney Group.

17      A    Yeah.

18      Q    And who, if anyone, at J. Whitney Group were you

19 dealing with primarily?

20      A    I was primarily dealing with Spencer.

21      Q    And Spencer, he has a last name?

22      A    Franklin.

23      Q    Like the mint?  Franklin Mint?

24      A    I guess.

25      Q    Okay.
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1      A    I’m not familiar with it.

2      Q    So, Spencer Franklin -- and by the way, the Whitney

3 consulting group, did the Jamesons bring them in, too?

4      A    Yes, they knew them.

5      Q    Okay.  So they had known the Whitney consulting

6 group for some reason --

7      A    Yeah.

8      Q    -- prior to this venture with you?

9      A    Yes.

10      Q    All right. And what do you understand the primary

11 business of the J. Whitney Group to be?

12      A    I believe they are consultants doing --

13      Q    Here in --

14      A    Business consultants.

15      Q    They’re here in Las Vegas?

16      A    Yes.

17      Q    Okay.  And do you understand that they have any

18 particular expertise in marijuana?

19      A    I believe they do.  They’ve done applications.

20      Q    Okay.  Do you know whether or not they did

21 applications in the 2014 process?

22      A    I never asked.

23      Q    So they had to be paid, right, the consultant?

24      A    Yes.

25      Q    Okay.  And we have heard some testimony that some of
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1 the consultants got $150,000 per application.  How much did

2 this consultant charge you per application?

3      A    Am I allowed to say?

4      Q    Sure.

5      A    I believe, if I’m not mistaken, it was $25,000.

6      Q    Per application?

7      A    Per application.

8      Q    So with three -- you had three applications?

9      A    Yes.

10      Q    So you paid them a total of $75,000?

11      A    Right.

12      Q    Okay.  And where did that money come from?  Did it

13 come --

14           THE COURT:  Mr. Kemp, is this a good time to break

15 for lunch?

16 MR. KEMP:  Sure.

17           THE COURT:  See you guys at 1:15.  This is not a

18 requested recess.

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Judge, housekeeping real quick, if

20 you don’t mind?

21           THE COURT:  Yeah.

22 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Pocket briefs.  We’re obviously

23 going to be here for awhile.  No one is going to be able to

24 write anything.

25           THE COURT:  Mr. Bice left to go write.  He’s going

102

005135



1 to bury you guys in paper, just like he’s done in other cases.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I do recall that, Your Honor, but

3 thankfully I’m not going to have to respond to him this time

4 hopefully.  But since I’m the one who’s writing it, could we

5 get a little more time, Your Honor?

6           THE COURT:  When do you want until?

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Well, in previous cases with Your

8 Honor we’ve had until 5:30-ish.

9           THE COURT:  So how about I give you until 8:00

10 o’clock tomorrow morning?  As long as you have them to me by

11 8:00 in the morning, I can read them between my 8:00 and 8:30.

12 Mr. Gentile?

13 MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, rather than -- because of

14 how late this is going, is it possible to just submit to the

15 Court some additional authority?

16           THE COURT:  You can submit it in any way you want,

17 Mr. Gentile --

18 MR. GENTILE:  Thank you.

19           THE COURT:  -- and I will take anything you want. 

20 But if you’re going to give me additional authority, will you

21 please throw a cover sheet on it and electronically file it --

22 MR. GENTILE:  Oh, I intended to do that.

23           THE COURT:  -- so Dani and Dan can print it all for

24 me and I can spend a little time before I start my 8:30

25 hearings reading it.
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1 MR. GENTILE:  Thanks.

2 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Fair enough, Your Honor.

3 MR. GENTILE:  Oh, and one other thing.

4           THE COURT:  Eight o’clock in the morning.  Will

5 someone tell Mr. Bice, who’s apparently writing more complex

6 things than --

7 MR. PRINCE:  I’ll reach out to him.

8 MR. GENTILE:  One other thing.  Mr. Savarese was the

9 member of our team that was charged with opposing the motion

10 to dissolve the TRO.  He was in the hospital yesterday.  I

11 didn’t learn that until last night.

12           THE COURT:  I’m sorry to hear that. Is he okay?

13 MR. GENTILE:  I -- maybe.

14 THE COURT:  Okay.

15 MR. GENTILE:  It got real tough last night.

16           THE COURT:  All right.  Well, I hope he does well.

17 MR. GENTILE:  So can we have another -- do we have

18 until tomorrow there?  He’s not until Monday.

19 MR. PRINCE:  Whatever you need is fine.

20 MR. GENTILE:  Okay.

21           THE COURT:  Mr. Prince said whatever you need, Mr.

22 Gentile.  Isn’t that a nice professional courtesy?  Somebody

23 should note that there are lawyers in town who still remember

24 civility and professional courtesy.  All right.

25 MR. PRINCE:  I, for one.

104

005137



1           THE COURT:  Absolutely.  I’m not saying you’re the

2 only one in the room.  There’s a lot of people in the room who

3 have that.

4 All right, sir, we’ll see you about 1:15.  Have a

5 nice lunch.

6 (Court recessed from 12:02 p.m. until 1:14 p.m.)

7 (Court was called to order)

8           THE COURT:  Are we ready to continue, Mr. Kemp?

9 MR. KEMP:  I’m ready, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  Sir, you’re still under oath.  If you

11 need more water, you let me know.  People run it out all the

12 time.

13 THE WITNESS:  Please.

14           THE COURT:  Ramsey, he needs more water.

15 Okay, let’s get started.  Dan doesn’t believe you

16 guys are going to finish.  I have the utmost confidence in you

17 all.

18 MR. KEMP:  Who is betting against us, Your Honor?

19           THE COURT:  Dan.

20 MR. KEMP:  Oh, okay.

21 CROSS-EXAMINATION (Continued)

22 BY MR. KEMP:

23      Q    Where we left off is you paid $25,000 per

24 application, $75,000 total; right?

25      A    Right.
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1      Q    Okay.  Where did the $75,000 come from?

2      A    Where it came from?  We paid part of it and --

3      Q    Did the Jamesons pay part of it?

4      A    I believe so.

5      Q    Did they pay all of it?

6      A    I don’t think so, no.

7      Q    Did they pay two-thirds of it and you paid one-

8 third?

9      A    No, they don’t.  No, it didn’t work out that way. 

10 The consultant I was working with for while, for over a year

11 and he was consulting us with the cultivation, also --

12      Q    This is the J. Whitney Group?

13      A    Right.  So we hired him to --

14      Q    Okay.  Well, let’s not get bogged down.  What is

15 your best recollection as we sit here today as to how much the

16 Jamesons paid of the seventy-five and how much you paid?

17      A    Well, we didn’t pay everything up front.  I didn’t

18 pay everything up front.  We paid part of it and I’ve been

19 paying payments, so.

20      Q Just between the two of you, no matter when it was

21 paid, what is your best recollection as you sit here today?

22      A   We probably paid most of it.

23      Q    And by most of it, you paid half of it and they paid

24 half of it or --

25      A    Probably more.
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1      Q    All right.  Now, you said this person named Potter

2 was an architect and he prepared the building plans; right?

3      A Right.

4      Q    Did the Jamesons bring Mr. Potter into the equation?

5      A    Yes. 

6      Q    So Mr. Potter was someone they knew previously?

7      A    Correct.

8      Q    And then Mr. Potter I understand was on the board;

9 right?

10      A    Correct.

11      Q    Was he also paid for doing the building plans for

12 the three locations?

13      A    I can’t recall if he was paid or not.

14      Q    Okay.  He did do building plans for three different

15 locations?

16      A    Yes, he did.

17      Q    And so usually it would cost --

18      A    Yeah.  My wife handles that accounting part of it,

19 so I don’t know what it was that was paid, so.

20      Q    Okay, that’s good.  Did you guys set up some sort of

21 joint fund that you would contribute money to and the Jamesons

22 would contribute money to?

23      A    No.

24      Q    And so when you say your wife handled it, you mean

25 she handled checks on your side of it?
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1      A    Correct.

2      Q    And when you had something that the Jamesons owed

3 money on, where did those checks come from?

4      A    Well, I don’t know if the Jamesons paid J. Whitney

5 directly or they gave us the money to pay, so I’m not sure

6 about that.

7      Q    Okay.  Other than the consultant and the architect

8 on the building plans, was there anyone else that was paid

9 money prior to September 10th?  And by money I mean anything

10 over like five or ten thousand dollars.

11      A    I don’t think so.

12      Q    Okay.  Now, do you know what a CHOW is, a change of

13 ownership form?

14      A    Change of ownership.  Yes.

15      Q    And that’s what you file with the Department of

16 Taxation when you change the ownership of a marijuana entity?

17      A    Yes.

18      Q    And you said you’ve been a cultivator since 2014;

19 correct?

20      A    Here in Nevada?  No.  We opened in 2018.

21      Q    Okay.  How did you get your cultivation license?

22      A    We got it in 2014.

23      Q    Okay.  So you’ve been a cultivator since 2014;

24 right?  Right?

25      A    Yes.  A cultivation license since 2014 --
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1      Q    Okay.

2      A    -- or ‘15, actually.

3      Q    And in the time period of 2014 to 2018, did you file

4 a change of ownership with regards to the cultivation license?

5      A    I believe we did.

6      Q    And when you say you believe you did, was it your

7 understanding that you had to identify -- first of all on just

8 a regular change of ownership you had to identify prospective

9 owners to the State?

10      A    Yes.

11      Q    And with regards to the application procedure, it’s

12 your understanding that on the September 10th filing you had

13 to identify prospective owners to the State?

14      A    Correct.

15      Q    And at that time on September 10th, the only three

16 people identified as owners were the women, correct, the three

17 women?

18      A    Yes.

19 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, can I move to admit 31 now? 

20 I’ve shown it to counsel.  It’s the organizational chart in

21 the application.

22           THE COURT:  Any objection to 31?

23 MR. KEMP:  Well, Your Honor, we’ve agreed to certain

24 redactions, so we don’t have a redacted copy yet, but.

25 MR. KAHN:  Oh, so 31 is the entire application?
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1 MR. KEMP:  Right.

2 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Right, we’re going to redact --

3 excuse me, Your Honor.  We’re going to redact certain

4 identifying portions of the financials that were subject to

5 the attorney’s eyes only provision, so it’s not public record.

6           THE COURT:  So you’re going to give us a 31A with

7 agreed upon redactions and when will you have that to me?

8 MR. KAHN:  I’m sure we could do that by the end of

9 the day today.

10 MR. KEMP:  Yeah, hopefully by the end -- well,

11 depending on how long we go, Your Honor.

12           THE COURT:  We’ll say by tomorrow morning at nine

13 o’clock.

14 MR. KAHN:  You got it, Your Honor.

15 MR. KEMP:  We can do that, Your Honor.

16           THE COURT:  Okay, Dulce?

17 THE CLERK:  Yes, Your Honor.

18           THE COURT:  All right.

19 MR. KAHN:  Thank you.

20           THE COURT:  So subject to the stipulation that with

21 the approved redactions, 31A will be admitted?

22 MR. KAHN:  Correct, Your Honor.

23           THE COURT:  Okay.

24 (Plaintiff’s Exhibit 31A admitted)

25 MR. KEMP:  Thank you, Your Honor.
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1 Can I have the organizational chart now, Shane?

2           THE COURT:  And are there any redactions to be made

3 on the organizational chart --

4 MR. KEMP:  No, Your Honor.

5           THE COURT:  -- which is part of 31A?  Okay.

6 BY MR. KEMP:

7      Q    I don’t know if you can see that, sir.

8      A    Yes.

9           THE COURT:  The colors are hard for me to see.

10 Sorry.

11 BY MR. KEMP:

12      Q    Okay.  Who are the owners as listed on the

13 organizational chart?

14      A    Alyssa Navallo, Lusine Danayan and Klaris Terteryan.

15      Q    And for the record could you spell that?

16      A    All of them?

17      Q    Could you spell that just so whoever is listening to

18 this spells it right on the record?

19      A    All the names?

20      Q    Yeah, please.

21      A    A-l-y-s-s-a  N-a-v-a-l-l-o dash H-e-r-m-a-n.

22      Q    Okay.  So the three women were listed as the only

23 owners in the application; correct?

24      A    Correct.

25      Q    And that was filed on September 10th, 2018?
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1      A    Correct.

2      Q    And as of today’s date, which would be August 14th,

3 2018, have you filed any change of ownership for Helping Hands

4 with the State of Nevada Department of Taxation?

5      A    Yes.

6      Q    You have filed a change of ownership?

7      A    Yes.

8      Q    And what is that change of ownership for?

9      A    Klaris Terteryan purchased Alyssa’s shares.

10      Q    Okay.  And when did that happen?

11      A    Well, the process went -- we take the application

12 back in I would say May.

13      Q    May of 2019?

14      A    19.

15      Q    Okay.  Just the one change of ownership for the

16 change that you’ve indicated; correct?

17      A    That’s right.

18      Q    So you haven’t filed any other change with regards

19 to anyone else; right?

20      A    No.

21      Q    Okay.  As of today’s date?

22      A    Correct.

23      Q    And are you intending to file a change?

24      A    Yes.

25      Q    You are intending to file a change?
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1      A    Yes.

2      Q    And has that been prepared?

3      A    Well, that’s what I was saying.  The attorneys are

4 working.

5      Q    Does this relate to the Jamesons?

6      A    Yes.

7      Q    Okay, let’s save that for a little bit.

8      A    Okay.

9      Q    Now, with regards to the directors, who did you list

10 as directors on your organizational chart?

11           THE COURT:  Would you like them to blow it up for

12 you?

13 MR. KEMP:  Can you see that, sir?  I’m not trying 

14 to --

15 THE WITNESS:  It’s a little blurry, but.

16           THE COURT:  Is that better?

17 THE WITNESS:  Yeah, it’s better.  Dr. Florence

18 Jameson.  Dr. Frank Gard Jameson.  Julie Murray.  Robert

19 Potter.  Dr. Norton Roitman.  Jennifer Solas.

20 BY MR. KEMP:

21      Q    Okay.  So those four people are listed as directors;

22 right?

23      A    Six.

24      Q    Excuse me.  Six.

25      A    Yes.
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1      Q    All right.  And would I be correct that these people

2 were listed as directors for the Department of Taxation

3 application, but you listed different people with the

4 Secretary of State as directors?

5      A    Yeah, this was the organization that was going to

6 be.  Yes.

7      Q    Okay.  But when you did your corporate filing with

8 the Nevada Secretary of State, you listed different people as

9 your directors; right?

10      A    Yes.  We have the -- our original board members.

11      Q    Okay.  And so more specifically the Jamesons have

12 never been listed as directors in your Nevada Secretary of

13 State filing; correct?

14      A    No.  This was a proposed -- this one is the proposed

15 members.

16      Q    Okay.  So it wasn’t the actual board, it was a to be

17 board.  Is that what you’re saying?

18      A    Proposed board.

19      Q    Proposed board?

20      A    Yes.

21      Q    All right.  And is this still the proposed board, 

22 it hasn’t changed?

23      A    No, it hasn’t.

24      Q    Okay.  So in other words, the Jamesons and Julie

25 Murray are still on your proposed board?
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1      A    Correct.

2      Q    Okay, great.  Why did you file the proposed board

3 with the application as opposed to the board that you filed

4 with the Nevada Secretary of State?

5      A Why?

6      Q    Why?

7      A    I don’t know.  That’s something consultant would

8 know.

9      Q    Okay.  Did you have an understanding that by listing

10 the Jamesons and Julie Murray as proposed directors that you

11 might get more points because of their charitable involvement

12 and the taxes they pay?  Did you have any understanding in

13 that regard?

14      A    Having them on board to get more points?

15      Q    Right.

16      A    Well, they were going to be our board members if we

17 were to win.

18      Q    I understand that.

19      A    Yeah.

20      Q    But did you understand --

21      A    No, because we --

22      Q    -- that by having those three people --

23           THE COURT:  Wait.  Sir, you’ve got to let Mr. Kemp

24 finish.

25 THE WITNESS:  Oh, sorry.  Sorry.
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1 BY MR. KEMP:

2      Q    Did you understand that by having those three people

3 on what you call the proposed board --

4      A    Yes.

5      Q    -- did you understand that that would give you more

6 points in the charitable contribution section?

7      A    Well, their non-profit was going to benefit from

8 them becoming our member.  That’s not the only reason they

9 were there.  They had a prior experience with a dispensary. 

10 They owned a dispensary before.

11      Q    You’re talking about the Jamesons, not Murray?

12      A    Jamesons.  I believe -- yeah.

13      Q    Let’s just focus on Julie Murray and try to cut

14 through --

15      A    Okay.

16      Q    -- this on the contributions.  You knew Julie Murray

17 was involved with a lot of charitable contributions?

18      A    Yes.

19      Q    Was one of the reasons you put her on the

20 prospective board to get -- maybe get more points on the

21 charitable --

22      A    Well, the Jamesons brought them, all the members.

23      Q    So the Jamesons were the ones that formulated the

24 board of directors, the proposed board?

25      A    The proposed board they brought, yeah.  They
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1 introduced us to board members, yes.

2      Q    So it was the Jamesons’ decision that Julie Murray

3 would be on the, what did you call it, proposed board, is that

4 right?

5      A    They asked Julie Murray.  I said sure.

6      Q    Okay.  And it was the Jamesons’ decision that Mr.

7 Potter would be on the proposed board; correct?

8      A    It’s not the decision.  The ultimate decision is all

9 of us, so it’s not one person.

10      Q    Okay.  But it was -- the first suggestion that Julie

11 Murray would be on the proposed board came from the Jamesons?

12      A    Yes.

13      Q    The same is true of Mr. Potter?

14      A    Yes.

15      Q    And the same is true of Mr. Roitman?

16      A    Every one of them.

17      Q    Roitman and Solas?

18      A    Yes.

19      Q    Okay.  Now, did you understand that when you put 

20 Ms. Murray on the board that you would potentially get some

21 benefit in the scoring because of her charitable activities? 

22 Did you understand that?

23      A    No, I didn’t think of it that way.

24      Q    Okay.  Did the Jamesons express to you why they

25 thought Ms. Murray would be a good member of this board?
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1      A    Because the Jamesons wanted 70 percent.  The reason

2 they came into the board because they wanted us to give 70

3 percent -- up to 70 percent of the profits go to their

4 charity.  And Julie Murray was involved with a lot of

5 charities, so it made sense to have them on the board.

6      Q    And Mr. Roitman wasn’t involved in any charities,

7 was he?

8      A    I don’t know.

9      Q    He was the money guy; right?  He was the guy that

10 had the most money?

11      A    I never checked.  I’ve never seen their finances, 

12 so I couldn’t tell you.

13      Q You didn’t review the application after it was

14 filed?

15      A    I didn’t look at any privileged stuff that is in the

16 application.

17      Q    Okay.  All right.  You mentioned that you knew that

18 the Jamesons had some involvement with a previous dispensary;

19 right?

20      A    Right.

21      Q    And you knew that as of, say, June of 2018 when you

22 first began talking to the Jamesons?

23      A    It could be June, July.

24      Q    You knew that before the application was filed?

25      A    Before the application, yes.
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1      Q    Because they told you they had been involved with

2 Mr. Bernstein’s group, ReLeaf; right?  Or did you know that

3 already?

4      A I don’t know who Mr. Bernstein is.  I knew they --

5      Q    He’s the guy who you see all the TV commercials.

6      A    All right.

7      Q    All right.  Do you know who he is now?  He’s a

8 personal -- I’ll say famous --

9      A    Okay.

10      Q    A well known personal -- I will say famous -- a

11 famous personal injury lawyer here in Las Vegas.

12      A    Oh, okay.

13      Q    You know who Mr. Bernstein is?

14      A    Yeah, yeah, yeah.  Yes.  Yes.

15      Q    All right.  So you knew that the Jamesons had been

16 involved with Mr. Bernstein’s group previously?

17      A    Did I know that?  I didn’t know who they were

18 involved with.  They said they were involved in a dispensary. 

19 I didn’t know exactly what dispensary they were involved with.

20      Q    Okay.  But you had been a cultivator since 2014.  I

21 assume you were out there trying to sell your product to the

22 various dispensaries; right?

23      A    No.  2014, we applied for a license.

24      Q    Got it.

25      A    We got the provisional license in 2015.
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1      Q    Did you ever actually grow any product as a

2 cultivator?

3      A    In 2018.

4      Q    Okay.  It wasn’t until 2018 you actually --

5      A    Yeah.  We started growing sometime September --

6      Q    September of 2018?

7      A    18.  Yes.  We were going through construction.

8      Q    Okay, fair enough.  So you knew the Jamesons were

9 involved in some dispensary but you didn’t know which one. 

10      A    No.

11      Q    Is that right?  Right?

12      A    Correct.

13      Q    Did you know that they had been owners?

14      A    Of dispensary?  I knew they were part of dispensary

15 owners, yes.

16      Q    Part of it in the sense that they were actually

17 owners?

18      A    Yeah.

19      Q    And did they bring certain materials over from that

20 dispensary to be used in your application?

21      A    No.

22      Q    Okay.  Are you sure about that?  Are you sure that

23 they didn’t bring any operating --

24 MR. PRINCE:  Objection.  Relevancy, Your Honor.

25           THE COURT:  Mr. Prince, are you representing Mr.
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1 Bernstein and his group?

2 MR. PRINCE:  I definitely do not.

3           THE COURT:  Okay.  The objection is overruled.

4 BY MR. KEMP:

5      Q    Are you sure they didn’t bring anything from ReLeaf

6 over to the application process?

7      A    No, they didn’t.

8      Q    How do you know that?

9      A    Because I’ve seen everything that -- J. Whitney

10 Group have been working long ago, so J. Whitney Group,

11 whatever they were doing, the SOPs, everything or whatever it

12 is, J. Whitney Group did it for us.

13      Q    Okay.  I thought you said that the Jamesons brought

14 in the J. Whitney Group.

15      A    No, no.  J. Whitney Group --

16      Q    You just found the J. Whitney Group on your own

17 before the Jamesons were involved?

18      A    No.  I had a different consultant before --

19      Q    Different than J. Whitney?

20      A    -- J. Whitney.  In 2000- end of 2017, my attorney

21 introduced me to this new group, J. Whitney.  I didn’t work

22 well with the other people, so I started working with the J.

23 Whitney Group.

24      Q    Okay.

25      A    Towards the end of 2017, ‘18, we started working
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1 with them.

2      Q    Let’s break it down.  Who was the consultant before

3 J. Whitney?

4      A    Erin Buckner.

5      Q    How do you spell that last name?

6      A    Erin Buckner, I believe.  Buckner.

7      Q    I thought you told me this morning that the Jamesons

8 brought in the J. Whitney Group, but that’s not true?

9      A    No.  If I said -- I don’t --

10      Q You just found them on your own?

11      A    No, no, if I said that, that’s not -- I don’t think

12 I said that, but if I said that, maybe we misunderstood.

13      Q    Okay. So your testimony today is that you somehow

14 secured the services of the J. Whitney Group before you had

15 any conversations and meetings with the Jamesons, is that

16 correct?

17      A    Correct.  Correct.

18      Q    Okay.  And do you know what involvement, if any, 

19 the J. Whitney Group had with Mr. Bernstein’s previous 2014

20 application?

21      A    J. Whitney?

22      Q    Yeah.

23      A    I don’t know.

24      Q    And do you know -- do you know whether or not,

25 either through the Jamesons or from some other source, if the
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1 J. Whitney Group had materials from ReLeaf, Mr. Bernstein’s

2 group?

3      A    I don’t know.

4      Q    And you do know that Mr. Bernstein has sued the

5 Jamesons for stealing materials from ReLeaf and allegedly

6 using them in this application process.  You do know that?

7 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  That misstates

8 the nature of the lawsuit.

9 MR. KEMP:  Well, do you have an exhibit?

10           THE COURT:  Okay.  The objection is sustained.

11 BY MR. KEMP:

12      Q    Do you know that there’s a lawsuit now filed between

13 Mr. Bernstein and ReLeaf and the Jamesons?

14 MR. PRINCE:  Objection.  Relevance.

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.

16 THE WITNESS:  I knew there -- I found out that he

17 had a fallout.  I don’t know Mr. Bernstein or whoever.  I

18 never got to know.  He had -- because Florence basically in

19 August, I believe, it was sometime in August, called and said

20 I’m cancelling this whole thing, I cannot be involved because

21 I’m involved with another dispensary.  So --

22 BY MR. KEMP:

23      Q    This is August, so you don’t mean August 2019 --

24      A    August or July.

25      Q    -- you mean August 2018? 
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1      A    18.  Yeah.

2           THE COURT:  One of you at a time.

3 THE WITNESS:  Summertime of 2018 she called, she

4 says I’m cancelling it.  I cannot be with your board.  And I

5 said, okay, what’s the reason?  I thought we did something. 

6 And they said, no, no, it’s I’m an owner with another

7 dispensary.  I cannot be -- I was advised not to.  I said

8 okay.  And then a few weeks later she called back and said,

9 hey, I can do it because I sold my shares.  And I said okay,

10 fine.

11 BY MR. KEMP:

12      Q    Okay.  So in August 2018, and the application was

13 filed on September 10th, 2018?

14      A    Right.

15      Q    So in August 2018, Dr. Jameson called you and told

16 you she couldn’t be involved with Helping Hands because she

17 was concerned about her involvement with Mr. Bernstein’s

18 group, ReLeaf --

19      A    Yes.

20      Q    -- is that correct?

21      A    Yeah.

22      Q    Okay.

23      A    But she didn’t say who, she just said my previous --

24 my other dispensary ownership, I have a conflict, I cannot do

25 it.  I said okay.  So then later she called a few weeks, two
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1 or three weeks later, I can’t remember exact times, but she

2 called.

3      Q    And then she got back on board?

4      A    She said that she sold her shares, now she can be

5 involved with our group.

6      Q    But before that phone call in August, Mr. Jameson 

7 or her had gone to locations with you, they had brought the

8 architect on board, they had brought Ms. Murray on board.

9      A    No.  Locations, everything else, we went after that.

10      Q    Oh.  So after August 2018 when you had the phone

11 call with Dr. Jameson --

12      A    Yeah.

13      Q    -- that’s when you first went to any of these three

14 locations.  Is that your testimony?

15      A    Well, it could -- yeah, I think so.  Yeah.

16      Q    I just -- I don’t want to know what could.  I want

17 to know what you did.  So your testimony today is after August

18 2018 but before September 10th, 2018, that’s when you and the

19 Jamesons went to the locations, that’s when you and the

20 Jamesons hired the architect, that’s when you and the Jamesons

21 put the application together and that’s when you and the

22 Jamesons brought in these other board members.  Is that

23 correct?

24      A    That’s -- I believe so, yeah.  That is correct.

25      Q    That seems like a lot of stuff to do in a couple
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1 weeks.

2      A    Not really.

3      Q    Okay.

4      A    When I don’t do it, somebody else does it.  It’s

5 done.

6      Q    All right.  Okay.

7      A    They have a whole team to do it.

8      Q    And you do know that ReLeaf, Mr. Bernstein’s group,

9 filed an application in this exact same process, do you not?

10      A I assume so.  I don’t know.

11      Q Well, you’ve seen their name on the list of

12 applicants, haven’t you?

13      A    Well, I haven’t gone through every single name on

14 the applications.

15      Q    Would you agree --

16      A    All I cared about is mine.  That’s it.

17      Q    All you cared about is your application?

18      A    Yes.

19      Q    Okay.  All right.  And would I be correct that the

20 change of ownership that removed the Jamesons from Mr.

21 Bernstein’s group, the ReLeaf, that was not processed by the

22 State until after September 10th, 2018?  Is that true?

23 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  That calls for

24 speculation.

25 MR. PRINCE:  And it assumes facts.

126

005159



1 MR. KAHN:  Assumes facts not in evidence.

2           THE COURT:  Overruled.

3 Sir, if you don’t know the answer --

4 THE WITNESS:  I don’t know.

5           THE COURT:  -- that’s a perfectly good answer. 

6 Thank you.

7 BY MR. KEMP:

8      Q    Okay.  It’s kind of a little ticklish situation

9 here, isn’t it, that you’re dealing with someone who’s an

10 owner of a competitor, a competing applicant?  Kind of

11 ticklish, wouldn’t you agree?

12 MR. PRINCE:  Objection.  Argumentative.  Foundation.

13 THE WITNESS:  I don’t know.

14           THE COURT:  Overruled.

15 THE WITNESS:  What do you mean by ticklish?

16 BY MR. KEMP:

17      Q    Well, you had your lawyer look at it.

18      A    I didn’t get tickled.

19      Q    You threw the Jamesons out of the group, then you

20 met with your lawyer, you said, and then they came back into

21 the group.

22      A    I didn’t --

23 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

24 testimony.

25 MR. PRINCE:  And argumentative.
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1           THE COURT:  Sustained.  Can you rephrase your

2 question, please?

3 MR. KEMP:  Okay.

4 BY MR. KEMP:

5      Q So the Jamesons left your group, right, after the

6 phone call?  Yes?

7      A    After who called?

8      Q    After Dr. Jameson called you and said she had to

9 leave the group, they left the group?

10      A    Correct.

11      Q    Okay.  And then you talked to your lawyer; right? 

12 You said that.

13      A    I said I talked to my lawyer?

14      Q    They got back -- you talked to the lawyer, you

15 worked it out, and they got back in your group?

16      A    I didn’t say that.

17 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  That misstates

18 the testimony.

19           THE COURT:  Overruled.

20 THE WITNESS:  I never said that.

21 BY MR. KEMP:

22      Q    Okay.  So they got back in the group without you

23 talking to your lawyer?

24      A    No.

25      Q    They got back into your group?
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1      A    Should I repeat what I said?

2      Q    Did they get --

3           THE COURT:  Yes, please, sir.  Could you tell us

4 what you said so we can all be on the same page?

5 THE WITNESS:  Okay.  I said Dr. Jameson called me,

6 said she couldn’t -- according to her attorney she cannot be

7 on our board.  She cannot be involved with us because they

8 have a conflict.  I said okay, then there is nothing I can do. 

9 And then sometime later, it could be two weeks, three weeks

10 later, she called back and said I settled my thing, I sold my

11 shares, I’m no longer with that dispensary, I can do it.  Do

12 you want to do it?  I said definitely.

13 BY MR. KEMP:

14      Q    Okay.  And when she told you she had a conflict, she

15 told you it was because of her ownership interest in another

16 dispensary; correct?

17      A    I assumed so.  She didn’t a hundred percent say, but

18 yeah.

19      Q    Okay.  You assumed so because you knew about her

20 ownership interest in the other dispensary?

21      A    When I met her, I found out that she was -- she at

22 least owned a dispensary before.  Whether she was involved or

23 not involved, that I don’t know.  I didn’t ask her, hey, do

24 you own a dispensary right now.

25      Q    So when you had lunch with her in the country club
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1 back in July 2018 --

2      A    Yeah.

3      Q    -- you didn’t ask her whether or not she was still

4 in a dispensary?

5      A    No, I didn’t.

6      Q    And she didn’t say --

7      A    I knew she was involved, so at that time if she was

8 involved previously, I don’t know.  So I knew she was involved

9 in a dispensary.

10      Q    Okay.  You do recognize that if she was involved in

11 a dispensary and it was filing a competing application to

12 yours, that would potentially be a problem, potentially;

13 right?

14 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.

15      THE WITNESS:  Honestly don’t know.  That’s something

16 attorneys have to tell me.

17 MR. KEMP:  Okay.

18           THE COURT:  You’ve got to be faster, Mr. Kahn. 

19 You’ve got to get it all out so I can rule.

20 MR. KAHN:  All right.  I get it.

21           THE COURT:  Okay.

22 MR. KEMP:  All right.

23 MR. PRINCE:  What’s the ruling?

24           THE COURT:  I didn’t hear the basis of the objection

25 yet.
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1 MR. KAHN:  Well, the objection, Your Honor, is calls

2 for speculation --

3           THE COURT:  Overruled.

4 MR. KAHN:  -- lacks foundation.

5           THE COURT:  Overruled.

6 BY MR. KEMP:

7      Q    Okay, let’s move forward.  So you were declared a

8 winner in September, whatever the day was -- or excuse me, in

9 December --

10      A    December 5.

11      Q    -- 5th you found out you were a winner; right?

12      A    Yes.  Yes.

13      Q    Okay.  And when you found out you were a winner, you

14 had to pay twenty thousand and a half; right?

15      A    Yes.

16      Q    So you had to pay another $60,000?

17      A    Correct.

18      Q    Where did that $60,000 come from?

19      A    That one we asked Mr. Jameson to pay for it.

20      Q    So Mr. Jameson put up the entire $60,000?

21      A    Yes.

22      Q    He’s a great board member, isn’t he?

23      A    He is.

24      Q    Now, all right, you earlier referenced when Mr.

25 Parker was talking to you a $750,000 loan that was used to
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1 develop the three entities; right?

2      A    Not only for that.  Part of it.

3      Q    Well, there was a $750,000 loan; right?

4      A    Yes.

5      Q    And so you told him it wasn’t a financial

6 institution, it was a private individual; right?

7      A    Yes.

8      Q    What’s the name of the private individual?

9      A    It’s not a -- well, it’s a company, it’s an LLC.

10      Q    And what is it?

11      A    Am I allowed to?

12      Q    Sure.

13 MR. KAHN:  I mean, Your Honor --

14           THE COURT:  I need an objection.

15 MR. KAHN:  The objection is I believe the terms of

16 that note are confidential.

17           THE COURT:  The objection is --

18 MR. KEMP:  I didn’t ask for the terms, Your Honor. 

19 I asked for the name of --

20 MR. KAHN:  Which would include the identification of

21 the party, then.

22           THE COURT:  Sustained.  However, if there is written

23 documentation you may provide it under an attorney eyes only

24 provision.  But since this is a public proceeding, I am not

25 going to consider the name as part of my deliberative process.
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1 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  But you may inquire about the nature of

3 that transaction to your heart’s content, Mr. Kemp.

4 MR. KEMP:  Fair, Your Honor.

5 BY MR. KEMP:

6      Q    Did the Jamesons secure that $750,000 loan or assist

7 in getting the loan?

8      A    No.

9      Q    They didn’t do anything?

10      A    No.

11      Q    They’re not guarantors to that loan?

12      A    Nothing.

13      Q    Is that loan subject to a personal guarantee?

14      A    The guarantor -- huh?

15      Q Is that loan subject to a personal guarantee?

16 MR. KAHN:  Again, Your Honor, I’m going to object.

17           THE COURT:  Overruled.

18 MR. KAHN:  The terms of the note are confidential,

19 but he can answer.

20           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You can answer, sir.

21 THE WITNESS:  My wife is.

22 BY MR. KEMP:

23      Q    Just your wife?

24      A    Just my wife.

25      Q    Okay.  She filed -- she got a loan with a personal
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1 guarantee for $750,000?

2      A    Yes.

3      Q    Isn’t it true that your wife filed bankruptcy in

4 California?

5      A    When?

6 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Relevance.

7           THE COURT:  Overruled.

8 MR. KEMP:  It goes to her ability --

9           THE COURT:  I said overruled.

10 MR. KEMP:  Okay.

11 THE WITNESS:  When?

12 BY MR. KEMP:

13      Q    Well, let’s start with did she or didn’t she first

14 and then --

15      A    Yes, she did.

16 MR. PRINCE:  Well, let’s -- Objection.  Foundation

17 as to the timing as to when the bankruptcy occurred.

18           THE COURT:  Overruled.

19 BY MR. KEMP:

20      Q    She did?

21      A    Yes.  1994.

22      Q    Okay.  And actually you live in California; right?

23      A    No, I live in Nevada.  So does my wife.

24      Q    But you have a California driver’s license, don’t

25 you?
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1      A    Who?

2      Q    You.

3      A    I do.

4      Q    You don’t have a Nevada driver’s license, do you?

5      A    No, not now.

6      Q    You live in Glendale, California, don’t you?

7      A    I live in Nevada.  It’s been close to two years.

8      Q    You don’t have the Glendale address anymore?

9      A    I do have a Glendale.  I have a house there.

10      Q    So you live in both states?

11      A    I have three kids there.

12      Q    Right.  And they go to school down in California,

13 don’t they?

14      A    Yeah, they -- well, yeah.

15      Q    And you spend more time in California than you do

16 here, don’t you?

17      A    No, that’s not true.

18      Q    Okay.  All right, let’s get back to you said there

19 was a loan for seven fifty.  Are there any other loans?

20      A    There are some personal loans.

21      Q    Okay.  Personal loans for --

22      A    I mean, do I need to give all my --

23      Q    No, no, not -- I don’t want your personal finances,

24 sir.  I don’t want that, okay.  Are there any other loans

25 helping finance --
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1      A    But do I need to give you all my --

2           THE COURT:  Sir, your attorney is going to make an

3 objection if he thinks it’s appropriate.  He’s standing up

4 now.  I’m going to ask Mr. Kemp to rephrase his question so

5 Mr. Kahn can make an objection if he thinks it’s appropriate.

6 BY MR. KEMP:

7      Q    With regard to Helping Hands, the applicant, are

8 there any other loans that were made to Helping Hands or to

9 anyone that resulted in money going to Helping Hands?

10      A    Yes.  There are a couple of --

11 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor --

12 THE WITNESS:  Oh, sorry.

13 MR. KAHN:  Objection.  Relevance.  This is

14 confidential and proprietary information.  It’s not before

15 this proceeding.

16           THE COURT:  The existence of the loans is fair game. 

17 The identity of the lenders and the obligors may be something

18 that is protected.  I don’t know without additional

19 information.  So the witness will answer this question, but

20 Mr. Kemp, you need to narrow your focus.

21 BY MR. KEMP:

22      Q    Let me -- let’s get it real tight, okay.

23      A    All right.

24      Q    With regards to Helping Hands --

25      A    Yes.
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1      Q    -- are there other loans in addition to the seven

2 fifty?

3      A    Yes.

4      Q    And what are the other loans?

5      A    What are they?  They’re loans.

6 MR. KAHN:  Same objection, Your Honor.

7           THE COURT:  Overruled.

8 BY MR. KEMP:

9      Q    I mean how much money and where were they made?

10      A    Oh.

11 MR. KAHN:  Same objection, Your Honor.

12           THE COURT:  Overruled.  We’re looking for the amount

13 of the loans, sir.

14 THE WITNESS:  Well, 1.8.

15 BY MR. KEMP:

16      Q   $1.8 million?

17      A    Yeah.

18      Q    So there’s just one other loan for $1.8 million?

19      A    Not one, a couple of.  There’s --

20      Q    You’re the chief operating officer.

21      A    Well, no, I said there was not one loan.  It’s

22 friends and family lend us money.

23      Q    Okay.  All I want to know is who -- or excuse me,

24 not who but how many loans are there?  There’s the seven

25 fifty, the one eight --
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1      A    There are about four or five loans.  Depends how you

2 -- the husband and wife.  But they’re family.  They’re family,

3 friends and family.

4      Q    Okay.  So, seven fifty, 1.8.  How much are the other

5 ones?

6      A    That’s it.  That 1.8 is total of all four or five

7 loans.

8      Q    Including the seven fifty?

9      A    Uh, yes.  Yes.

10      Q    Okay, fair.  Now, I don’t want to know what friends

11 or what family members loaned you the money.  I do want to

12 know whether any of this money was guaranteed by the Jamesons

13 or came from the Jamesons.

14      A    Nothing is guaranteed by the Jamesons.

15      Q    Well, did it come from the Jamesons?

16      A    Those monies I got it was before even Jamesons,

17 before even I knew them.

18      Q    So the answer is no, none of this money came from

19 the Jamesons?

20      A    No.  I didn’t even know them.

21      Q    But the answer to my question is, Mr. Kemp, none of

22 this money came from the Jamesons?

23      A    None of this -- Mr. Kemp, none of this money came

24 from Jamesons or they never guaranteed anything, any --

25 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, I was going to object to
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1 leading.

2           THE COURT:  Oh.  Yes, but it was appropriate

3 leading.

4 MR. KEMP:  Okay.

5           THE COURT:  How much more you got, Mr. Kemp?

6 MR. KEMP:  About ten minutes, Your Honor.

7           THE COURT:  Okay.

8 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  Can I have the document that was

9 admitted as an exhibit today, which is --

10           THE COURT:  There were four.

11 MR. KEMP:  This one, which is 5063, please, the

12 first page.

13 BY MR. KEMP:

14      Q    Okay, the first sentence.  “The Jameson family,

15 through a related entity, was awarded two provisional

16 dispensary licenses, one in Clark County and one in the City

17 of North Las Vegas.”  Did I read that right?

18      A    Yes.

19      Q    Was the Jameson family awarded two provisional

20 licenses, one in Clark County and one in the City of North Las

21 Vegas?

22 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  The document

23 speaks for itself and he didn’t draft the document.

24           THE COURT:  Overruled.

25 He’s asking you if that is a correct factual
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1 statement, sir.

2 THE WITNESS:  No, they weren’t awarded it.  Helping

3 Hands was awarded it.

4 BY MR. KEMP:

5      Q    Okay.  So they weren’t owners?

6      A    No.

7      Q    So this was a false statement in this document?

8      A    Depends when you’re looking at it.

9      Q    Today it would be a true statement?

10      A    No, no, no.  When you’re saying owners, when are

11 they talking about?  When was this done?

12      Q    Did the Jamesons at some point become owners --

13      A    Is this part of the offer we got from The Grove?

14      Q    Yes.

15      A    Oh, okay.

16      Q    Okay.

17      A    Well, at that time already we discussed it with the

18 Jamesons that they were going to be owners, yes.

19      Q    Okay.  And then it says, “The Jameson dispensaries

20 will be wholly owned by the Jamesons.”  Do you see that

21 statement?

22      A    Yes.  That’s --

23      Q    And that was true at the date this document was

24 prepared?

25      MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Again, the
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1 document speaks for itself and he didn’t prepare the document.

2           THE COURT:  Overruled.

3 He’s asking you whether the statements are factually

4 true, sir.

5 THE WITNESS:  So the Jamesons -- I don’t even know

6 how to try and say this, but the Jamesons --

7           THE COURT:  He wants to know, do the Jamesons own

8 Helping Hands?

9 THE WITNESS:  Well, this whole -- from these two

10 dispensaries --

11 BY MR. KEMP:

12      Q    Three.  There were three; right?

13      A    Yeah, there is three.

14      Q    The Jamesons got two.

15      A    From this -- yeah.

16      Q    I understand that.  Right?

17      A    The Jamesons --

18 MR. KAHN:  Objection.  Misstates the testimony.

19           THE COURT:  Overruled.

20 THE WITNESS:  Should I --

21 MR. KEMP:  Yeah, go ahead.  Explain, please.

22           THE COURT:  Please explain.

23 THE WITNESS:  So up to 70 percent of all

24 dispensaries was going to go to charity, their charity, right,

25 from the beginning.
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1 BY MR. KEMP:

2      Q    So you were going to give two of the three

3 dispensaries to charity from the beginning?  You were just

4 going to give them the dispensaries?

5      A    No, 70 -- 30 -- 70 percent of all three dispensaries

6 was going to go to charity from the beginning.

7      Q    Okay, let me ask it differently.

8      A    Okay.  You want an answer.

9      Q    The date of this document is March 18th, 2019.

10 MR. KEMP:  Can you blow that up for me, Shane, just

11 so the witness can see it?

12 BY MR. KEMP:

13      Q    Okay.  Let’s go back to the owned part.  So as of

14 March 18th, 2019, it was your understanding that somehow, some

15 way the Jamesons would ultimately own these two dispensaries. 

16 Is that correct?

17      A    We have talked to the Jamesons and said we will --

18 what we will do is instead of 70 percent of all three, they

19 can take 100 percent of two dispensaries to their charity.

20      Q    So you gave the Jamesons two of the three.  Is that

21 pretty much it?

22 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

23 testimony.

24      THE WITNESS:  It’s not giving them.  It still

25 belongs to Helping Hands.
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1 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  Fair.

2           THE COURT:  Overruled.

3 BY MR. KEMP:

4      Q    But you didn’t charge them anything?  They didn’t

5 pay anything for those two dispensaries, did they?

6      MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

7 testimony.

8           THE COURT:  Sustained.  Can you rephrase your

9 question?

10 BY MR. KEMP:

11      Q    What amount of money were the Jamesons supposed to

12 pay for those two dispensaries?

13      A    We are working out the tax implications, like I

14 said.  We can’t --

15      Q    So as we sit here today, you haven’t even talked to

16 them about a purchase price.  Is that your testimony?

17      A    Right.

18      Q    Okay.  But you said you’re going to sell them and

19 they’re out there --

20      A    Yeah.  So Helping Hands keeping all three

21 dispensaries.  Let’s just go that scenario.  All three

22 dispensaries, it’s Helping Hands.  Seventy percent of all the

23 proceedings is going to go to their charity --

24      Q    Okay.

25      A    -- from all three.  So we said instead of having 
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1 all three contribute 70 percent, why don’t we have two

2 dispensaries to contribute 100 percent of proceedings to their

3 charity.

4      Q Why don’t the Jamesons take two and you keep one?

5      A Well, that’s a possibility, sure.

6      Q    And you discussed that possibility back at the

7 country club meeting in June; right?

8      A    No.

9 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  It misstates the

10 testimony.

11           THE COURT:  Overruled.

12 BY MR. KEMP:

13      Q    No, you didn’t talk about that then?

14      A    No.  At that time the Jamesons didn’t have any --

15 the Jamesons was not going to be owner. Ownership conversation

16 came up after we were awarded.

17      Q    And you said that you haven’t consummated the

18 transaction with the Jamesons because of some sort of tax

19 situation; right?

20      A    Yes.

21      Q    Okay.  Would another reason that the transaction

22 with the Jamesons has not been consummated be Mr. Bernstein

23 and ReLeaf’s lawsuit against the Jamesons?

24      A    I don’t think so.

25      Q    That doesn’t have anything to do with it?
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1      A    No.

2      Q    Okay.  All right, back to Julie Murray.  You

3 understood that Julie Murray was involved with another

4 dispensary group?  Did you know that?

5      A    I didn’t know that.

6      Q    Okay.  And I don’t know how much you’ve been here,

7 but do you know now that Julie Murray is one of the owners of

8 Thrive?

9      A    I -- yes, I heard about that.

10      Q    Okay, so you know that.  And you know about the

11 anti-monopoly provision in which no person or entity can be

12 involved with more than eight dispensaries in Clark County? 

13 Do you know about that?

14 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor. Misstates the law.

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.

16 MR. KEMP:  We can pop the law up, Your Honor, if Mr.

17 Prince wants to see it.

18           THE COURT:  That was Mr. Kahn.

19 MR. PRINCE:  That was Mr. Kahn.

20           THE COURT:  That was Mr. Kahn.

21 MR. KEMP:  My mistake.  Okay.

22 Shane -- well, let’s not get into that.

23 BY MR. KEMP:

24      Q So you know that Thrive had two dispensaries.  Today

25 you know that Thrive has two and that they won licenses for,
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1 what, five?

2      A    I don’t know.

3      Q    Okay.

4      A    Yeah, whatever they have.

5      Q    Let’s say they have seven on the Thrive side and

6 you’ve got three on the Helping Hands side.  Seven and three

7 is ten; right?

8      A    Right.

9      Q    Ten is two more than eight; right?

10      A    Okay.

11      Q    And Ms. Murray to this day is an owner of Thrive and

12 a member of your board of directors; correct?

13      A    Okay.

14      Q    Have you had any discussions with Thrive as to

15 whether you’re going to each give up one of them to comply

16 with the anti-monopoly provisions, whether they’re going to

17 throw in two, whether you’re going to throw two?  Have you

18 talked to them about it?

19 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor. Misstates the law.

20           THE COURT:  Overruled.

21 THE WITNESS:  Julie Murray doesn’t own anything. 

22 She’s just a board member.

23 BY MR. KEMP:

24      Q    Right.  She’s just a board -- well, let me ask it

25 differently.
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1      A    So how does she own ten dispensaries?

2      Q If it turned out that there was a potential problem

3 with Julie Murray owning -- being a board member and an owner

4 of ten different dispensaries, would you just ask her to leave

5 the board?

6 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Objection.  It would be a

7 hypothetical.

8           THE COURT:  Overruled.

9 THE WITNESS:  If there is an issue, we may.  We’ll

10 seek our attorney’s advice.

11 MR. KEMP:  Your Honor, can I have one second?

12           THE COURT:  Yes, you can have one second.  How about

13 a minute?

14 MR. KEMP:  Maybe 15 seconds.

15 BY MR. KEMP:

16      Q    Okay.  So I just want to go back to this pre-app.

17 period --

18      A    Yes.

19      Q -- up to September 10th and when you first talked to

20 the Jamesons.  It’s your testimony as we sit here today that

21 during that four month period there was no discussion

22 whatsoever at any time about the Jamesons being prospective

23 owners of any dispensaries that Helping Hands got.  Is that

24 your testimony?

25      A    Correct.
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1      Q    Okay.  And if I -- if and when we get this

2 memorandum of understanding you talked about, there won’t be

3 anything in there about giving them an option to purchase,

4 splitting the dispensaries two for them, one for me, nothing

5 like that would be in there; right?

6      A    All they care about is their -- for me to give 70

7 percent of proceeds to their charity.

8 MR. KEMP:  Okay.  Thank you very much, sir.

9 THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

10           THE COURT:  Mr. Gentile.

11 CROSS-EXAMINATION

12 BY MR. GENTILE:

13 Q    Mr. Terteryan --

14      A    Yes.

15 Q    -- you have still before you, I believe, maybe not,

16 Exhibit 5064.  Do you still have that in front of you?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    All right.  Now, with regard to that exhibit --

19      A    Yes.

20 Q    -- you've identified it; am I right?

21 A    I'm sorry?

22 Q    You know what it is.

23      A    Yes.

24 Q    And you received it from the Jamesons; is that --

25      A    Correct.
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1 Q    -- what I'm to understand?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    And how long ago did you receive that?  Let me give

4 you a hint.  It probably couldn't have been before March.

5 A    After March.  How's that?

6 Q    After March.  Okay.  And you received it at the same

7 time or really close in time to when you received 5063.  Take

8 a look at 5063, please.

9      A    Yes.

10 Q    Am I right?

11 A    Yes.

12 Q    All right.  Did you receive them at the same time?

13 A    I can't recall if I received them same time or --

14 Q    Well, pretty close?

15 A    Probably.  I can't recall.

16 Q    You can't recall.

17      A    Yeah.

18 Q    Okay.  Now, I want to show you -- well, I want to

19 ask you something.

20      A    Yes.

21  Q    With regard to 5064, does Exhibit 5064 represent all

22 of the documents that you received that had 5064 as part of

23 it, or was there more and 5064 is part of what you got?  Do

24 you understand my question?

25 A    Yes, I do.
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1 Q    Or don't you remember?

2 A    I just trying to remember if I've seen more of it or

3 not.

4 Q    You don't remember?

5 A    No.

6           MR. GENTILE:  Okay.  If I may approach the witness.

7           THE COURT:  You may.

8 BY MR. GENTILE:

9 Q    I want to show you --

10           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, do you have a copy of

11 this, 266?

12           THE CLERK:  It's not admitted yet, but --

13           THE COURT:  I don't get anything till it's admitted,

14 Mr. Gentile.

15           MR. GENTILE:  Well, I understand that.  But you're

16 going to need one in a minute.

17 BY MR. GENTILE:

18 Q    I want to show you what is Plaintiffs' Proposed

19 Exhibit 266, all right.

20      A    Okay.

21 Q    That's it right there.

22           THE COURT:  And this is ledger-size paper?

23           MR. GENTILE:  This is ledger-size paper.  And,

24 unfortunately, it's so small in terms of a font, but it's the

25 best we could do on the fly.
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1 BY MR. GENTILE:

2 Q    Take a look at 266.  You'll notice that it's

3 multiple pages; am I right?  Four pages?

4           THE COURT:  Sir, I'm going to give you this

5 magnifying glass just in case.  It's not my big one.  I don't

6 know where the big one went.

7           THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

8           THE COURT:  Is there an objection to 266?

9 MR. KAHN:  Well --

10           THE COURT:  Has anyone been able to read 266?

11 MR. KAHN:  Is this about establishing foundation,

12 Your Honor?  Is there --

13           MR. GENTILE:  Right now the only question I've got

14 is has he seen it before.

15           THE COURT:  I know.  I'm just trying to skip ahead,

16 if I could.

17 MR. KAHN:  That's your only question on it, is has

18 he seen it?

19           MR. GENTILE:  No.  There's going to be more.

20 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Well, [inaudible] if you're going

21 to establish foundation for the document for it to be

22 admitted.

23           THE COURT:  Sir, have you seen it before?

24 BY MR. GENTILE:

25 Q    Have you seen this before?
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1 A    Not in this format.

2 Q    Not in that format.  Have you seen it in a different

3 format?  I grant you that you probably were not given this

4 document with a font that size, but have you seen it before?

5 A    Well, I receive an Excel sheet.

6 Q    Right.

7      A    Right.  So I went through it.

8 Q    Does this look like the Excel sheet that you saw?

9 A    I believe in the Excel sheet I saw a monthly

10 projection, I believe.

11 Q    Right.  So this is -- so here's my --

12      A    On this one we can't see it, on this other one.

13 Q    All right.  Let me ask it a little different.

14      A    Sure.

15 Q    Would you agree that the one that your lawyer

16 put into evidence through you, Exhibit 5064, is part of

17 Exhibit 266?  And just so that I can help you --

18           THE COURT:  And if you need to compare the one that

19 you looked at earlier, sir, I think you still have that

20 exhibit there with you.

21           THE WITNESS:  Yes, I did see -- it is part of it,

22 because this is summary, and those are more detailed.  Yeah.

23 BY MR. GENTILE:

24 Q    All right.  So you did receive 266.

25      A    I remember seeing a monthly --
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1           MR. GENTILE:  I move it in at this time.

2 MR. KAHN:  There's no objection, Your Honor.  That's

3 fine.

4           THE COURT:  Be admitted.

5 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 266 admitted)

6 BY MR. GENTILE:

7 Q    Okay.  Now look at the top of 266.

8           MR. GENTILE:  And do we have this and do we need

9 like a super screen to make it readable?

10           THE COURT:  Oh, Ramsey.  You found it.  Sweet.

11 (Pause in the proceedings)

12  BY MR. GENTILE:

13 Q    Does that help you at all?

14      A    I can see it a little.

15 Q    All right.  Well, had we known that this was going

16 to come into evidence, that 5064 was going to come into

17 evidence this morning before this morning, we would have had

18 this in a much larger format than you see.

19      A    Okay.

20 Q    But this is the best we could do in an hour, okay.

21           MR. GENTILE:  Can you blow it up?  Good.  All right.

22 That's the portion I want.

23 BY MR. GENTILE:

24 Q    All right.  So can we go to the expense part.  There

25 we go.  Expense Categories.  Would you agree -- now, we have
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1 266 on the screen right now.

2      A    Okay.

3 Q    But what -- excuse me.  I'm sorry.  266 is the

4 exhibit we're dealing with.  What we have on the screen right

5 now is only the part that talks about expense category.

6      A    Okay.

7 Q    See that?  Compare that to 5064, and I'm going to

8 ask you to agree with me that what's on the screen right now

9 as part of 266 is what 264 [sic] presents.  I mean 5064

10 presents.

11 (Pause in the proceedings)

12  BY MR. GENTILE:

13 Q    5064 only contains expense categories; right?

14 A    Yes, it does.

15 Q    All right.  And 266, what we're looking at on the

16 screen is the expense categories that have been reproduced in

17 5064; am I right?

18 A    I have to look at it.

19 Q    I ask you to do that.  Take your time.  We've spent

20 enough of it here, so a little more won't matter.

21      A    Yes, they're the same.

22 Q    They're the same.  Okay.  Now, if you will, sir,

23 please go to the top of that page, of 266 and enlarge it,

24 please.  You have 266 in front of you.  I again apologize that

25 we didn't have enough time to make it big enough.  But I can
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1 assure you that the Judge would be all over us if what's on

2 the screen right now was not 266, okay.

3           THE COURT:  I can't read 266, for the record,

4 because it's really small.  But what's on the screen appears

5 to be something that might be 266.

6           MR. GENTILE:  As an officer of this court I assure

7 that it is.

8           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Gentile.  I appreciate

9 that.

10 BY MR. GENTILE:

11 Q    Now, would you agree that what's on the screen right

12 now is the top of the first -- actually, it's the top of the

13 second page of 266.

14      A    Correct.

15 Q    Right?  So it is entitled "The Combined 600 Tickets

16 Per Day"; right?

17 A    Right.

18 Q    All right.  So the numbers that it reflects, 266

19 reflects and 5064 reflects, is a combination of all, all three

20 of the licenses that you obtained -- the provisional licenses,

21 excuse me --

22 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.

23           THE COURT:  Wait.  Can you let him finish the

24 question.

25 //
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1 BY MR. GENTILE:

2 Q    It is a combination, it's a combined projection,

3 it's a projection of income that is basically a projection,

4 because those stores never operated; am I right?

5 A    As that projection.

6 Q    Okay.  And it's a combined projection.  It's for all

7 of them, not per store; am I right?

8 A    No, you're not right.

9 Q    I'm not right.  Okay.  Well, it kind of speaks for

10 itself.  You would agree that everything that you're looking

11 at here was on the original that you saw?

12 A    Yeah, it seems familiar.

13 Q    And it was based on 600 tickets per day; am I right?

14 A    Right.

15 Q    Okay.  Now, you didn't create this document?

16 A    No, I didn't.

17 Q    You weren't -- you didn't receive it directly from

18 either Mr. Ritter or Mr. Kouretas; correct?

19 A    No, I didn't.

20 Q    You received it from the Jamesons?

21 A    Correct.

22 Q    And as a matter of fact, their name, the Jamesons

23 surname, is on the very top of this document --

24      A    Correct.

25 Q    -- am I right?  Okay.
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1      A    Sure.

2 Q    Can I ask you why you only put part of this document

3 into evidence instead of all of it?

4      A    Why I put?

5 Q    Or is that your lawyer's --

6      A    I print it.  This is --

7 Q    That was your lawyer's --

8      A    No.  I'm assuming --

9 Q    No, I don't you to assume or speculate or anything.

10           THE COURT:  We don't want you to assume, sir.

11           THE WITNESS:  Well, when I print this out also, and

12 I was thinking about it, I believe when we receive the

13 attachment it was probably a print area that it -- when you

14 set a print area it print it.  And I remember when I print

15 this it came out a few pages.

16 BY MR. GENTILE:

17 Q    Okay.

18      A    But on the spreadsheet you can see it more.  So --

19 Q    All right.  So -- but you didn't put the spreadsheet

20 in, you just put in the part of it that printed out, is what

21 you're saying?

22      A    When I print it, that's how it printed out.

23 Q    When did you print that?

24 A    Two weeks ago, three weeks ago --

25 Q    Two weeks ago.
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1      A    -- a week ago?  I don't know.

2 Q    So you printed it when you knew you that you might

3 have to come to court and testify about it?

4 A    No.  I didn't even know I was going to come to

5 testify until yesterday.

6 Q    So, if I'm hearing you correctly, nobody could have

7 had this printed document until two weeks ago if they got it

8 from you?

9 A    From me?  I don't think anybody got it from me.

10 Q    You didn't give it to anybody?

11 A    No.

12 Q    You just printed out just the part that's in

13 evidence here as 5064, and you did it only for yourself?

14 A    Right.

15 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Mr. Terteryan

16 didn't put the document into evidence.  His counsel did.

17           THE COURT:  No.  We're talking about printing of the

18 document, as opposed to the admission of the document, which

19 are two different events.

20 MR. KAHN:  Okay, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  Okay.

22 BY MR. GENTILE:

23 Q    Well, let me ask you a little different thing here. 

24 Without talking about anything that you might have said to

25 your lawyer or he said to you with regard to this exhibit,
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1 5064, did you give him 5064?

2 A    No, I didn't give him.

3 Q    So you don't know how he got it; fair to say?  I

4 mean, if he told you how he got it, don't tell us that.

5      A    Yeah.

6 Q    You don't know how he got it; right?

7      A    I mean --

8 Q    Well, listen, you could say to me, yes, I do, but I

9 can't tell you.

10      A    Yeah.  Yes, I do, but I can't tell you.  How's that?

11 Q    Okay.  I can live with that.  I can live with that,

12 okay.  That's good.  I can live with that.

13      A    Okay.

14 Q    And you don't know why he chose to only put the part

15 in that he did in 5064?  That wasn't your decision, that was

16 his?

17      A    That's not my decision what comes into the court.

18 Q    Okay.

19           THE COURT:  We used to call that legal strategy, Mr.

20 Gentile.

21           MR. GENTILE:  I get it.  We used to call it hiding

22 the ball.

23 BY MR. GENTILE:

24 Q    Just a couple of other areas, and I'll be done.

25 You testified that you have been in other
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1 businesses.  What other businesses have you been in?

2 A    I own --

3 Q    I know you've got a jeans company in Downtown L.A.,

4 right, L.A. Jeans?

5 A    Yes.  Yes, I did.

6 Q    You closed that in 2017?

7 A    '16.

8 Q    '16?  You paid rent till '17?

9      A    No.  I had another company maybe in L.A. Apparel

10 that was in the same --

11 Q    All right.  What other businesses?

12 A    Before that I owned gas station, car wash,

13 janitorial service, used car dealer.

14 Q    And most of those have been in the Burbank, Glendale

15 area?

16 A    Burbank, Glendale, Downtown.

17 Q    And there's a really large Armenian population

18 there.

19      A    That's right.

20 Q    Largest in the United States, maybe largest in the

21 world outside of Armenia; fair to say?

22 A    Correct.  Yes.

23 Q    All right.  And you talked about your friends and

24 family loaning you money.

25      A    Yeah.
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1 Q    Most of your friends and family Armenian?

2 A    Sure.  I have some other friends, too, sure.

3 Q    Well, just -- I'm sure you do, but just to be honest

4 with you, we looked at 97-page report on you, and I didn't see

5 a single name that wasn't Armenian except Voorhis.

6      A    Except who?

7 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.

8 BY MR. GENTILE:

9 Q    Voorhis.

10 MR. KAHN:  Lacks foundation.  Relevance. 

11 Argumentative.

12           THE COURT:  Overruled.

13           THE WITNESS:  No.  I did have lot of friends.  I'm a

14 popular guy.

15 BY MR. GENTILE:

16 Q    All right.  Here's my question for you, okay. 

17 Here's my question for you.  You testified that you had a --

18 you have from family and friends $1.8 million in loans.

19      A    Yes.

20 Q    All right.  And you testified that those loans pre-

21 existed your involvement with the Jamesons --

22      A    Correct.

23 Q    -- right?  If I understand you correctly, since 2014

24 you have had a cultivation license in the state of Nevada; am

25 I right?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    Did those loans occur after 2014?

3 A    Yes.

4 Q    Okay.  And when the application for the retail

5 cannabis license was filed those loans existed, because you

6 say they pre-existed your knowing the Jamesons --

7      A    Correct.

8 Q    -- right?  When -- at the time of filing the

9 application you did not file it as an owner, because you

10 weren't an owner or --

11      A    Myself?

12 Q    -- according to the -- according to the documents,

13 your wife, another Armenian lady, and an Asian lady were the

14 purported owners.  And if you want to know what "purported"

15 means, we could deal with that.

16      A    Yes.

17 Q    But they were presented as the owners --

18      A    Correct.

19 Q    -- right?  They had to put their financial

20 statements up --

21      A    Yes.

22 Q    -- in the course of filing.  These loans were not

23 made to your wife, these loans were made to you; am I right, 

24 these 1.8 million in loans?

25 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the
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1 evidence.  Foundation.

2           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You may answer.  And if you

3 need to explain, you may.

4           THE WITNESS:  It's a loan that it's to my wife and

5 me.

6 BY MR. GENTILE:

7 Q    Did your wife list on her financial statement the

8 persons from whom, the friends and family, most of whom are

9 Armenian, from whom the money was borrowed?

10 MS. SHELL:  Your Honor, can I just lodge an

11 objection?  I really don't understand what the ethnic

12 backgrounds of the people loaning money to the witness has to

13 do with anything.

14           MR. GENTILE:  You will in a minute.

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.

16           THE WITNESS:  I believe, if I'm not mistaken, it's

17 listed on our tax returns, and we did supply the tax return --

18 well, personal we did.  I don't know if we did Helping Hands,

19 but Helping Hands' tax return has show -- does show money --

20 liabilities for that company.

21 BY MR. GENTILE:

22 Q    Right.  No.  I understand that.

23      A    Yeah.

24 Q    But does it say to whom, the specific people --

25      A    It does.
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1 Q    -- to whom that money is loaned?

2 A    It does.

3 Q    It does?

4      A    Yes.

5 Q    And that's on your tax return?

6 A    Yes.

7 Q    Helping Hands was created in what year?

8 A    2014.

9 Q    Okay.  You didn't sell any -- you didn't grow any

10 cultivation --

11      A    No.

12 Q    -- in '14.

13      A    No.

14 Q    Did you make any money?

15 A    No.

16 Q    Why'd you file a tax return?

17 A    We had to.

18 Q    2015 --

19      A    Yeah.

20 Q    -- did you make any money?

21 A    No.

22 Q    2016 did you make any money?

23 A    No.

24 Q    2017 did you make any money?

25 A    No.
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1 Q    No.  2018, up until September you didn't even plant

2 a seed; am I right?  So at least as of the time that you

3 applied for a retail license you had no real experience in the

4 cultivation business, because you hadn't done any growth. 

5 Fair to say?

6 A    But I had my California --

7 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Misstates the

8 testimony.

9           THE COURT:  Overruled.  You can answer.

10           THE WITNESS:  I had my California operation.

11 BY MR. GENTILE:

12 Q    Okay.  And have you ever heard of Armenian Power?

13 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  Relevance.

14           THE WITNESS:  What?

15           THE COURT:  Overruled.

16 BY MR. GENTILE:

17 Q    You know what I just asked you.

18      A    No.  But it's --

19 Q    Mr. Terteryan, have you ever heard --

20      A    Yeah, yeah.  I heard Armenian Power, I hear White

21 Power, I hear MS13, yeah.  So what?

22 Q    Well, you're putting it in pretty much the right

23 category.  Let's add the Mafia to it, because I'm Italian and

24 I'm not ashamed of it.

25 MS. SHELL:  Objection.
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1 MR. KAHN:  Objection, Your Honor.  This is

2 argumentative.

3           THE COURT:  Overruled.

4 BY MR. GENTILE:

5 Q    The bottom line to it is, sir, have any of the

6 people that loaned you money been backgrounded by the State of

7 Nevada for purposes --

8 MR. KAHN:  Objection.  Relevance.

9 BY MR. GENTILE:

10 Q    -- of this license?

11           THE COURT:  Overruled.

12           THE WITNESS:  Have they lent -- they loaned me

13 money, but, no, I don't think so.

14           MR. GENTILE:  Nothing further.

15           THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

16           THE COURT:  Anyone else on -- Mr. Bult.

17 MR. BULT:  Very briefly, Your Honor.

18 CROSS-EXAMINATION

19 BY MR. BULT:

20 Q    Mr. Terteryan, my name is Adam Bult.  I represent

21 the ETW plaintiffs in this action.

22 You remember earlier this morning when your lawyer

23 asked you about why you applied for a dispensary license?

24 A    Why I applied for this one?  It's essential for --

25 to me, cultivation to have a dispensary the way the market is,
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1 yes.

2 Q    Right.  But I think you've testified that you only

3 have a cultivation license.  Or do you also have a production

4 license?

5 A    Production, too.

6 Q    You have a production, too?

7 A    Yes.

8 Q    Did you -- have you ever done anything with that

9 license?

10 A    Not yet.

11 Q    Okay.

12      A    They've done small things, but --

13 Q    Okay.  And I think your testimony earlier this

14 morning was it was essential to get a dispensary license

15 because it was essential to survive.  Is that what you

16 testified to?

17 A    Correct.  And we did apply something in 2014, also.

18 Q    And why was it essential to survive that you receive

19 a recreational dispensary license?

20 A    Because the way market is dispensaries control who

21 they buy it from.  So I'd like to have -- if I can get my own

22 dispensary, we'll sell our own product in our dispensary.

23 Q    So that you -- so that you have an outlet or --

24      A    Sure.

25 Q    Okay.  And is that also called vertical integration,
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1 Mr. Terteryan?

2 A    Yes.

3 MR. BULT:  Okay.  Nothing further.  Thank you.

4           THE COURT:  Anyone else from the plaintiffs' group

5 wish to ask any questions?

6 Any questions from the State?

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No, Your Honor.

8           THE COURT:  An additional questions from any of the

9 defendants in intervention before I go to Mr. Kahn?  That

10 would mean I'm going to Mr. Kahn.

11 MR. KAHN:  Thank you, Your Honor.  I'll try and be

12 brief.

13 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

14 BY MR. KAHN:

15 Q    Mr. Terteryan, I'd like to address a couple of the

16 questions that were asked from the other side of the table.

17 Mr. Parker asked you a question earlier, why are you

18 spending money right now while the litigation is going on, and

19 he used the term, isn't that at your own peril.  Would it be

20 at your own peril if you chose not to spend any money and

21 complete the dispensary buildout before December 5th, 2019?

22 A    No.

23 Q    It would be at your peril --

24      A    Yes.  I have to.

25 Q    I'm sorry.  You have to.
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1      A    I have to spend money in order to meet the deadline.

2 Q    Right.  You can't -- you can't not spend money

3 simply because there's a lawsuit; correct?

4 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, he's leading again.

5           THE COURT:  Can you not lead.

6 BY MR. KAHN:

7 Q    The fact that a lawsuit exists, would that cause you

8 to make a business decision not to spend money for purposes of

9 meeting your December 5th deadline?

10 A    No.  I have to spend it no matter what.  You know, I

11 mean, I like to do things little different if there was no

12 lawsuit.

13 Q    Okay.  Did you actually prepare the Helping Hands

14 2018 dispensary application?

15 A    No, I did not.

16 Q    The J.W. Whitney Group consultant prepared it?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    Okay.  If you were to go and look at a property that

19 was raw land in seeking out proposed locations, would there be

20 a sink onsite that would comply with the regulations for a

21 dispensary?

22 A    I don't think so.

23 Q    Would there be a man trap onsite if raw land was

24 there?

25 A    I don't think so.
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1 Q    Could you use a piece of raw land property as a

2 proposed location?

3 A    I think so, yes.

4 Q    Okay.  And then the proposed location, when you're

5 putting plans together, those plans -- would those plans

6 include what would be necessary if and when you built out a

7 dispensary?  Is that correct?

8 A    Correct.

9 Q    So it wouldn't matter if you went and looked at a

10 McDonald's as a proposed location, because that wouldn't

11 comply with the dispensary regulations; correct?

12 A    No, it won't.

13 Q    Do you know if the State regulations or the statute

14 require that if a entity is provided a loan that they have to

15 disclose and background check those lenders?

16 A    I don't know anything about it.  That lenders have

17 to disclose?  Is that the question?

18 Q    Yeah.  Do you have to -- do you have to background

19 check your lenders?

20 A    I don't think so.

21 Q    Okay.  You're currently employed by Helping Hands

22 Wellness Center, Inc.; correct?

23 A    Correct.

24 Q    You have an employment contract that you provided to

25 the State of Nevada; is that correct?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    And you obtained an agent card and were background

3 checked through that process; is that correct?

4 A    Correct.

5 Q    Okay.  And the title of COO is essentially because

6 you are operating the facility, but you haven't been

7 designated actually as a chief operating officer, that's just

8 the role you fill?

9 A    Yes.]

10 Q    Okay.  Thank you.  When you engaged with the

11 Jamesons to assist Helping Hands going forward with

12 potentially owning dispensaries what were part of the reasons

13 you engaged with them?

14 A    For several reasons.  They had experience in the

15 industry, they were bringing qualified team, and it was good

16 for our application.  Everything was -- that's the reason.

17 Q    Okay.  When Helping Hands entered into a $750,000

18 loan that's been discussed here today who signed on behalf of

19 Helping Hands Wellness Center that loan?

20 A    My wife, Klaris Terteryan.

21 Q    And is she the individual and officer who

22 customarily and ordinarily executes documents on behalf of the

23 company?

24 A    Yes.

25 Q    Do you ever sign any of those documents on behalf of
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1 the company?

2 A    No.

3 Q    And it's been clear from Mr. Gentile's presentation

4 that you're an Armenian-American; is that correct?

5 A    I've been here about almost four years.

6 Q    And there was a question from Mr. Parker that didn't

7 you benefit from not putting you on the application for

8 diversity purposes.  He asked that question; correct?  But

9 wouldn't you actually benefit by being a minority that would

10 be included on the application?

11 A    Of course.

12 MR. KAHN:  I just want to clarify for the record,

13 Your Honor.

14 BY MR. KAHN:

15 Q    Mr. Terteryan, you couldn't remember the charity

16 that the Jamesons are involved with.  Was it the Volunteers in

17 Medicine charity?

18           MR. GENTILE:  Objection.  That's leading.

19           THE COURT:  Overruled.

20           THE WITNESS:  Yes, it was Volunteers in Medicine.

21 BY MR. KAHN:

22 Q    And from Mr. Gentile's full spreadsheet, I think it

23 was Plaintiffs' Exhibit 266, is that correct, none of the

24 numbers regarding projected net income are different from the

25 Intervention Exhibit 5064 versus Plaintiffs' Exhibit 266; is
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1 that correct?

2 A    It doesn't seem like.

3 Q    Okay.  So when the exhibit says in year one

4 projected income $6,743,452 and then $8,395,128 projected for

5 year two, and $10,572,933 for year three are projected net

6 income profits, those would be -- those would match up with

7 the exhibits submitted from Exhibit 5064; is that correct?

8 A    Correct.

9 Q    Okay.  And when you look at the expense on either

10 5064 or 266, halfway through the expense sheet there's TGIG

11 LLC management fee, 6 percent gross fee.  What's the number in

12 year one.  Do you see where I'm looking at?  It's about

13 halfway through down the expenses.

14      A    1,489,574.

15 Q    And then again in year two?

16 A    1,815,887.

17 Q    And those numbers are then prior to the calculation

18 for net profit; is that correct?

19 A    Correct.

20 Q    And when you look at the first page of that document

21 on the assumptions it said there on flower 50 percent will be

22 provided by TGIG product; is that correct?

23      A    Correct.

24 Q    Concentrate, 70 percent will be TGIG product; is

25 that correct?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    And edibles 60 percent will be TGIG product; is that

3 correct?

4 A    Correct.

5 MR. KAHN:  Okay.  Just one second, Your Honor.  I'm

6 sorry.

7 BY MR. KAHN:

8 Q    Going to the board for Helping Hands --

9      A    Yes.

10 Q    -- that was a prospectus board in the event Helping

11 Hands would win any dispensaries; is that correct?

12 A    Correct.

13 Q    All right.  And do you understand that the statute

14 calls for disclosure of prospectus owners, officers, and board

15 members?

16 A    Correct.

17 Q    Okay.  So you had to disclose those prospective

18 board members that would be involved in the dispensary had

19 Helping Hands won licenses; is that correct?

20 A    Yes.

21 Q    On a community impact statement that would have been

22 required for the application do you understand community

23 impact to be just the immediate surrounding area of a proposed

24 dispensary location, or the community in general where the

25 dispensary may be located?
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1 A    Yeah, community in general was my understanding.

2 Q    Okay.  So then a actual physical location let's say

3 right across the street wouldn't necessarily only look at the

4 community impact of what occurs right here in this block, but

5 potentially of the greater Downtown Las Vegas area; is that

6 correct?

7 A    Correct.

8 Q    And even the city of Las Vegas area; correct?

9 A    Correct.

10 Q    And then even the entire Clark County potentially?

11 A    Possibly.

12 Q    And as part of the community impact statement would

13 Helping Hands notate in its application that it was going to

14 be donating a generous portion of its profits to nonprofits to

15 help the community?

16 A    Yes.

17 Q    Not just the community right next to the location;

18 correct?

19 A    No.

20 MR. KAHN:  That's all, Your Honor.  Thank you.

21           THE COURT:  Anyone else?

22 Thank you, sir.  Have a nice afternoon.

23           THE WITNESS:  Thank you.

24           THE COURT:  Does anyone the defense side of the

25 room, including those of you sitting in the box, have any
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1 additional witnesses you wish to call for purposes of this

2 hearing?

3 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Nothing from the State, Your Honor.

4 MR. WIGHT:  Nothing from us.

5           THE COURT:  Before I ask people if they rest I am

6 now going to go to the plaintiffs' side of the room.  Do any

7 of you have any additional witnesses that you intend to call

8 for this proceeding?

9 I see Mr. Miller saying, yes, which is always a

10 problem.  Nice joke, Mr. Miller.

11 MR. MILLER:  It was an inside joke, Judge, to see if

12 we can get you angry.

13 MR. SHEVORSKI:  She's getting there.

14 MR. MILLER:  Trying to egg Mr. Gentile on.  No, we

15 do not.

16           THE COURT:  Yeah.  So no one on the plaintiffs'

17 side?

18 MR. BULT:  No more witnesses, but there were a few

19 exhibits that were left out for ETW.  I don't know if you want

20 to do that now.

21           THE COURT:  Okay.  That is now.

22 MR. BULT:  Okay.  Great.

23           THE COURT:  So which ones are missing, Mr. Bult?

24 MR. BULT:  I talked to everyone, and they were ETW's

25 Proposed 414 through -26 and 432 through -45, and there's no
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1 objection.

2           THE COURT:  Is there any objection to 414 through

3 426 and 432 through 435?

4 MR. BULT:  -45.

5           THE COURT:  What?

6 MR. BULT:  -45, Your Honor.

7           THE COURT:  -45, 432 through 445?

8 MR. CRISTALLI:  Can we just have your indulgence for

9 one minute, Your Honor?

10           THE COURT:  That's why I'm sitting here patiently.

11 MR. GRAF:  I would still like to make my record,

12 Your Honor.

13           THE COURT:  I have -- you're on my list, and Mr.

14 Gutierrez is on my list separately.  We'll see.

15 (Pause in the proceedings)

16            THE COURT:  So, Mr. Prince, even though they may

17 have identical footers, they may not be the same.  I had this

18 discussion yesterday.  I'm waiting.  I'm waiting for a

19 response.  You said, give us a minute, Judge.

20 (Pause in the proceedings)

21            THE COURT:  All right.  So did we finish our

22 discussions about the Proposed 414 through 426 and 432 through

23 445?  Are there any objections to 414 through -26 and 432

24 through 445?

25 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Not from the State, Your Honor.
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1 MR. WIGHT:  Not from us.

2           THE COURT:  Hearing no objections, those are

3 admitted.

4 (Plaintiffs' Exhibits 414 through 426

5 and 432 through 445 admitted)

6           THE COURT:  Does that conclude your presentation of

7 the evidence on behalf of ETW and the related entities?

8 MR. BULT:  Yes, Your Honor.

9           THE COURT:  Okay.  So that takes me to Mr.

10 Cristalli.

11 MR. CRISTALLI:  Yes.  So what we have remaining --

12 Your Honor, are you ready?

13           THE COURT:  I am.

14 MR. CRISTALLI:  -- 219, 227, 232 through 234, 242

15 through 244, 247 through 249.  And I believe that concludes

16 what we did not have in that we requested to get in, which the

17 State and the intervenors have agreed to stipulate to.

18           THE COURT:  Any objection?

19 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No objection from the State, Your

20 Honor.

21           THE COURT:  Hearing none, they'll be admitted.

22 (Plaintiffs' Exhibits 219, 227, 232 through 234,

23 242 through 244, and 247 through 249 admitted)

24           THE COURT:  Does that conclude the presentation of

25 the evidence by the Serenity parties?  Somebody needs to say,
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1 yes, Judge.  I've got three attorneys.

2 MR. CRISTALLI:  Yes, Your Honor.

3           THE COURT:  Great.  Okay.  If I could go to the M&M

4 parties.  Mr. Kemp, Mr. Rulis, do you have any additional

5 evidence to present at this time?

6 MR. KEMP:  No, Your Honor.

7           THE COURT:  Okay.  Does that conclude the

8 presentation of evidence on behalf of M&M?

9 MR. KEMP:  And LivFree.

10           THE COURT:  I'm calling one for the top case.

11 Mr. Parker, we're on you.

12 MR. PARKER:  We're done, Your Honor.  Yes.

13           THE COURT:  Does Mr. Hawkins and his entities have

14 any additional information to present to the Court at this

15 time?

16 MR. PARKER:  That is it, Your Honor.

17           THE COURT:  Are there any other plaintiff entities

18 to whom I have not made a request?  Do all of the plaintiff

19 entities rest? 

20           MR. GENTILE:  We certainly --

21           THE COURT:  For purposes of the preliminary

22 injunction hearing only do all of you rest?

23 MR. KEMP:  We rest, Your Honor.

24           THE COURT:  I heard a bunch of yeses.  Okay.  Good.

25 Now I'm going to State.  Does the State have any
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121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/12/2020 006842-006853 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

125 ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 55 2/18/2020 006885-006910 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 



129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 



137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 



159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 



168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

171 ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 

5/5/2020 007940-007941 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 



202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 

203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 

228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 



230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 



245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 

256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

258 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 



PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 



269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 



280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 

284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 



290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 

302 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 1 
280 
thru 
281 

7/17/2020 040324-040663 

303 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 2 
282 
thru 
283 

7/20/2020 040664-041020 

304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
284 
thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
287 
thru 
288 

7/22/2020 041364-041703 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
290 
thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 

311 THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 



TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
293 
thru 
294 

7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 

7/27/2020 042382-042639 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
298 
thru 
299 

7/28/2020 042671-042934 

316 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 9 VOLUME I 
300 
thru 
301 

7/29/2020 042935-043186 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

320 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 10 
303 
thru 
304 

7/30/2020 043210-043450 



321 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 11 305 7/31/2020 043451-043567 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

324 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 12 
307 
thru 
308 

8/3/2020 043709-043965 

325 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 13 
309 
thru 
310 

8/4/2020 043966-044315 

326 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 14 
311 
thru 
313 

8/5/2020 044316-044687 

327 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 15 
314 
thru 
316 

8/6/2020 044688-045065 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

329 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 16 
318 
thru 
319 

8/10/2020 045085-045316 

330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

331 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 17 
321 
thru 
323 

8/11/2020 045333-045697 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

333 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 18 325 8/12/2020 045712-045877 



334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

342 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 19 
327 
thru 
328 

8/17/2020 045940-046223 



343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

354 BENCH TRIAL - PHASE 1 332 9/8/2020 046667-046776 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 



356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 

360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 



366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 

367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 
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81 

AMENDED APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO MOVE 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 
2” OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL LICENSE 
APPLICANTS 

49 11/21/2019 005950-006004 

108 AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 53 1/28/2020 006507-006542 
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50 ANSWER TO CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 37 7/15/2019 004414-004425 

113 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PARTIES’ FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/5/2020 006658-006697 

121 

ANSWER TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS’ 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
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MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 
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123 ANSWER TO SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 55 2/14/2020 006868-006876 
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PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

5 
thru 

7 
5/9/2019 000532-000941 



74 

APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

48 10/10/2019 005796-005906 
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thru 
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thru 
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thru 
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thru 
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7/20/2020 040664-041020 

343 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 20 329 8/18/2020 046224-046355 



304 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 3 
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thru 
285 

7/21/2020 041021-041330 

306 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 4 
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thru 
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7/22/2020 041364-041703 

309 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 5 
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thru 
291 

7/23/2020 041736-042068 

312 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 6 
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thru 
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7/24/2020 042075-042381 

313 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 7 
295 
thru 
296 
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315 BENCH TRIAL - DAY 8 
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thru 
299 
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thru 
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85 BUSINESS COURT ORDER 49 11/25/2019 006018-006022 

157 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/9/2020 007374-007381 

124 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006877-006884 

129 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S ANSWER TO STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/20/2020 006942-006949 

310 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO CLEAR 
RIVER, LLC AND DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINIST 

292 7/24/2020 042069-042071 



367 

CIRCLE S FARMS LLC’S JOINDER TO 
OPPOSITIONS TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 10/1/2020 046941-046943 

365 

CLARK NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC, 
NYE NATURAL MEDICINAL SOLUTIONS LLC 
CLARK NMSD LLC AND INYO FINE CANNABIS 
DISPENSARY L.L.C.’S JOINDER TO NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER’S MOTION TO AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046932-046933 

12 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT 2 5/7/2019 000252-000269 

55 CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 39 7/26/2019 004706-004723 

158 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO 
PRODUCE ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

58 4/9/2020 007382-007395 

150 

CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE 
LOGS AND COUNTER MOTION FOR 
SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO NRCP 37 

57 3/30/2020 007294-007310 

151 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO COMPEL 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSES 

58 3/30/2020 007311-007329 

145 
CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S OPPOSITION TO 
QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/27/2020 007096-007099 

4 COMPLAINT 1 1/4/2019 000037-000053 

5 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

1 1/4/2019 000054-000078 

1 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/10/2018 000001-000012 

3 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 12/19/2018 000026-000036 

6 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 1 1/16/2019 000079-000092 

66 COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 46 9/5/2019 005566-005592 



45 CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT. 34 7/11/2019 003950-003967 

122 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC D/B/A THRIVE 
CANNABIS MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/13/2020 006854-006867 

183 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO DEFENDANT-
RESPONDENT NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRIT OF 
CERTIORRI. MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/5/2020 008414-008435 

263 
CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

272 7/1/2020 039153-039164 

261 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039115-039135 

106 

CPCM HOLDINGS, LLC DBA THRIVE CANNABIS 
MARKETPLACE'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPALINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/21/2020 006478-006504 

69 

D LUX, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005708-005715 

119 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006815-006822 

78 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

49 11/12/2019 005931-005937 

131 

DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA 
LLC’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND/OR 

55 2/25/2020 006952-006958 



WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

118 
DEFENDANT DEEP ROOTS MEDICAL LLC’S 
ANSWER TO THE SERENITY PLAINTIFFS’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

54 2/12/2020 006806-006814 

11 DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 2 4/16/2019 000237-000251 

17 
DEFENDANT GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV 
LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

8 5/16/2019 001025-001037 

177 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC’S ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

65 5/26/2020 008355-008375 

168 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S  ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

62 4/21/2020 007894-007913 

167 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007863-007893 

175 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/21/2020 008253-008302 

169 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 4/21/2020 007914-007935 

160 

DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISMISS 1) NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS;(2) STRIVE WELLNESS' 
COMPLAINT; (3) RURAL REMEDIES AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (4) QUALCAN'S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT; (5) HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 

59 
thru 
60 

4/14/2020 007401-007717 



COMPLAINT AND (6) NATURAL MEDICINE'S 
COMPLAINT FOR FAILING TO COMPLY WITH 
NRS 233B.130(2)(D) 

16 
DEFENDANT IN INTERVENTION'S OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFFS' APPLICATION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/10/2019 000975-001024 

287 

DEFENDANT IN INTRVENTION, CLEAR RIVER, 
LLC'S ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, 
LLC COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

275 7/10/2020 039736-039750 

161 

DEFENDANT PUPO’S ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES’ AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/14/2020 007718-007730 

72 DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC ANSWER 
TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 47 10/1/2019 005759-005760 

110 
DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/28/2020 006560-006588 

92 DEFENDANT’S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC’S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006088-006105 

75 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR CLEAR RIVER, LLC'S 
ORDER DENYING IT'S MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT ON THE PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW CAUSE OF ACTION 

48 11/7/2019 005907-005912 

290 

DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO CLARK 
NATURAL MEDICINE ET AL.’S FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039773-039789 

288 
DEFENDANT-INTERVENOR NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039751-039759 

115 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006723-006752 



116 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT STRIVE WELLNESS 
OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

54 2/7/2020 006753-006781 

68 

DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT'S GOOD 
CHEMISTRY NEVADA, LLC'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/27/2019 005699-005707 

93 DEFENDANT'S ANSWER TO DH FLAMINGO 
INC'S ET AL., FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 50 12/16/2019 006106-006123 

33 DEFENDANTS' ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
COMPLAINT WITH COUNTERCLAIM 26 6/14/2019 002823-002846 

73 DEFENDANTS MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER 48 10/3/2019 005761-005795 

374 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 10/30/2020 048131-048141 

164 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC PARTIES’ 
THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

61 4/20/2020 007794-007810 

165 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

61 4/20/2020 007811-007845 

109 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
PLAINTIFF SERENITY PARTIES' SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

53 1/28/2020 006543-006559 

166 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
QUALCAN’S SECOND A MENDED COMPLAINT 61 4/20/2020 007846-007862 

155 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007347-007360 

172 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S INDEX OF 
EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF ITS OPPOSITION TO 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

63 
thru 
64 

5/11/2020 007942-008232 



330 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
REMOVING ENTITITES FROM TIER 3 320 8/11/2020 045317-045332 

174 DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY 65 5/12/2020 008242-008252 

173 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S ANSWER TO 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

65 5/11/2020 008233-008241 

148 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007176-007182 

307 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG’S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR 
FILING OPENING BRIEF 

289 7/23/2020 041704-041732 

337 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S MOTION TO STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION’S NOTICE REMOVING ENTITIES 
FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER SHORTENING  

326 8/15/2020 045892-045899 

361 

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S OPPOSITION 
TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW, AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046878-046921 

77 
ERRATA TO ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND REQUEST FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF 

48 11/8/2019 005922-005930 

107 

ERRATA TO DECLARATION OF ALFRED 
TERTERYAN IN SUPPORT OF HELPING HANDS 
WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S APPLICATION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

52 1/24/2020 006505-006506 

269 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER QUALCAN, LLC'S 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039266-039284 

272 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039314-039323 

103 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

52 1/14/2020 006440-006468 



264 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039165-039193 

266 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & LIVFREE 
WELLNESS, LLC'S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039211-039223 

267 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO NATURAL 
MEDICINE LLC'S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

272 7/8/2020 039224-039235 

270 

ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/8/2020 039285-039299 

268 
ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 7/8/2020 039236-039265 

271 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THE TGIG 
PARTIES' SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 273 7/8/2020 039300-039313 

265 ESSENCE ENTITIES' ANSWER TO THIRD 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 272 7/8/2020 039194-039210 

82 

EUPHORIA WELLNESS, LLC'S ANSWER TO 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

49 11/21/2019 006005-006011 

22 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 1 
10 

thru 
11 

5/24/2019 001134-001368 

38 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME I 
OF II 30 6/20/2019 003349-003464 

39 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 10 VOLUME II 31 6/20/2019 003465-003622 

43 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 11 32 7/5/2019 003671-003774 

44 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 12 33 7/10/2019 003775-003949 

46 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME I 
OF II 34 7/11/2019 003968-004105 

47 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 13 VOLUME II 35 7/11/2019 004106-004227 
49 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 14 36 7/12/2019 004237-004413 



51 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 37 7/15/2019 004426-004500 

52 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 15 VOLUME II 38 7/15/2019 004501-004679 

56 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 16 39 7/28/2019 004724-004828 

57 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME I 
OF II 40 8/13/2019 004829-004935 

58 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 17 VOLUME II 41 8/13/2019 004936-005027 

61 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 18 
42 

thru 
43 

8/14/2019 005034-005222 

62 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 19 44 8/15/2019 005223-005301 

23 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME I OF 
II 12 5/28/2019 001369-001459 

24 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 2 VOLUME II 13 5/28/2019 001460-001565 

63 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 20 45 8/16/2019 005302-005468 

25 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME I OF 
II 14 5/29/2019 001566-001663 

26 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 3 VOLUME II 15 5/29/2019 001664-001807 

27 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 4 
16 

thru 
17 

5/30/2019 001808-002050 

28 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME I OF 
II 18 5/31/2019 002051-002113 

29 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 5 VOLUME II 
19 

thru 
20 

5/31/2019 002114-002333 

31 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 6 
22 

thru 
23 

6/10/2019 002345-002569 

32 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 7 
24 

thru 
25 

6/11/2019 002570-002822 

34 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME I OF 
II 26 6/18/2019 002847-002958 

35 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 8 VOLUME II 27 6/18/2019 002959-003092 

36 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME I OF 
II 28 6/19/2019 003093-003215 



37 EVIDENTIARY HEARING - DAY 9 VOLUME II 29 6/19/2019 003216-003348 

299 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 1 

277 
thru 
278 

7/13/2020 039869-040216 

300 EVIDENTIARY HEARING ON CASE -ENDING 
SANCTIONS - DAY 2 279 7/14/2020 040217-040263 

314 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

297 7/28/2020 042640-042670 

322 

EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER WITH NOTICE AND 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

306 7/31/2020 043568-043639 

64 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 46 8/23/2019 005469-005492 

114 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW GRANTING PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 54 2/7/2020 006698-006722 

358 FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSION OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 332 9/16/2020 046818-046829 

296 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (1) 

276 7/11/2020 039860-039862 

297 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, 
LLC’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS (2) 

276 7/11/2020 039863-039865 

42 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 32 7/3/2019 003653-003670 

67 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 

47 9/6/2019 005593-005698 

2 
FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION 
FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

1 12/18/2018 000013-000025 

70 FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AND REQUEST 
FOR INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 47 9/29/2019 005716-005731 



53 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLC LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/17/2019 004680-004694 

126 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/18/2020 006911-006921 

120 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC, GLOBAL 
HARMONY LLC, GREEN LEAF FARMS 
HOLDINGS LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, 
HERBAL CHOICE INC., JUST QUALITY LLC, 
LIBRA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC, ROMBOUGH 
REAL ESTATE INC. DBA MOTHER HERB, 
NEVCANN LLC, RED EARTH LLC, THC NEVADA 
LLC, ZION GARDENS LLC AND MMOF VEGAS 
RETAIL, INC.’S THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

55 2/12/2020 006823-006841 

137 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007013-007024 

132 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

55 2/25/2020 006959-006970 

138 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 3/6/2020 007025-007036 

375 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

343 11/2/2020 048142-048143 

363 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046925-046926 



274 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC., AND LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039326-039327 

318 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S JOINDER 
TO PLAINTIFFS’ OPPOSITION TO THE THC 
NEVADA LLC’S AND HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX 
PARTE APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME AND DECLARATION OF ALINA M. SHELL 

302 7/30/2020 043191-043195 

134 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S MOTION 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

55 2/28/2020 006984-006987 

154 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL 

58 4/3/2020 007337-007346 

153 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO ETW PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

58 4/3/2020 007333-007336 

141 

GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART TO 
ALSO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE AND HAE LEE 
FOR DEPOSITION 

56 3/18/2020 007075-007080 

144 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC’S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, 
LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/23/2020 007087-007095 

99 
GREENMART OF NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER 
TO D.H. FLAMINGO PLAINTIFFS' FIRST 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/6/2020 006272-006295 

89 

HEARING ON APPLICATION OF NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE TO MOVE IT 
TO TIER 2 OF SUCCESSFUL CONDITIONAL 
LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/9/2019 006058-006068 

176 
HEARING ON MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME FOR BRIEFING 

65 5/22/2020 008303-008354 



65 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO STATE'S 
RESPONSE, NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER'S 
MOTION RE COMPLIANCE RE PHYSICAL 
ADDRESS, AND BOND AMOUNT SETTING 

46 8/29/2019 005493-005565 

112 

HEARING ON OBJECTIONS TO SUBPOENAS 
DUCES TECUM, MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE 
ORDERS, APPLICATION OF FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS, MOTION FOR SETTING 
SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE, AND MOTION TO 
REDACT AND SEAL EXHIBITS 4 AND 5 

53 1/31/2020 006610-006657 

276 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND 
PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039382-039411 

277 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039412-039421 

278 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, 
INC., & LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

273 7/9/2020 039422-039434 

279 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

273 7/9/2020 039435-039445 

280 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

274 7/9/2020 039446-039478 

281 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO QUALCANN, LLC’S SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039479-039496 

282 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039497-039509 

283 
HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO TGIG PARTIES’ SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

274 7/9/2020 039510-039523 



284 HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC., 
ANSWER TO THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 274 7/9/2020 039524-039539 

364 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
OPPOSITION TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
TO AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND PERMANENT 
INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046927-046931 

340 

HELPING HANDS WELLNESS CENTER, INC.’S 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO MODIFY 
OR DISSOLVE THE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION1 

326 8/16/2020 045918-045932 

273 HIGH SIERRA HOLISTICS, LLC’S JOINDER TO 
ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC’S ANSWERS 273 7/8/2020 039324-039325 

373 

INDEX OF EXHIBITS IN SUPPORT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S AND 
CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD’S 
OPPOSITION TO THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
MOTION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

341 
thru 
342 

10/30/2020 047883-048130 

21 

INTERVENING DEFENDANTS’ JOINDER AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF 
THE STATE OF NEVADA’S AND NEVADA 
ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION; 
AND LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION OR FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

9 5/23/2019 001068-001133 

41 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S 
COMPLAINT 

32 7/3/2019 003640-003652 

40 
INTERVENOR DEFENDANT GREENMART OF 
NEVADA NLV LLC'S ANSWER TO PLAINTIFFS' 
SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

31 6/24/2019 003623-003639 

319 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE APPLICATION FOR 
TEMPORARY RESTRAIING ORDER WITH 
NOTICE AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043196-043209 

351 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC and HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC.’S MOTION TO RENEW JOINDER 
TO TGIG’S COUNTERMOTION FOR ORDER 
DISPENSING WITH THE BOND REQUIREMENT 
FOR PURPOSES OF THE PRELIMINARY  

331 8/28/2020 046565-046567 



335 

JOINDER TO THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL 
CHOICE, INC'S MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045883-045888 

54 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO LAINTIFFS' CORRECTED FIRST AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

39 7/22/2019 004695-004705 

30 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT 21 6/5/2019 002334-002344 

90 LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION 
TO DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 12/10/2019 006069-006081 

101 
LONE MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S REPLY IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

51 1/8/2020 006359-006368 

163 MINUTE ORDER CLEAR RIVER'S REQUEST FOR 
OST ON MOTION TO DISMISS 61 4/15/2020 007793-007793 

135 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO 
NATURAL MEDICINE, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 006988-007000 

127 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC ANSWER TO RURAL 
REMEDIES, LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 

55 2/18/2020 006922-006935 

111 

MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

53 1/29/2020 006589-006609 

286 

MOTION FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRARECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW and TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

275 7/9/2020 039576-039735 

368 MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 333 10/16/2020 046944-046965 
8 MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 2 3/18/2019 000108-000217 

301 MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 279 7/15/2020 040264-040323 



275 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

273 7/8/2020 039328-039381 

353 
MOTION TO COMPEL MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY,INC. AND LIVFREE WELLNESS LLC 
FINAL PRETRIAL CONFERENCE 

331 9/3/2020 046573-046666 

332 
MOTION TO PRECLUDE APPLICATION OF THE 
EQUITABLE MAXIM OF UNCLEAN HANDS 
AGAIN ST THE TGIG PLAINTIFFS 

324 8/11/2020 045698-045711 

260 

MOTION TO VOLUNTARILY DISMISS MMOF 
VEGAS RETAIL, INC. AND REQUEST TO 
RELEASE MMOF VEGAS RETAIL, INC.’S BOND 
FUNDS ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

271 6/29/2020 038948-039114 

289 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039760-039772 

295 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S AMENDED 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039845-039859 

291 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO ETW MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC ET AL.’S 
THIRD AMENDED THIRD AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039790-039804 

292 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO HIGH SIERRA HOLISTIC’S COMPLAINT AND 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039805-039815 

293 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

276 7/10/2020 039816-039829 

180 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO NATURAL MEDICINE’S LLC’S COMPLAINT 
IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

65 6/4/2020 008394-008401 

294 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO QUALCAN, LLC.’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

276 7/10/2020 039830-039844 



181 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO STRIVE WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR WRITS OF 
CERTIORARI, MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

66 6/4/2020 008402-008409 

146 
NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC’S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN’S PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

56 3/27/2020 007100-007143 

15 

NEVADA ORGANIC REMIDIES, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO SERENITY WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC AND RELATED PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

8 5/9/2019 000942-000974 

136 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT/RESPONDENT STRIVE 
WELLNESS OF NEVADA LLC’S COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW AND/OR WRITS OF CERTIORARI, 
MANDAMUS, AND PROHIBITION 

56 2/28/2020 007001-007012 

156 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

58 4/8/2020 007361-007373 

133 

NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S ANSWER 
TO DEFENDANT RURAL REMEDIES, LLC'S 
COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, PETITION FOR 
JUDICIAL REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

55 2/26/2020 006971-006983 

143 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 56 3/20/2020 007084-007086 

142 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S JOINDER 
TO ETW PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO COMPEL 
PRIVILEGE LOGS 

56 3/20/2020 007081-007083 

323 NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 306 8/3/2020 043640-043708 

371 NOTICE OF APPEAL 
335 
thru 
339 

10/23/2020 047003-047862 

359 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (1) 333 9/22/2020 046830-046844 
360 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGMENT (2) 333 9/22/2020 046845-046877 
98 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 51 1/3/2020 006264-006271 

104 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 52 1/14/2020 006469-006474 



341 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 326 8/17/2020 045933-045939 

372 NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 340 10/27/2020 047863-047882 

159 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.’S MOTION 
TO STRIKE AND-OR DISMISS D.H. FLAMINGO, 
INC.’S COUNTERCLAIM 

58 4/9/2020 007396-007400 

83 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER DENYING MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.'S AND 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER 
OR AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSION OF LAW, 

49 11/22/2019 006012-006015 

258 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER ON PLAINTIFF 
NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION 
TO STRIKE CERTAIN DEFENSES IN JORGE 
PUPO'S ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 

270 6/23/2020 038868-038871 

130 
NOTICE OF FILING OF EMERGENCY PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR PROHIBITION 
UNDER NRAP 21(a)6) 

55 2/21/2020 006950-006951 

91 NOTICE OF HEARING 49 12/13/2019 006082-006087 

100 NV WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL ON AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 51 1/8/2020 006296-006358 

95 
OPPOSITION TO HELPING HANDS WELLNESS 
CTR, INC.'S APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

50 12/27/2019 006207-006259 

13 OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION 

3 
thru 

4 
5/9/2019 000270-000531 

285 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO COMPEL MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. AND LIVFREE 
WELLNESS LLC ON AN ORDER SHORTENING 
TIME 

274 7/9/2020 039540-039575 

334 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STRIKE 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

325 8/14/2020 045878-045882 

102 OPPOSITION TO NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, 
LLC’S MOTION TO COMPEL 52 1/10/2020 006369-006439 



80 

ORDER DENYING 1) ORGANIC REMEDIES, 
LLC'S MOTION TO DISSOLVE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND TO STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING APPEAL AND 2) LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S 

49 11/19/2019 005943-005949 

182 

ORDER DENYING D.H. FLAMINGO, INC. AND 
SURTERRA HOLDINGS, INC.’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT AGAINST MM 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. 

66 6/5/2020 008410-008413 

152 ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT JORGE PUPO'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 58 3/30/2020 007330-007332 

171 
ORDER DENYING LONE MOUNTAIN 
PARTNER’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 

62 
5/5/2020 007940-007941 

84 

ORDER DENYING MM DEVELOPMENT 
COMPANY, INC. 'S AND LIVFREE WELLNESS 
LLC'S MOTION TO ALTER AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF LAW 

49 11/22/2019 006016-006017 

96 ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR STAY AND 
GRANTING IN PART MOTION TO EXPEDITE 50 12/30/2019 006260-006262 

105 

ORDER DENYING NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC'S AMENDED APPLICATION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO COMPEL STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION TO 
MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC REMEDIES, LLC 

52 1/14/2020 006475-006477 

352 

ORDER DENYING TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO 
SUPPLEMENT AND RECERTIFY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD; TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AT THE HEARING OF JUDICIAL 
REVIEW; AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

331 8/28/2020 046568-046572 

97 

ORDER DENYING THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TAXATION OBJECTION TO DISCOVERY 
COMMISIONER'S REPORT AND 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

51 12/31/2019 006263-006263 

298 

ORDER GRANTING CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER THE COURT’S 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 

276 7/11/2020 039866-039868 



JOHN KOCER AND NORTON ARBELAEZ FOR 
DEPOSITION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

18 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

8 5/16/2019 001038-001041 

59 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005028-005030 

60 
ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER 

41 8/14/2019 005031-005033 

128 

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN 
PART THE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S 
MOTIONS FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

55 2/19/2020 006936-006941 

86 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
FILE SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT IN CASE 
NO. A-786962 

49 11/26/2019 006023-006024 

170 

ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION TO 
COMPEL CLEAR RIVER, LLC TO PRODUCE 
ADDITIONAL DOCUMENTS ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

62 4/21/2020 007936-007939 

338 

ORDER REGARDING PLAINTIFF NEVADA 
WELLNESS CENTER, LLC’S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON FIRST CLAIM FOR 
RELIEF 

326 8/15/2020 045900-045905 

369 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 334 10/18/2020 046966-046999 

140 

PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
MOTION TO COMPEL GREENMART OF 
NEVADA, LLC TO PRODUCE KENNETH LEE 
AND HAE LEE FOR DEPOSITION ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

56 3/16/2020 007058-007074 

147 
PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS CENTER, LLC'S 
OPPOSITION TO QUALCAN, LLC'S PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

57 3/27/2020 007144-007175 

243 PLAINTIFF'S  RECORD PART 59 232 6/12/2020 033643-033801 

9 PLAINTIFFS' COUNTER-DEFENDANTS' 
ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM 2 4/5/2019 000218-000223 



185 PLAINTIFF'S DECLARATION & POA-F2018-
01430 

67 
thru 
74 

6/12/2020 008455-009889 

187 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 1 
76 

thru 
77 

6/12/2020 009934-010291 

188 PLAINTIFF'S DKT 148-1 INDEX OF EXHIBITS - 2 
78 

thru 
79 

6/12/2020 010292-010595 

370 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE 

334 10/21/2020 047000-047002 

356 

PLAINTIFFS GREEN LEAF FARMS HOLDINGS 
LLC, GREEN THERAPEUTICS LLC, NEVCANN 
LLC AND RED EARTH LLC’S JOINDER TO TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/14/2020 046813-046815 

186 PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING RECORD ON 
REVIEW 75 6/12/2020 009890-009933 

20 PLAINTIFFS' OMNIBUS REPLY IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 8 5/22/2019 001054-001067 

305 PLAINTIFFS' OPENING BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 286 7/22/2020 041331-041363 

94 
PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO LONE 
MOUNTAIN PARTNERS, LLC'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 

50 12/20/2019 006124-006206 

189 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 1 
80 

thru 
81 

6/12/2020 010596-010937 

198 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 10 93 6/12/2020 012724-012878 

199 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 11 94 6/12/2020 012879-013032 

200 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 12 95 6/12/2020 013033-013187 

201 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 13 96 6/12/2020 013188-013341 

202 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 14 97 6/12/2020 013342-013496 



203 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 15 
98 

thru 
99 

6/12/2020 013497-013774 

204 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 16 
100 
thru 
101 

6/12/2020 013775-014052 

205 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 17 
102 
thru 
103 

6/12/2020 014053-014330 

206 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
104 
thru 
105 

6/12/2020 014331-014608 

207 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 18 
106 
thru 
107 

6/12/2020 014609-014886 

208 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 19 
108 
thru 
111 

6/12/2020 014887-015426 

190 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 2 
82 

thru 
83 

6/12/2020 010938-011275 

209 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 20 
112 
thru 
115 

6/12/2020 015427-015966 

210 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 21 
116 
thru 
119 

6/12/2020 015967-016506 

211 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 22 
120 
thru 
123 

6/12/2020 016507-017048 

212 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 24 
124 
thru 
131 

6/12/2020 017049-018484 

213 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 25 
132 
thru 
134 

6/12/2020 018485-018844 

214 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 26 
135 
thru 
136 

6/12/2020 018845-019202 

215 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 27 
137 
thru 
144 

6/12/2020 019203-020637 



216 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 28 
145 
thru 
147 

6/12/2020 020638-020999 

217 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 29 
148 
thru 
149 

6/12/2020 021000-021357 

191 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 3 
84 

thru 
85 

6/12/2020 011276-011613 

218 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 30 
150 
thru 
157 

6/12/2020 021358-022621 

219 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 31 
158 
thru 
159 

6/12/2020 022622-022979 

220 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 32 
160 
thru 
167 

6/12/2020 022980-024414 

221 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 33 
168 
thru 
169 

6/12/2020 024415-024718 

222 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 35 
170 
thru 
177 

6/12/2020 024719-026153 

223 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 37 178 6/12/2020 026154-026256 

224 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 39 
179 
thru 
181 

6/12/2020 026257-026669 

192 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 4 
86 

thru 
87 

6/12/2020 011614-011951 

225 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 40 
182 
thru 
183 

6/12/2020 026670-026934 

226 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 41 
184 
thru 
186 

6/12/2020 026935-027347 

227 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 42 
187 
thru 
188 

6/12/2020 027348-027612 



228 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 43 
189 
thru 
191 

6/12/2020 027613-028025 

229 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 44 
192 
thru 
193 

6/12/2020 028026-028290 

230 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 45 
194 
thru 
196 

6/12/2020 028291-028703 

231 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 46 
197 
thru 
198 

6/12/2020 028704-028968 

232 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 47 
199 
thru 
201 

6/12/2020 028969-029451 

233 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 48 
202 
thru 
204 

6/12/2020 029452-029934 

234 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 49 
205 
thru 
207 

6/12/2020 029935-030346 

193 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 5 88 6/12/2020 011952-012104 

235 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 50 
208 
thru 
210 

6/12/2020 030347-030758 

236 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 51 
211 
thru 
213 

6/12/2020 030759-031170 

237 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 52 
214 
thru 
216 

6/12/2020 031171-031582 

238 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 54 
217 
thru 
219 

6/12/2020 031583-031994 

239 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 55 
220 
thru 
222 

6/12/2020 031995-032406 

240 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 56 
223 
thru 
225 

6/12/2020 032407-032818 



242 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 58 
229 
thru 
231 

6/12/2020 033231-033642 

194 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 6 89 6/12/2020 012105-012258 

244 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 60 233 6/12/2020 033802-033877 

245 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 61 
234 
thru 
235 

6/12/2020 033878-034143 

246 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 62 
236 
thru 
237 

6/12/2020 034144-034409 

247 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 63 
238 
thru 
239 

6/12/2020 034410-034675 

248 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 64 
240 
thru 
241 

6/12/2020 034676-034943 

249 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 65 
242 
thru 
245 

6/12/2020 034944-035512 

250 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 66 
246 
thru 
248 

6/12/2020 035513-035919 

251 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 67 
249 
thru 
251 

6/12/2020 035920-036326 

252 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 68 
252 
thru 
254 

6/12/2020 036327-036733 

253 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 69 
255 
thru 
257 

6/12/2020 036734-037140 

195 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 7 90 6/12/2020 012259-012413 

254 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 70 
258 
thru 
260 

6/12/2020 037141-037547 

255 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 71 
261 
thru 
263 

6/12/2020 037548-037954 



256 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 72 
264 
thru 
266 

6/12/2020 037955-038415 

257 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 73 
267 
thru 
269 

6/12/2020 038416-038867 

196 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 8 91 6/12/2020 012414-012569 

197 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PART 9 92 6/12/2020 012570-012723 

241 PLAINTIFF'S RECORD PARTY 57 
226 
thru 
228 

6/12/2020 032819-033230 

48 PLAINTIFFS-COUNTER DEFENDANTS' ANSWER 
TO COUNTERCLAIM 35 7/12/2019 004228-004236 

178 

PURE TONIC CONCENTRATES LLC'S ANSWER 
TO MM DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. & 
LIVFREE WELLNESS, LLC'C SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

65 5/29/2020 008376-008379 

139 QUALCAN, LLC’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 56 3/13/2020 007037-007057 

88 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF AMENDED 
APPLICATION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO 
COMPEL STATE OF NEVADA, DEPARTMENT 
OF TAXATION TO MOVE NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES, LLC INTO “TIER 2” OF SUCCESSFUL 
CONDITIONAL LICENSE APPLICANTS 

49 12/6/2019 006048-006057 

328 

REPLY TO THE DOT’S AND CLEAR RIVER, LLC’S 
OPPOSITIONS TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR 
ORDER REQUIRING THE DOT TO SUPPLEMENT 
AND RECERTIFY THE ADMINISTRATIVE 
RECORD; TO PERMIT PLAINTIFFS  

317 8/7/2020 045066-045084 

179 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S ANSWER TO 
DEFENDANT-RESPONDENT NATURAL 
MEDICINE’S COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION, 
PETITION FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW AND-OR 
WRITS OF CERTIORI, MANDAMUS AND 
PROHIBITION 

65 6/3/2020 008380-008393 

357 

RURAL REMEDIES, LLC’S JOINDER IN TGIG 
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/15/2020 046816-046817 



117 SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 54 2/11/2020 006782-006805 
376 SHOW CAUSE HEARING 343 11/2/2020 048144-048281 

259 
SUPPLEMENT TO RECORD ON REVIEW IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURE ACT 

270 6/26/2020 038872-038947 

355 
TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

332 9/10/2020 046777-046812 

87 TGIG SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT 49 11/26/2019 006025-006047 

184 

TGIG, LLC, NEVADA HOLISTIC MEDICINE, LLC, 
GBS NEVADA PARTNERS, FIDELIS HOLDINGS, 
LLC, GRAVITAS NEVADA, NEVADA PURE, LLC, 
MEDIFARM, LLC, AND MEDIFARM IV’S 
ANSWER TO NATURAL MEDICINE 

66 6/10/2020 008436-008454 

336 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S JOINDER TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ 
PROPOSED SUPPLEMENTAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW BASED 
UPON PARTIAL SUBSTITUTION OF THE 
NEVADA CANNABIS COMPLIANCE BOARD AS 
A PARTY DEFENDANT IN THESE 
CONSOLIDATED MATTERS 

326 8/14/2020 045889-045891 

339 

THC NEVADA, LLC AND HERBAL CHOICE, 
INC.’S REPLY TO NEVADA ORGANIC 
REMEDIES’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
STRIKE DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION’S NOTICE 
REMOVING ENTITIES FROM TIER 3 ON ORDER 
SHORTENING TIME 

326 8/15/2020 045906-045917 

308 
THC NEVADA, LLC’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFF 
TGIG, LLC ET AL’S OPENING BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF PETITON FOR JUDICIAL REVIEW 

289 7/23/2020 041733-041735 

311 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' JOINDER TO 
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION'S OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG'S MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD TO PERMIT 
PLAINTIFFS TO OFFER EXTRA-RECORD 
EVIDENCE AND TO ENLARGE TIME FOR FILING 
OPENING BRIEF 

292 7/24/2020 042072-042074 

362 

THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' LIMITED OPPOSITION 
TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO AMEND 
FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

333 9/24/2020 046922-046924 



149 
THE ESSENCE ENTITIES' OPPOSOTION TO ETW 
PLAINTIFFS' 1) MOTION TO COMPEL AND 2) 
MOTION TO COMPEL PRIVILEGE LOGS 

57 3/27/2020 007183-007293 

317 

THRIVE’S JOINDER TO PLAINTIFFS’ 
OPPOSITION TO THC NEVADA LLC’S AND 
HERBAL CHOICE, INC.’S EX PARTE 
APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ON 
AN ORDER SHORTENING TIME 

302 7/30/2020 043187-043190 

162 
THRIVE’S SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO ETW MANAGEMENT 
GROUP LLC; ET AL.’S MOTION TO COMPEL 

61 4/14/2020 007731-007792 

344 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1005 329 8/18/2020 046356-046389 

345 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1006 330 8/18/2020 046390-046423 

346 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1135 330 8/18/2020 046424-046445 

347 TRIAL EXHIBIT 1302 330 8/18/2020 046446-046448 

348 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2157 330 8/18/2020 046449-046502 

349 TRIAL EXHIBIT 2158 330 8/18/2020 046503-046548 

350 TRIAL EXHIBIT 3291 331 8/18/2020 046549-046564 

262 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF NEVADA WELLNESS 
CENTER, LLC’S SECOND AMENDED 
COMPLAINT AND PETITION FOR JUDICIAL 
REVIEW OR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

272 6/29/2020 039136-039152 

366 

WELLNESS CONNECTION OF NEVADA, LLC’S 
RESPONSE TO TGIG PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO 
AMEND FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION AND 
COUNTERMOTION TO CLARIFY AND-OR FOR 
ADDITIONAL FINDINGS 

333 9/24/2020 046934-046940 
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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, TUESDAY, AUGUST 13, 2019, 1:09 P.M.

2 (Court was called to order)

3           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Shevorski, before we get started

4 I'm going to ask you a question, and it's going to be for you

5 to answer prior to closing arguments.  And I don't know how

6 we're going to do it.

7 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Okay.

8           THE COURT:  In comparing 5 and 5A I note that they

9 both have the same version number from the Department of 5.4. 

10 So I'm going to need you to go through and give me some more

11 explanation as to that change.

12 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Right.

13           THE COURT:  Because with the change that's testified

14 to and without any other indication on the forms besides the

15 language that was removed, I'm trying to figure out if I have 

16 correct versions of 5 and 5A.

17 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Got ya.

18 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, I have four documents that

19 I've given to Steve.

20           THE COURT:  This is housekeeping, Mr. Parker.

21 MR. PARKER:  It is.

22           THE COURT:  Yeah.  Okay.

23 MR. PARKER:  He's looking at those now.  These may

24 be the only ones I want to get in that have not been admitted. 

25 And they're from the most recent production from the State.
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1           THE COURT:  Okay.

2 MR. PARKER:  And if he stipulates, I won't need to

3 have a witness come on.  If he doesn't, then we'll have to

4 deal with that in rebuttal.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.

6           MR. GENTILE:  Any chance the Court has had time to

7 sign off on that other order?

8           THE COURT:  I gave it to Mr. Cristalli.

9           MR. GENTILE:  Oh.  You did?  I'm talking about

10 [inaudible].

11           THE COURT:  I did.  I gave it to Mr. Cristalli.

12           MR. GENTILE:  Thank you, Judge.

13           THE COURT:  Mr. Gentile, I said I would have it to

14 you before lunch, and I did.  I just didn't give it to you.  I

15 gave it to Mr. Cristalli, because you lost the other one.

16           MR. GENTILE:  Your Honor, that was very wise on your

17 part, actually.

18 (Pause in the proceedings)

19            THE COURT:  Mr. Parker --

20 MR. PARKER:  We can stipulate to these four.

21           THE COURT:  -- can you give me the numbers.

22 MR. PARKER:  Oh.  Right.  We'll have to get new

23 numbers from Dulce.

24           THE COURT:  Then come give them new numbers.

25 (Pause in the proceedings)

4
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1            THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, have you shown 308 through

2 311 to other people to look at?

3 MR. PARKER:  Only to the State.  I thought enough

4 copies -- I brought some more copies.

5           THE COURT:  Is anyone else interested in looking at

6 Proposed 308 through 311?  Ms. Shell raised her hand.  So, Mr.

7 Parker, you need to move that way, and Mr. Graf is following

8 you.

9 MS. SHELL:  If Mr. Graf can get me one, that would

10 be handy, because I'm pinned in.

11           THE COURT:  We're going to have a grappling contest

12 up here, apparently?

13 Mr. Shevorski, Proposed 308 through 311 you have no

14 objection to?

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  State stipulates, Your Honor.

16           THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.

17 So, Ms. Shell and Mr. Graf, the two who -- and Mr.

18 Bice and Mr. Gutierrez and Mr. Prince?

19 MS. SHELL:  All of that haven't seen it.

20 (Pause in the proceedings)

21            THE COURT:  Okay.  Now that everybody's had a

22 chance to look at Proposed 308 to 311, are there any

23 objections?

24 MR. PRINCE:  Yes.

25           THE COURT:  Mr. Prince.

5
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1 MR. PRINCE:  Your Honor, on behalf of the Thrive

2 entities we are objecting to 308 through 311 both on relevancy

3 and hearsay and foundational grounds.

4           THE COURT:  Okay.

5 MR. BICE:  Same objection.

6           THE COURT:  Okay.  So, Mr. Parker, you're going to

7 have to call a witness.

8 MR. PRINCE:  And then Essence has the same

9 objection.

10           THE COURT:  It doesn't matter.  All I needed was

11 one.  I only needed on objection for Mr. Parker to have to

12 call a witness.

13 MR. PARKER:  So we'll call Mr. Pupo in our rebuttal.

14           THE COURT:  Okay.  So when can Mr. Pupo join us?

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  I have no idea.

16           THE COURT:  Well, I need to know the answer to that,

17 because I would really like to finish today or tomorrow.

18 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Understood, Your Honor.

19           THE COURT:  Okay.  And Mr. Bhirud did confirm to me

20 that 5 and 5A both include the same footer even though they

21 are the different exhibits that have been testified to.  So we

22 do not have the same exhibit twice incorrectly.

23 All right.  Were there some additional exhibits, Mr.

24 Cristalli, before I get to Mr. Terry's testimony?

25 MR. CRISTALLI:  So, Your Honor, we have 11 items

6
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1 that have not been admitted that we asked the intervenors and

2 the State to agree to its admission.  They are not prepared to

3 do that at this time.  Not that they won't, but they want an

4 opportunity to look at what they are.  Most of them have been

5 produced by the State in their training -- for training

6 purposes.

7           THE COURT:  Can you give me the numbers.

8 MR. CRISTALLI:  Yes.  219, 227, 232 through 234, 242

9 through 244, 247 --

10           THE COURT:  Hold on.

11 MR. CRISTALLI:  Sorry.  247 through 249.

12           THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.

13 And so the State doesn't object to those, but other

14 defendants in intervention have issues?

15 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No objection from the State, Your

16 Honor.

17           THE COURT:  And do you believe you've already laid a

18 foundation and that there are simply other objections that are

19 being made at this point?

20 MR. CRISTALLI:  I do, Your Honor.

21           THE COURT:  Okay.  So we'll talk about that after

22 the conclusion of Mr. Terry's testimony.

23 MR. CRISTALLI:  Yes.

24           THE COURT:  Before Mr. Terry comes up, did you all

25 work out the issue related to the application related to Mr.

7
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1 Terry?

2 MR. GUTIERREZ:  Yes, we did, Your Honor.  We got to

3 meet during the lunch break to review the redacted -- or the

4 unredacted portions of the applications for A, B, and C, and I

5 think come to an agreement as far as -- what we were going to

6 do is produce it after his testimony, and Mr. Cristalli said

7 he didn't need it for his cross.

8 Is that --

9 MR. CRISTALLI:  Your Honor, we haven't had adequate

10 time to review the applications.  There are 16 of them. 

11 There's the unidentified and identified portion.  Pursuant to

12 the Court's previous order, we would anticipate redactions of

13 portions of those applications.  For the purposes of this

14 examination we're prepared to go forward with cross-

15 examination.  However, we would like those produced to us. 

16 We'd also like -- and I think there's been a proffer to this

17 point that all of the information provided in the unidentified

18 portion of the application is the same.

19           THE COURT:  For all 16 applications?

20 MR. CRISTALLI:  Correct.

21           THE COURT:  Okay.  I'm sure somebody can ask Mr.

22 Terry that.

23 Anything else?  Okay.  With that assumption, it

24 sounds like people have had an opportunity to review the

25 redacted version of the applications so that they can in an

8
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1 informed manner conduct an examination or cross of Mr. Terry. 

2 Anything else before I have Mr. Terry come up?

3 Mr. Terry, if you'd come on up, please.  And I'm

4 sorry, Mr. Terry.  I thought you were still involved in NuVeda

5 until yesterday, so --

6 MR. TERRY:  Thankfully, it's moved on from there.

7 SHANE TERRY, DEFENDANTS' WITNESS, SWORN

8           THE CLERK:  Thank you.  Please be seated.  Please

9 state and spell your name for the record.

10           THE WITNESS:  Shane Terry.  That's S-H-A-N-E, and

11 Terry, T-E-R-R-Y.

12           THE COURT:  And, sir, you may remember there's a

13 pitcher of water there for you, there are M&Ms in the

14 dispenser, there are a ton of exhibits, and you have the

15 statute book in case counsel asks you about it.

16           THE WITNESS:  Thank you, Your Honor.

17           THE COURT:  All right.  You may proceed.

18 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Judge, Mr. Pupo's coming.

19           THE COURT:  What?

20 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Mr. Pupo's coming right now.

21           THE COURT:  Lovely.  Thank him for me.

22 You may proceed.

23 DIRECT EXAMINATION

24 BY MR. GUTIERREZ:

25 Q    Mr. Terry, what's your current employment position?

9
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1 A    I'm the owner and CEO of TapRoot Holdings.

2 Q    What is TapRoot Holdings?

3 A    We are a Nevada-based Cannabis operator.  We're

4 vertically integrated.  We now have seven of the provisional

5 licenses.  Previous to that we were cultivation and production

6 only.  And then we also have operations in Latin America and

7 Europe for cultivation, production, and distribution.

8 Q    Tell us about those operations in Latin America. 

9 What type of operations are those?

10 A    We've got a grow and production for -- down in

11 Colombia, and they classify that as psychoactive and

12 nonpsychoactive, so the nonpsychoactive being in the hemp

13 space, and then the psychoactive being marijuana.  So we were

14 cultivating under both those licenses and then have,

15 thankfully, federally legal global import-export to a couple

16 distributer partners in Europe.

17 Q    And did TapRoot Holdings operate dispensaries prior

18 to the 2018 licensing process?

19 A    No, we did not.

20 Q    Just cultivation and production licenses?

21 A    Correct.

22 Q    Okay.  Tell us how you got involved with TapRoot

23 Holdings.

24      A    I've been in the industry since 2014, and I was with

25 a company previously called NuVeda, and left that company or

10
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1 separated from that company one way or another, and then did

2 some consulting for the industry in the interim.  And then

3 eventually decided to start TapRoot, and been running that

4 operation just predominantly focused on our U.S. operations

5 until now.

6 Q    Can you give us an overview of your educational

7 background and work experience prior to getting involved in

8 the cannabis industry.

9      A    Of course.  So I don't have much relevant cannabis

10 history, so I did 17 years in the military.  I started at the

11 United States Air Force Academy, went to college through them. 

12 After that I did 14 years of -- thirteen and a half years of

13 active duty.  I was a F-16 pilot, I was a commander of Air

14 Force Top Gun, and then I went on to teach at Top Gun here at

15 Nellis Air Force Base, and that's what brought me to Nevada.

16 Q    And when you were in the military did you serve and

17 have combat missions in Afghanistan and Pakistan?

18 A    Yes, I did.

19 Q    What brought you to Las Vegas?

20 A    When I was originally selected to attend Air Force

21 Top Gun that's here at Nellis, that's what brought me here. 

22 Then I spent -- went through the class there, went to another

23 squadron that was based locally here at Nellis, then was asked

24 to come back to be an instructor at Top Gun.  And when I

25 finished that I became the commander of the F-16 Division of

11
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1 Top Gun and at that point commanded about 137,000 troops

2 throughout the United States.

3 Q    And how did you transition into the cannabis

4 industry?

5 A    Through a company called NuVeda with my previous

6 business partners who were friends at the time.  And I co-

7 founded NuVeda.  We won two verticals in the 2014 process

8 under the medical market, and, unfortunately, like many

9 companies, had a partnership dispute, which led to my

10 separation.  And then I remained active in the industry doing

11 strategy consulting for cannabis companies, early-stage

12 companies throughout -- mainly on the East Coast and

13 California.  And then when the time was right I was able to

14 acquire some licenses off a secondary market here and start

15 TapRoot.

16 Q    And at some point were you president of the Nevada

17 Dispensary Association?

18 A    Yes, I was.

19 Q    When was that?

20 A    It was roughly mid 2015 to early 2016, I believe.

21 Q    And do you recall what type of issues that you were

22 dealing with as president of the Nevada Dispensary Association

23 lobbying efforts?

24      A    Absolutely.  So during that time that was the early

25 stages where we were first starting to get the inputs from the
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1 community.  That would eventually hopefully influence the

2 ballot initiative.  So, you know, I think during -- if you all

3 remember during the early stages of the industry there was

4 actually a lot of -- it was in a fractured state with some of

5 the previous dispensary awards and the stay date and

6 everything that happened there.  So I think we were just kind

7 of recovering from that one.  It was still a medical market at

8 the time, and then I left, you know, the NDA prior to the

9 ballot initiative, before the voters -- I guess before

10 November of '16.  And I've stayed close to the organization

11 since then, mainly just receiving information that would hop

12 our business going forward.

13 Q    You're also a member of the Minority Cannabis

14 Business Association.  Could you tell us what that is.

15      A    That's correct.  Anybody that's familiar with the

16 other trade organizations like the NCIA, it's basically a

17 U.S.-based trade organization mainly comprised to represent

18 the interests of, you know, minority cannabis folks, whether

19 it's operators, employees, business owners.

20 Q    And were you involved with the 2018 application

21 process?

22 A    Yes, I was.

23 Q    Okay.  And who was that on behalf of?

24 A    We put in the application under my company, TRNVP098

25 LLC.  There's a -- that one's owned by TapRoot Holdings Nevada
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1 LLC.  And I drafted a -- you know, we kind of looked at a

2 couple of multistate operators that we felt could help us, had

3 the expertise that we needed on the dispensary side, and I co-

4 drafted the application with one of them.

5 Q    And prior to that application process were you

6 involved at all with the -- giving testimony or giving any

7 input on the adoption of the permanent regulations?

8 A    Yes.  I think in the same sense that any business

9 owner or party of interest had the ability to be able to

10 submit information to the State.  So through some of the

11 discussions that were led by the NDA there were a couple of

12 different local organizations that were trying to collect

13 inputs from the community from other business owners, and, you

14 know, I submitted my inputs along with that.

15 Q    And we talked about this a little today, but are you

16 aware that there's a 5 percent threshold for the definition of

17 "owners" in the regulations that were adopted in 2018?

18 A    Yes.  In the NAC, I believe.

19 Q    Okay.  Are you aware whether that's similar to what

20 was in the medical provisions for the regulations then?

21 A    Yes, it was.

22 Q    When it comes to your company, TapRoot Holdings,

23 tell us about the ownership structure.

24      A    It's pretty easy.  I'm the only owner.

25 Q    So just you?
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1      A    Correct.

2 Q    And then tell us -- so when you applied for the

3 application in 2018 who were the officers and board members in

4 addition to yourself that were in the application?

5 A    Sure.  I brought on a mentor and friend of minute,

6 Alan Karcher.  I brought him on as a board member for the

7 application.  And we also were exploring a relationship with a

8 company called Grass Roots out of Illinois.  So I brought them

9 on as officers, proposed officers and proposed board members

10 if we had won licenses.

11 Q    And tell us about that relationship with Grass

12 Roots.

13      A    It was a company that I've known and worked with in

14 other markets for probably the last four or five years, so one

15 of the companies I just grew to respect over time, and I knew

16 that they were very successful in winning licenses in other

17 states.  So we looked at -- the structure of our relationship

18 was, of course, back then we had no idea how many licenses we

19 were going to win.  We would have been pretty happy with

20 anything just being a stand-alone cultivator and producer. 

21 But the structure that we put forth was a debt financing

22 structure based on the number of licenses that we were going

23 to win.  And we also submitted an LOI that said, if we win

24 licenses then we will negotiate a longer-term agreement that

25 eventually would hopefully turn into a joint venture.
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1 Q    As the only owner of Tap Root Holdings did you have

2 your background checked as part of the 2018 application

3 process?

4 A    Yes, I did.

5 Q    And did the other officers and board have their

6 backgrounds checked for that process, as well?

7 A    Yes.  We specifically had the backgrounds checked of

8 every officer or board member in addition to myself as an

9 owner.  You mentioned the 5 percent rule, and we did have some

10 -- some of the gentlemen were below the 5 percent threshold,

11 but we did submit them forward for background checks, as well.

12 Q    When you're talking about in this case the use of

13 diversity as a scoring criteria, do you believe that diversity

14 should be used as a scoring criteria for the application and

15 the application process for medical marijuana?

16 A    Absolutely.  I agree with the intent behind it.

17 Q    And can you tell us the reason why diversity is

18 important for the operation of a marijuana establishment?

19 A    I think simply from a -- from the public and

20 community perspective it's -- we want to make sure that we

21 understand the needs of the communities that we're serving,

22 the, you know, patients or customers, depending if you're

23 talking about medical or rec.  And obviously in order to do

24 that you have to have representation, you have to understand

25 the needs of the people that you're serving.  So a diverse
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1 board that would reflect the -- you know, have the same

2 interests or align interests between the communities and

3 people you serve seemed definitely a good intention behind it.

4 Q    One of the other issues they've been talked about is

5 the proposed location requirement in the ballot initiative. 

6 Are you familiar with that provision?

7 A    Yes, I am.

8 Q    Okay.  Were you under the impression as an applicant

9 that you had to acquire and secure property before you applied

10 in the 2018 process?

11 A    No.

12 Q    Explain why.

13      A    Like I mentioned, when I was -- when I became the

14 president of the NDA we were still working through some of

15 those issues.  And just to kind of go back in time, originally

16 what happened was the local jurisdictions created a

17 competitive application process on their own ahead of the

18 State application.  So there were certain selectees or

19 applicants that won on the local level and not the State

20 level.  When the State after the 2014 applications released

21 the winners there were some discrepancies or differences

22 between what the locals had picked and what the State had

23 picked.  So I felt that obviously that ended up in a long

24 litigation that fractured the industry, and so it seemed like

25 with this attempt that was what the State was trying to avoid. 
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1 So in order to make it as unbiased as possible and push the

2 selection process purely to the State level they did not

3 require any zoning or any sort of scoring when it came to

4 properties.

5 Q    And for you specifically, you applied in many of the

6 rural jurisdictions across Nevada; is that fair to say?

7 A    That's correct.

8 Q    And how would this acquisition of property

9 requirement prior to applying affected you when you're

10 applying in a county like Lander County or White Pine?

11 A    I think just from a financial perspective you could

12 argue that would have been cost prohibitive, but obviously

13 that would be up to us and with strategy.  But I think what

14 made it particularly challenging was some of the local

15 jurisdictions that have since 2014, where they had

16 moratoriums, have now opted in or are open to developing

17 cannabis regulations.  But at the time the application came

18 out a lot of them just hadn't progressed through having any

19 sort of formal adoption or regulation.  There were no zoning

20 requirements.  So we did the best that we could by looking at

21 State regulations, by looking at other jurisdictions, and what

22 we expected would be adopted by the locals.  But at the time

23 of applying there were no set regulations in some of the

24 jurisdictions we were in that would have allowed us to pick

25 the perfect property.
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1 Q    You would have been -- there's no way you would have

2 been able to get a lease in some of these jurisdictions for a

3 dispensary; is that correct?

4 A    Correct.  Or a business license, a secure property,

5 or anything like that.

6 Q    How many licenses has TapRoot Holdings applied for

7 in the 2018 round?

8 A    I believe it was 14, 14 or 15 total.

9 Q    And how many licenses did TapRoot Holdings win?

10 A    Seven.

11 Q    And do you know which jurisdictions those are?

12 A    I do.

13 Q    Can you tell us.

14      A    Let's see.  We had Lyon, Lander, White Pine, Storey,

15 Mineral, Humboldt, and Pershing.

16 Q    And why did you decide to apply in some of the more

17 remote jurisdictions in Nevada?

18 A    I think kind of going back into the original reason

19 why I got involved in the industry to begin with is I was

20 excited about the impact that it could have on communities.  I

21 felt that it could -- you know, the right business with the

22 right people behind it could have an extremely positive effect

23 to bring cannabis to areas where it didn't exist.  And so for

24 us when we looked at the competitive nature of Southern Nevada

25 compared to the rurals, a captured market, defined market
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1 share to be one of the only licensees and bring cannabis into

2 a community where it didn't exist was I guess maybe more on

3 the philanthropic side, as well, but it was a pretty exciting

4 opportunity for me and my company.

5 Q    Okay.  And did your company do any type of

6 forecasting on how its dispensaries would do in those

7 locations?

8 A    Yes, we did.  We admittedly didn't do them for every

9 specific jurisdiction that we applied in, but we looked at,

10 you know, the known quantities in the south here, and then we

11 also ran numbers and did forecasts for, you know, just a kind

12 of the -- what we would have considered the average

13 representation of a rural county.  So there were a few that we

14 got more into the details with and did them specific to those

15 known populations.  But, again, to kind of address the early

16 challenges is there are some counties that have moratoriums,

17 but then you have the local jurisdictions that are for it, and

18 that for us would be a pathway to get licensed.  And so based

19 on that uncertainty and not really knowing where in the county

20 we'd be able to place the license, we were pretty much left

21 just doing our best guess on the forecasting and how that

22 would translate based on where it would ultimately end up.

23 Q    What were the results from the forecasting?

24 A    As far as like revenue projections?

25 Q    Correct.
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1      A    I think we anticipated that -- you know, again, in

2 the rurals there's obviously a lower population, but you have

3 a captured market share.  So we expected on average it'd be

4 about 5 million in revenue per dispensary.

5 Q    And after you were awarded the licenses in December

6 of 2018 can you tell us what steps TapRoot Holdings took to

7 get open in these jurisdictions.

8      A    Absolutely.  So the first would just be obviously

9 paying our licensing fees and make sure that we checked that

10 square.  Other than that, I've had multiple meetings with --

11 well, I have to take a step back.  Out of our seven counties

12 two of them are -- I would say are free and clear and

13 currently have regulation.  All the rest are either under

14 moratoriums and developing regulations.  And that's where I

15 put the majority of our efforts, was we secured -- we secured

16 the properties that we were looking for in the two

17 jurisdictions that did have regulation, and then I've gone to

18 all the different rural counties, I've met with the county

19 commissioners, I've met with -- where there was an

20 incorporated city I met with law enforcement, I've briefed

21 city councils, and we've tried to be able to give our inputs

22 and help craft the regulation that hopefully is upcoming.

23 Q    How much did you pay for the licensing fees?

24 A    They were the standard everybody else -- 20,000 per

25 license, so it was 140,000 that we had to put up.
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1 Q    You said you secured locations in two of the

2 jurisdictions without moratoriums.  Which jurisdictions were

3 those?

4 A    It'd be in Mineral and Lyon.

5 Q    And you actually signed a lease or letter of intent?

6 A    We are under LOI for both of them, and finishing the

7 negotiations of the lease in one and a purchase agreement in

8 the other.

9 Q    Mr. Terry, can you tell us what the harm would be to

10 your company, TapRoot Holdings, if an injunction is issued by

11 the Court.

12      A    I think obviously for us what we found in the rurals

13 is that a lot of the -- a lot of the local municipalities are

14 waiting to see what happened here in the south.  So they have

15 shown -- you know, some of them have shown an indication that

16 they're open to developing regulations and creating the right

17 structure, but they want to wait and see, you know, what

18 happens with this -- you know, with this injunction before

19 they move forward.  I think those that are aren't following

20 the proceedings all that closely are concerned that

21 potentially licenses will be pulled back.

22 I think what makes it interesting in the rurals

23 compared to what we're seeing here in the south is it's a

24 different consideration for the community.  So although a lot

25 of the rural jurisdictions might be against cannabis, I found
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1 that things that we take for granted here are really important

2 to law enforcement.  So one, for example, would be the

3 exclusion of home grows.  So law enforcement wants these

4 licenses to show up in the local communities because, if you

5 guys remember, that plants a 25-mile flag around a dispensary

6 that prohibits home grows.  So with the thriving black market

7 that currently exists, meaning that these home grows are

8 supplying product into the local communities, even the towns

9 that are against cannabis overall see this as a risk

10 mitigation method in order to be able to provide compliant

11 legal cannabis to the people that they know -- that they're

12 aware of and to be able to just eliminate some of the black

13 market competition.

14 Q    Mr. Terry, are you aware if there are any dispensary

15 licenses currently for sale?

16 A    Yes.

17 Q    And how do you know that?

18 A    Personally I've been approached multiple times to

19 sell my license, even in the rurals, even with the ones that

20 are under moratoriums.  I currently -- you know, we have our

21 cultivation for sale, and that's -- we've got an LOI that's

22 being negotiated.  The big interest is because we have

23 dispensaries and the potential buyer sees a pathway to shelf

24 space.  Then I would say -- you know, like I said, I've been

25 approached multiple times, and when we've been trying to do
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1 production deals and the people we're talking to have, you

2 know, tried to buy our licenses or asked if I'm open to it.

3 And then, you know, just from being active in the industry I

4 see a lot of licenses that are getting floated around for sale

5 right now.

6 Q    And you had offers to buy your licenses after the

7 2018 round; correct?

8 A    Within about 12 hours of realizing we won licenses,

9 yes.

10 Q    Okay.  Now, Mr. Terry, can you -- do you believe

11 there's tax revenue actively being lost because of this

12 litigation?

13 A    Absolutely.  I think in two part.  One would just be

14 the black market -- the black market product that's out there. 

15 So that means that you could argue that certainly even in the

16 rurals where no dispensaries exist they would have the

17 opportunity to drive to Reno or the closest major city and buy

18 from a dispensary there.  But the reality is how many people

19 are going to drive three, four hours to get to one of the

20 legal dispensaries.  So that means that they're taking revenue

21 away from those dispensaries to purchase off the black market.

22 And then I think the other aspect, we've seen a lot

23 of increased activity, especially in the rurals, from some of

24 the Indian reservations.  And really in some of these

25 communities it's a speed to market.  So the local
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1 jurisdictions and local towns, city councils know that if the

2 Indian reservation pops up in their backyard and they're going

3 to be there first, then that's market share that's going to be

4 taken away from the other -- the other licensees.  And that

5 just means tax revenue that's not going to the locals, not

6 going to the State, job creation that's potentially kept on

7 the reservation versus going out into the local communities.

8 Q    So do you believe that one of the harms that's

9 potential for the State is the issue of Indian reservations

10 and their market share?

11      A    I believe both for the State and the locals, and in

12 addition for us, if some of these communities -- if the

13 reservations are able to get a dispensary up and running

14 before us, we will never be able to gain back portions of that

15 market share.

16 MR. GUTIERREZ:  Pass the witness.  Thank you.

17           THE COURT:  Any of the additional defendants wish to

18 ask any questions?

19 Mr. Cristalli.

20 MR. CRISTALLI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

21 CROSS-EXAMINATION

22 BY MR. CRISTALLI:

23 Q    Good afternoon, Mr. Terry.

24      A    'Afternoon.

25 Q    We had an opportunity to talk a little bit outside
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1 in regard to your application and that I haven't had a chance

2 to look at it all yet.  So I'm going to ask you some questions

3 about it, not having the opportunity to look at it all.

4 You talked a little bit about you being the sole

5 owner of the company, which is TapRoot; correct?

6 A    Yes, sir.

7 Q    All right.  There's owners -- you're the owner. 

8 There's officers in that company, as well; true?

9 A    That's correct.

10 Q    Okay.  Could you tell -- could you tell the Court

11 who the officers in TapRoot.

12      A    In TapRoot?

13 Q    Yes.

14      A    It's just be me.  And to be clear, I guess what I

15 meant, we don't have corporate officers as far as president,

16 secretary, anything like that.  They're officers as far as

17 organizational, chief operating officer, chief compliance

18 officer, chief executive officers filings.

19 Q    Okay.  So you put names of those individuals in the

20 application; correct?

21 A    As proposed officers, yes.

22 Q    Who are they?

23 A    It would have been Matthew Darin as chief financial

24 officer from Grass Roots, would have been Steven Wiseman as

25 chief compliance officer also from Grass Roots, and Mitch Kahn
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1 as chief operations officer from Grass Roots.

2 Q    Is that it?

3 A    That is it.

4 Q    I saw a name David Brown under the application

5 portion for officers, board members.  Who is that individual?

6 A    The board members will be David Brown, Mark Gordon,

7 and Alan Karcher.

8 Q    And who is David Brown?

9 A    He was a board member at Grass Roots.

10 Q    Okay.  And is he local to Nevada?

11 A    No, he's not.

12 Q    Okay.  Where does he reside?

13 A    Him and Mark Gordon are both in Illinois.  At least

14 Grass Roots is from Illinois.  I don't know where they

15 personally live.

16 Q    Okay.  You're familiar with the industry.  You've

17 been involved since 2014; correct?

18 A    Absolutely.

19 Q    There is another Grass Roots that was I believe

20 acquired by Curaleaf.  I'm assuming those are two different

21 companies.  Is that a fair --

22      A    It is the same company.

23 Q    It is the same company?

24      A    Yes, it is.

25 Q    So the Grass Roots that you're involved with is the
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1 company that was acquired by Curaleaf?

2 A    I don't know the status of their closing.  I just --

3 I know it was announced to me the morning that it became

4 public, so I don't think the deal is -- I know the deal hasn't

5 closed yet.  But I know that it is -- there is an acquisition

6 in process.

7 Q    Does Grass Roots -- is Grass Roots currently a

8 licensee -- a cannabis licensee in the state of Nevada?

9 A    Yes, they are.

10 Q    Okay.  And they are in the process of closing a deal

11 with Curaleaf to be acquired?

12 A    That is my understanding.  And to be clear, they are

13 a minority investor in another organization unrelated to us,

14 and they have been since I believe 2014 or 2015.

15 Q    Who is they?

16 A    Grass Roots as an entity.

17 Q    Okay.  So what licenses does Grass Roots hold in the

18 state of Nevada?

19 A    Well, the seven provisional that we have, and I

20 believe they are -- they own cultivation and production, but

21 it's an unrelated entity to mine.

22 Q    So Grass Roots does not own any retail dispensaries

23 in the state?

24 A    You're correct.

25 Q    Okay.
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1      A    Not to my knowledge.

2 Q    And so the acquisition or the process of the

3 acquisition by Curaleaf of Grass Roots doesn't have any

4 dispensaries involved in it?

5 A    I can't speak to that.

6 Q    Okay.  Is Grass Roots a publicly traded company?

7 A    No, they are not.

8 Q    Okay.  You are also on the board of directors of GB

9 Science?

10 A    That's correct.

11 Q    Okay.  GB Science is a publicly traded company?

12 A    Yes, it is.

13 Q    GB Science is based in the state of Nevada?

14 A    Yes, it is.

15 Q    And it is a marijuana licensee; correct?

16 A    That is correct.

17 Q    And it holds licenses in cultivation and production;

18 right?

19 A    Correct.

20 Q    Okay.  Does it hold any licenses in retail?

21 A    No.

22 Q    Okay.  So you have a relationship with Grass Roots,

23 who is a licensee in the state of Nevada; correct?

24 A    Correct.

25 Q    Okay.  Independent of their involvement with
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1 TapRoot; right?

2 A    Correct.

3 Q    You have a relationship with GB Science as a board

4 of directors member; correct?

5 A    Correct.

6 Q    GB Science does not have any membership interest in

7 TapRoot?

8 A    No, it does not.

9 Q    Does anybody from GB Science -- is anybody from GB

10 Science on your board of directors?

11 A    No.

12 Q    Officer?

13 A    Nope.

14 Q    Okay.  And you are involved as a board of director

15 and a consultant for GB Science?

16 A    Technically not doing any active consulting, but

17 just on the board.

18 Q    Okay.  There's another entity you're involved with

19 that you did not mention in direct examination called Folium

20 Global.  Can you tell me what Folium Global is.

21      A    Correct.  They are our international company that's

22 -- they're the ones that actually hold the license, or they're

23 the investment owner that owns a license in Colombia and has

24 managed some of our European operations.

25 Q    Does Folium Global -- well, who is a part of Folium
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1 Global?

2 A    Myself through options and warrants and my partner. 

3 His name is Oliver Zugel.

4 Q    So options and warrants suggests that Folium Global

5 is a publicly traded company.

6      A    No, it is not.

7 Q    Okay.  Could you tell me what the corporate

8 structure is of Folium Global?

9 A    It is -- should be a C corp.  Delaware C corp. at

10 this time.

11 Q    Okay.  And it operates out of where?

12 A    The license -- it invests in a local subsidiary

13 called Folium Colombia or Folium Med Colombia, and it also has

14 interests in Spain and Germany.

15 Q    And what does it do again?

16 A    It's a holding -- Folium's technically a holding

17 company.

18 Q    And what operations does it conduct, if any?

19 A    From the holding company level, company management,

20 corporate management.  We, you know, provide advisory

21 services, IP, all that stuff to the local companies in

22 Colombia and Europe.

23 Q    What companies are under Folium Global as

24 subsidiaries?

25 A    Should be, let's see, TapRoot Holdings, Inc., and
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1 then the Folium Med is the Colombian operation.

2 Q    So Folium Global, then, as a parent company, and

3 TapRoot as a subsidiary, then, would have an interest in

4 TapRoot as a licensee in the state of Nevada?

5 A    No.  It's -- the names are confusing, but they're

6 two distinctly separate entities.  To provide a little bit of

7 background on that, TapRoot Holdings, Inc., was a company that

8 I structured to navigate some of the complications with 280D. 

9 We ended up not using that as a shell company.  Folium is the

10 -- at this time the sole owner of that company, and we are

11 dissolving that entity.

12 Q    So --

13      A    But there is no direct ownership between Folium or

14 TapRoot Holdings, Inc., with TapRoot Holdings Nevada LLC.

15 Q    Okay.  Anybody from Folium Global as the parent

16 company involved with TapRoot in -- as TapRoot the licensee in

17 Nevada?

18 A    On the cultivation side, yes.

19 Q    Okay.  Who is that?

20 A    Oliver Zugel.

21 Q    Okay.  And he is not involved in the applications in

22 the 2018 process?

23 A    No, he's not.

24 Q    Okay.  On your Website it suggests, and so was your

25 direct examination, that you are vertically integrated;
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1 correct?

2 A    Correct.

3  Q    Okay.  You're vertically integrated based on the

4 conditional licenses that you received in 2018?

5 A    Correct.  I think, you know, keeping in mind the

6 Website is as much for branding as it is for, you know,

7 representation of our company.  So I guess technically there

8 are companies that say you're vertically integrated if you own

9 multiple areas of the supply chain.  I think that our industry

10 defines -- or I wouldn't say -- assumes that the definition of

11 vertical integration is distribution through cultivation.

12 Q    So production, cultivation, and dispensary; correct?

13 A    That's the assumption, yes.

14 Q    And your representation that you're vertically is

15 based on the conditional licenses that you received in 2019 --

16 '18.  I'm sorry.

17      A    No.  The Website was actually structured well before

18 that.  By then we were talking about vertically integrated as

19 just having multiple areas of the supply chain.

20 Q    So you testified in direct examination that you were

21 vertically integrated.  Does that mean, sir, that vertical

22 integration in the state of Nevada includes the conditional

23 licenses?

24 A    I don't think there is a definition of it that I'm 

25 aware of.  But as far as if you're looking for my
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1 interpretation of it, I think it depends on who you ask.

2 Q    So in your direct examination here today when you

3 said you're vertically integrated what does that mean?

4 A    For purposes I think that can include dispensaries. 

5 So dispensary, cultivation, production.  I don't think that

6 we're technically incorrect when our global message a few

7 years ago was that we were vertically integrated, just having

8 different portions of the supply chain.

9 Q    Let me ask it again.  In your testimony on direct

10 examination you said you're vertically integrated.  Does that

11 include your conclusion -- your -- I'm sorry.  Your testimony

12 that you're vertically integrated, does that include the

13 conditional licenses that would give you a retail license?

14 A    Yes, I would assume it does.

15 Q    So it's based on you receiving those conditional

16 licenses, or should I say those conditional licenses becoming

17 permanent; correct?

18 A    Correct.

19 Q    Okay.  You applied for you said 16 licenses?

20 A    Plus or minus one.

21 Q    Okay.  We've had an opportunity to look at some

22 exhibits -- well, first of all, before we do that the licenses

23 you applied and you testified to which licenses you received,

24 which licenses didn't you receive and in what jurisdictions?

25 A    I can't recall off the top of my head which
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1 jurisdictions, but, I mean, we did cast a pretty wide net. 

2 So, you know, I know we applied in all the jurisdictions down

3 here in the south.  We had two in the city of Las Vegas, you

4 know, up in Reno, up in Carson.

5 Q    So did you apply in Unincorporated Clark County?

6 A    I believe so, yes.

7 Q    And the City of Las Vegas?

8 A    Twice.  Correct.

9 Q    So you applied twice in the City of Las Vegas?

10 A    Correct.

11 Q    Did you apply in the City of Las Vegas under

12 different entities?

13 A    Same entity, different locations.

14 Q    Okay.  So you didn't use multiple LLCs to apply in

15 the same jurisdiction under the same ownership structure;

16 correct?

17 A    It was just a single TRNVP098.

18 Q    Okay.  Henderson?

19 A    I believe so.

20 Q    And did you testify that you applied in Reno, as

21 well?  I'm sorry.  I didn't hear that.

22      A    I believe Reno and Carson City, as well.

23 Q    Okay.  And the licenses -- the conditional licenses

24 that you received were in Humboldt, Lander, Lyon, Mineral,

25 Pershing, Storey, and White Pine; correct?
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1 A    Correct.

2 Q    All rural counties; right?

3 A    Yes, sir.

4 Q    Certainly substantially different than Clark County;

5 right?

6 A    Absolutely.

7 Q    Proportionately different in terms of demographics

8 and population; correct?

9 A    Correct.

10 Q    And that would be consistent for all of those

11 counties as it relates to Unincorporated Clark County; right?

12 A    In comparison, yes.

13 Q    It'd be consistent also being disproportionate with

14 the population and demographics of Henderson; right?

15 A    That's a fair assumption.

16 Q    And probably even Reno; right?

17 A    Probably.

18 Q    Okay.  Community is much different in those

19 jurisdictions than --

20      A    Absolutely.

21 Q    -- okay, than they would be in, for example, Clark

22 County; correct?

23 A    Correct.

24 Q    Okay.  And you said you applied in all 16

25 jurisdictions; right?
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1 A    I believe so.

2 Q    Okay.

3      A    I said plus or minus.  I don't know the exact

4 number, but pretty close.

5 Q    And you were involved in the preparation and

6 submission of the 2018 application for TapRoot; correct?

7 A    That's correct.

8  Q    Okay.  And so you were aware of the content of the

9 application; right?

10 A    Yes.

11 Q    Okay.  You were involved with filling out the

12 identified portion versus the unidentified portion; correct?

13 A    That's correct.

14 MR. CRISTALLI:  All right.  Shane or Brian, can we

15 have 220.

16 BY MR. CRISTALLI:

17 Q    I am going to represent, just because we've had

18 evidence that TRNVP098 LLC is actually RD -- identified as

19 RD-661 through 676.  Does that seem --

20      A    Sounds close.  It's familiar.

21 Q    You have Exhibit 220 in front of you.  I think you

22 can look on your screen, as well.  Do you see that?

23      A    It's blank, actually.  Or it says "out of range."

24           THE COURT:  Hold on.  So turn the power on and off. 

25 If not, I've lost Ramsey, so -- 
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1 And, Counsel, for a reminder, I have to break in

2 four minutes for fifteen minutes.

3 MR. CRISTALLI:  Okay, Your Honor.

4 (Pause in the proceedings)

5           THE COURT:  Can you see it now, sir?

6  BY MR. CRISTALLI:

7 Q    Do you have it in front of you, Mr. Terry?

8      A    Yes, I do.  Thank you.

9 Q    Okay.  So this is the unidentified tally sheet as it

10 relates to your applications RD-661 through RD-676, which is

11 TRNVP098 LLC, which is the applicant that you filed under;

12 correct?

13 A    Yes, that is correct.

14 Q    Okay.  And this particular -- and if you look up in

15 the top right corner, where it says, "MEID," you'll see that

16 the RDs, or the RD number is grouped.  It's grouped from 661

17 through 676; correct?

18 A    Correct.

19 Q    So they scored all of the 16 applications together;

20 isn't that true?

21 A    Looks like it, yeah.

22 Q    Okay.  For example, if you look at the first

23 section, it talks a little bit about building construction;

24 right?

25 A    That's correct.
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1 Q    And there's an allocation of 20 points for that

2 section; right?

3 A    Correct.

4 Q    And you received 16.33 points for that section;

5 right?

6 A    Yep.  Looks like what it says.

7 Q    And you received that for each one of the 16

8 applications for each of the jurisdictions that you applied

9 in; correct?

10 A    This is the first time I'm looking at this, so it

11 seems to be what it infers.

12 Q    It's grouped together.  There's one score.  The

13 assumption is --

14      A    Is that right?

15 Q    -- they're giving one score for all of the

16 applications; correct?

17 A    Sounds right.

18 Q    Okay.  In the first section of that it talks about

19 building plans and details; right?

20 A    Correct.

21 Q    Second section talks about building plan, regulatory

22 compliance; right?

23 A    Correct.

24 Q    Okay  And then we go down to care, quality,

25 safekeeping, which is there's an allocation of 90 points for
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1 that; right?

2 A    Correct.

3 Q    And for all of the applications for each

4 jurisdiction that you applied in you received 83.83 points;

5 right?

6 A    Looks right.

7 Q    Okay.  And so it talks -- in that section it talks

8 about building security, product security, it references a

9 detailed budget, it talks about operational manuals; correct? 

10 Would you agree with me to that?

11 A    Yes, I would.

12 Q    And there's point allocations for all of that;

13 right?

14 A    Yes, sir.

15 Q    And there's the same score for each of the

16 jurisdictions for all 16 applications that you applied in;

17 right?

18 A    I don't see that breakdown, but I think that's what

19 you were saying, is that this applies for all of them equally.

20 Q    Yes.

21      A    Correct.

22 Q    And then finally, under the community impact, which

23 there's an allocation of 15 points, we look at the likely

24 impact on the community and the manner in which the MME meets

25 the patient needs; right?
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1 A    Yep.

2 Q    There's a score for that; correct?

3 A    Yep.

4 Q    And that score is for all 16 locations, for all

5 16 applications that you submitted; right?

6 A    Looks correct to me.

7 Q    Okay.  And we are already in agreement that the

8 rural counties are in a much different demographic and

9 population difference than say Clark County; correct?

10 A    Correct.

11 Q    Different communities; right?

12 A    Yep.

13 Q    For example, I think the total population for all of

14 those counties which you received licenses for is 99,848.  I'm

15 not saying you should agree with me, but it's small compared

16 to what's in Clark County; correct?

17 A    I would agree that it's smaller than Clark County.

18 Q    Okay.  And Henderson and Reno, so on and so forth;

19 correct?

20 A    Yes.

21           THE COURT:  Mr. Cristalli, is this a lovely place to

22 take our 15-minute recess?

23 MR. CRISTALLI:  Yes, Your Honor.

24           THE COURT:  Great.  Mr. Terry, we'll back to you in

25 15 minutes.  This is not a requested recess under Coyote
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1 Springs-BrightSource.

2 (Court recessed at 1:59 p.m., until 2:11 p.m.)

3           THE COURT:  Mr. Pupo, thank you for rejoining us. 

4 Thank you for coming back.  We're not quite ready for you, but

5 thank you for coming back.

6 MR. PUPO:  You're welcome, Your Honor.

7           THE COURT:  All right.  Can we get Mr. Terry done.

8 Okay.  Mr. Cristalli.

9 MR. CRISTALLI:  Thank you, Your Honor.

10 BY MR. CRISTALLI:

11 Q    Mr. Terry, I'm going to direct your attention again

12 to Exhibit 20.  That is the unidentified portion of your

13 application which has been now identified as RD-661 through

14 676.  If you -- and we've already I think agreed that you

15 submitted a total of 16 applications; correct?

16 A    Yes, sir.

17 Q    Okay.  And we talked a little bit about the

18 different information in those applications as it relates to

19 building size, building security, product security, and

20 budgets and different plans; correct?

21 A    Correct.

22 Q    Okay.  So quite a bit of information as it relates

23 to that area; correct?

24 A    Correct.

25 Q    If you look at the bottom portion of that tally
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1 sheet, it references total time.  Do you see that?

2 A    Yes, I do.

3 Q    Okay.  And, you know, through the course of the

4 testimony in this hearing we know that there were three

5 examiners looking at this particular portion of the

6 application.  And if you look at, for example, the first line

7 under the total time, it references building construction. 

8 You see that?

9 A    Yes, I do.

10 Q    And it looks like somebody -- that particular

11 examiner spent 25 minutes on that application.  Can that be

12 consistent?

13 A    Yeah.

14 Q    Okay.

15      A    Yeah.  Looks that way.

16 Q    And then going down, care, quality, an hour and 50,

17 and then community impact 25 minutes; right?

18 A    Correct.

19 Q    Okay.  And then if you go under the total time spent

20 in terms of hours and minutes on all three examiners for all

21 16 applications, it shows that there was a total time of

22 6 hours and 15 minutes spent on the review of that

23 unidentified portion of the application; correct?

24 A    That seems correct, yes.

25 MR. CRISTALLI:  Okay.  Thank you.
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1 Your Honor, if there's no objection, I'd like to

2 have the application of TRNVP098 LLC admitted into evidence

3 under the -- you know, the restriction in terms of the

4 privileged information both on the unidentified and identified

5 portion of the application.

6           THE COURT:  You mean the redacted version?

7 MR. CRISTALLI:  Thank you.  Sorry.

8           THE COURT:  Do you have a redacted version?

9 MR. CRISTALLI:  I don't have anything.

10           THE COURT:  Oh.

11 MR. CRISTALLI:  So that's the problem.

12           THE COURT:  All right.

13 MR. CRISTALLI:  I haven't received it yet.  So once

14 received --

15           THE COURT:  Mr. Terry, if the application is

16 redacted consistent with the discussions you had with counsel

17 earlier this afternoon, would you have any objection to it

18 being admitted for purposes of these proceedings?

19           THE WITNESS:  No, not in general.  I would like the

20 opportunity to go through and say which sections I would want

21 redacted.  Specifically, those are going to relate to just

22 personal finances, taxes, and intellectual property.

23           THE COURT:  Okay.  That would be consistent with

24 what we've been trying to redact.

25 Anyone else have an objection?
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1 Then with that proviso, you have a provisional

2 acceptance of that future exhibit that you might mark some day

3 if you have a paper copy in a redacted form.

4 MR. CRISTALLI:  We can only hope.  Thank you, Your

5 Honor.

6           THE COURT:  Any more questions for Mr. Terry?

7 MR. CRISTALLI:  Just a few concluding questions,

8 Your Honor.

9 BY MR. CRISTALLI:

10 Q    Mr. Terry, in reference to the locations that you

11 received licenses in in the rural counties you said you spent

12 a considerable amount of time up there; right?

13 A    Correct.

14 Q    You got to know the locals a little bit?

15 A    Correct.

16 Q    Talked to the municipalities?

17 A    Correct.

18 Q    And it's important for you to talk to the

19 municipalities because out of the seven conditional licenses

20 you received four of those are under a moratorium; correct?

21 A    Technically five.

22 Q    Okay.  So five.  Five are under a moratorium.

23      A    Correct.

24 Q    Two, which are Mineral and Lyon, are not under a

25 moratorium.
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1      A    That's correct.

2 Q    Okay.  So you have some work to do with regard to

3 getting the local municipalities to lift that moratorium.

4      A    Yes, we do.

5 Q    And you said that the local municipalities are

6 looking towards this hearing to determine whether or not they

7 will lift the moratorium; correct?

8 A    I wouldn't limit that specifically just the

9 injunction, but the overall case, yes.

10 Q    So you've had specific conversations to political

11 figures in those municipalities who have told you specifically

12 that a consideration for them in terms of lifting the

13 moratorium is what happens in this preliminary injunction

14 hearing?

15 A    I would say -- I'd say that's generally accurate. I

16 think what was passed on to us was basically the sentiment of,

17 we are open to it, we're going to wait and see what happens in

18 court.

19 Q    Okay.  I would assume there's also other factors

20 that those municipalities would take into consideration

21 determining whether or not to open up the licenses, as well;

22 right?

23 A    Of course.

24 Q    In fact, prior to the 2018 licensing period I don't

25 think any of those counties had any recreational licenses, did
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1 they?

2 A    No.  You're correct.

3 Q    Okay.  And I think that there were moratoriums in

4 place at that time; right?

5 A    And I guess to be specific there were existing

6 recreational cultivation and production licenses.  But

7 obviously the application window hadn't opened up to them for

8 dispensaries yet.

9 Q    But the local municipalities were not in agreement

10 at that point despite not knowing anything about the 2018

11 application process whether or not they were going to open up

12 licensing in those municipalities.

13      A    What do you mean?  As far as at which point?

14 Q    So prior to the 2018 application process there were

15 retail dispensaries throughout the state of Nevada; correct?

16 A    Correct.

17 Q    Okay.  Including allocation for licenses in those

18 rural counties; right?

19 A    From the 2014?

20 Q    Correct.

21      A    I believe in 2014 these were the ones that a lot of

22 these -- you know, I think this is probably -- the State could

23 fill in more of the blanks here, but I believe this is where

24 some of the State licenses that got reshuffled down to Clark

25 County came from, were from some of the rural jurisdictions,
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1 where in 2014 they weren't interested in doing anything for

2 marijuana, which obviously then was just medical applications

3 anyway.

4 Q    Right.  So the point I'm trying to get to, prior to

5 the 2018 application process those local rural municipalities

6 had an issue with regard to allowing retail marijuana;

7 correct?

8 A    I wouldn't say they had an issue.  Not all of them. 

9 Some were slow to adopt.  So, for example, when the rural

10 counties had the opportunity to license cultivation and

11 production, then, yes, they adopted that.  There was no

12 mechanism at the time for them to adopt retail applications. 

13 But some of them did start that process, and that's why places

14 like Lyon and Mineral have their regulations in place.

15 Q    All right.  The point being, though, there were

16 considerations over and above what this Court does with regard

17 to the preliminary injunction; right?

18 A    Yeah.  I think that's a safe assessment.

19 Q    Okay.  And as we talked a little bit about, those

20 demographics in those rural counties are different; right?

21 A    Correct.

22 Q    You spent some time out there.  Did you get an idea

23 as to how many people in those communities consume marijuana?

24 A    Yeah, we do -- we would get decent turnouts at town

25 hall meetings and from talking to law enforcement.  I think
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1 obviously just when it comes to law enforcement their opinion

2 is based on how much they're confiscating or busting on the

3 black market.  So they have a pulse of what's going on in the

4 communities.

5 Q    And we talked about the black market.  I mean, black

6 market issues exist everywhere, don't they?

7 A    They do.

8 Q    In Clark County, in the state of Nevada, in the

9 major popular assess we're having difficulties with black

10 market issues; right?

11 A    Difficulties, but I think it's -- time has shown

12 that it has been decreased with the presence of legal

13 marijuana, especially, you know, there are people that are

14 using the home rule or the home grow rule. where down here

15 obviously legally those can no longer exist anywhere near the

16 Greater Las Vegas area.

17 Q    Well, aren't we dealing with a little bit more than

18 that?  Aren't we dealing with, you know, product coming in

19 from California and other states into the jurisdiction?

20 A    I'm sure that still exists.  I would think that --

21 or I think statistically it has shown that it's decreased

22 since the legalization.  But, yes, it still exists.

23 Q    And that's pretty much -- that's a lot more

24 problematic than somebody, you know, growing their own

25 marijuana in their garage for self use.  Wouldn't you agree
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1 with me on that?

2 A    No, not really.  Because I think what we've seen in

3 the rurals is that those that are growing, technically they're

4 growing a legal limit.  But when you look at where that

5 product is actually ending up, you know, I think one that was

6 -- it wouldn't have been my recommended tactic, but there was

7 a local citizen in Winnemucca that showed up to the City

8 Council one day and put a giant bag of marijuana on the table

9 and said, this is how much I'm legally allowed to grow and do

10 you think I could possibly consume this much in a year.  And,

11 you know, trying to show to law enforcement that a lot of this

12 is grown in excess of what people can personally consume.

13 Q    But if it's not within a 25-mile radius, an

14 individual is allowed to grow a certain amount of marijuana;

15 correct?

16 A    That is correct, yes.

17 Q    For their own personal use; right?

18 A    Correct.

19 Q    Okay.  Do you know what the demographics look like

20 with regard to age in those rural locations?  Are they under

21 21, are they older than 21?  What have you found out?  I mean,

22 to make a calculated determination that these strategically

23 are good places to go you must have done some analysis with

24 regard to that.

25      A    We did.  And I think where they make as potentially
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1 interesting licenses are, one, if you've been to the rurals,

2 what they don't want to see is a big flashy dispensary right

3 on Main Street.  So it means it doesn't take a lot of capital

4 to get these things up and running.  You have a captivated

5 audience.  They're not going to drive two, 300 miles to the

6 next dispensary because, you know, they don't have the -- you

7 know, the product that they're looking for.  And as long as

8 you can provide a good-quality product at the right price, I

9 think you have a pretty focused consumer base.

10 So when we looked, to answer your question about the

11 demographics, I think it does depend on which county you're

12 in.  We found that some of the counties have 21 and up, yes. 

13 But you could call it a younger population that is very

14 focused. workers in the mining industry to places where mining

15 isn't that prevalent.  And it could be an older demographic. 

16 I think it really depends on which city you're talking about.

17 Q    And to have licenses, whether or not they're rural

18 or more urban, in the portfolio of TapRoot is important to

19 your company's profile, I would assume; correct? 

20      A    Yes, it is.

21 Q    Okay.  So a number of licenses, whether or not it's

22 in a rural location or urban location, is good for your

23 company; correct?

24 A    That's correct, yes, sir.

25 Q    It helps you in raising money; right?
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1 A    Absolutely.

2 Q    And it helps you for potential sale; right?

3 A    Yeah.  Absolutely.

4 Q    You talked a little bit about locations in direct

5 examination.  You said, well, you know, it wasn't required,

6 locations weren't required, correct, in the jurisdictions that

7 you were applying in?

8 A    I guess in hindsight technically yes, it was

9 required.  Was it weighted in the same sense that it had in

10 2014?  No.  So proof of zoning was not required, if I remember

11 right, in the application.  But you did have to list an

12 address, and you -- obviously they needed to know which

13 jurisdiction you were applying.

14 Q    Okay.  And you listed an address?

15 A    That's correct.

16 Q    Okay.  You are aware, though, that the initiative

17 and the regulations require specific information with regard

18 to location, zoning, and building plans, specifications?

19 You're aware as somebody who was the former president of the

20 NDA of those regulations, are you not?

21 A    Certainly aware of the differences between 2014 and

22 the 2018 application.  As far as the specific requirements,

23 I'd probably have to brush up by looking at the application

24 again and knowing what was required to be submitted.  But,

25 yes, in general there are -- there are scoring criteria and
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1 everything for aspects of property.

2 Q    Would you agree with me, though, being the one who

3 filled out the application, understanding the regulations from

4 the initiative, that there was a serious differentiation

5 between the requirements for locations in the application

6 compared to those requirements in the regulations?

7 A    I'm not sure I understand that question.

8 Q    Regulations required specific information with

9 regard to location, where the application did not.

10      A    I would have to look back at the regulations and see

11 exactly what they meant.

12 MR. CRISTALLI:  Okay.  No further questions, Your

13 Honor.

14           THE COURT:  Anyone else from the plaintiffs wish to

15 ask any questions of Mr. Terry?  Any other defendants in

16 intervention?

17 Anything else, Mr. Gutierrez?

18 MR. GUTIERREZ:  No further questions, Your Honor.

19           THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Terry.  I appreciate your

20 time.  Have a very nice afternoon.

21           THE WITNESS:  Thank you, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Are there any other witnesses that are

23 wished to be called by any of the defendants or defendants in

24 intervention? 

25 You need a break?

53

004988



1 MR. PRINCE:  No.

2           THE COURT:  Oh.

3 MR. KAHN:  Your Honor, we were able to secure our

4 client's ability to testify tomorrow if you'd like to add them

5 on for tomorrow.

6           THE COURT:  Okay.  So is it okay with you if I call

7 the rebuttal witness, Mr. Pupo, out of order, since he was so

8 kind to come, since we didn't know your client was coming?

9 MR. KAHN:  Of course, Your Honor.

10           THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Parker, you're up with

11 Mr. Pupo.

12 Mr. Pupo, if you'd come back up to the stand.  Since

13 it's a new day, we're re-swearing you.  It's actually a new

14 month, I think.

15 JORGE PUPO, PLAINTIFFS' WITNESS, SWORN

16           THE CLERK:  Thank you.  Please be seated.  Please

17 state and spell your name for the record.

18           THE WITNESS:  Jorge Pupo.  J-O-R-G-E  P-U-P-O.

19           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, you're up.

20 Mr. Pupo, you know where everything is; right?

21           THE WITNESS:  Yes, ma'am.

22           THE COURT:  Okay.

23 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, may I approach the witness

24 and give him all four of these copies?

25           THE COURT:  You may.  And by all four of these
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1 you're referring to Proposed 308 through 311.

2 MR. PARKER:  I am, Your Honor.  Thank you so much.

3           THE COURT:  To which Mr. Prince made a very specific

4 objection.

5 MR. PARKER:  He did.  He saved up for those

6 objections.  Gave them to me all at once.

7           THE COURT:  Well, Mr. got one sustained today.

8 MR. PARKER:  I knew that one was coming.

9 (Pause in the proceedings)

10            THE COURT:  Mr. Pupo, take as much time as you need

11 to look at those exhibits.  They were new to most of us

12 earlier today.

13 (Pause in the proceedings)

14            THE WITNESS:  Okay, Your Honor.

15           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, you may continue.

16 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

17 DIRECT EXAMINATION

18 BY MR. PARKER:

19 Q    Mr. Pupo, do you recognize any of these documents?

20 A    Recognize a couple of them.  I don't recall a couple

21 of them.

22 Q    Okay.  These were produced recently by the State as

23 coming from your emails, all right.  So we'll take them in

24 order.  308, Proposed Exhibit 308, do you -- it's dated

25 December 19, 2016, and it speaks of background checks.  Have
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1 you seen that document before?

2 A    I don't recall the document.

3 Q    Do you recall there being an issue in terms of how

4 background checks would be done from the medical marijuana to

5 the recreational marijuana?

6 A    Yeah, I remember discussions regarding processes.

7 Q    All right.  And was there discussions concerning how

8 the process applied in the context of the medical marijuana

9 could be replicated in terms of the recreational marijuana

10 process?

11 A    Yes, there were discussions.

12 Q    All right.  And was that process similar?  Was it

13 adopted by the Department of Taxation for purposes of the

14 recreational marijuana process taken from the medical?

15 A    Yes.  They're similar.

16 Q    All right.  Does this document reflect that

17 approach?

18 A    Yes, it does.

19 MR. PARKER:  All right.  Your Honor, I move for the

20 admission of Exhibit 308.

21           THE COURT:  Mr. Prince, your objection?

22 MR. PRINCE:  Your Honor, number one, it's a hearsay

23 document that he's purporting to offer for the truth of the

24 matters asserted in there.  He's doesn't know who authored the

25 document.  He doesn't know how it was authored or the
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1 circumstances, so there's no way he can lay an adequate

2 foundation for its admissibility or even establish its

3 relevance.  What he had a discussion about --

4           THE COURT:  Well, I think the relevance is

5 established given the prior 15 days of the hearing or 16 days

6 of the hearing.

7 MR. PRINCE:  But he hasn't even talked about the

8 document.  If he talked about relevancy of --

9           THE COURT:  Well, wait.  Can I stop a second.

10 Mr. Pupo, since I don't have the document, can you

11 tell me if you were either the recipient or the sender of the

12 document?

13           THE WITNESS:  Well, nothing on the document

14 indicates I'm the recipient, but I believe these were

15 documents that came out of my emails that were turned over to

16 my attorneys.

17           THE COURT:  So, Mr. Shevorski, these documents were

18 documents that were produced after his last testimony that

19 come from his email account?

20 MR. BHIRUD:  That's correct.

21           THE COURT:  Mr. Bhirud.  Thank you very much.

22 MR. SHEVORSKI:  Mr. Bhirud handled that, Your Honor.

23           THE COURT:  Well, I had to look past you, because

24 you're wider, wider than Mr. Bhirud.

25 Okay.  Next, Mr. Prince?
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1 MR. PRINCE:  Well, he didn't identify -- he may have

2 produced them as part of his emails, but he did not generate

3 the document, didn't create it, and he was not a recipient to

4 the document.  Therefore, he can't lay the foundation for the

5 document.  Just because he had it in his possession at some

6 point in time, he may have been tasked with collecting

7 documents.  So therefore there's no foundation.

8           THE COURT:  So you missed the prior 16 days of the

9 hearing.  So --

10 MR. PRINCE:  I knew that was --

11           THE COURT:  And I appreciate you coming in at the

12 last minute and trying to get up to speed, but the issues

13 related to the emails were the subject of discussion during

14 prior testimony.  So to the extent that your objection is

15 basesd upon the fact these are not emails relating to

16 discussions that this witness is part of and therefore it's

17 hearsay and he cannot be -- they cannot be admitted, I'm going

18 to overrule that objection.  He is here and able to be cross-

19 examined and have his memory refreshed if anyone would like to

20 examine him on the decisions made to change the information

21 about background check.  So that one's admitted.  That's the

22 first one.

23 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 308 admitted)

24 BY MR. PARKER:

25 Q    Let's go to 309.  And are you familiar with Amanda
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1 Connor?

2 A    Yes, I am.

3 Q    Okay.  Do you recall receiving around June 25th,

4 2017, in or around that time period, documents, opinions

5 prepared by her on behalf of the Nevada Cannabis Coalition?

6 A    Again, yeah, this is one of them, but I don't recall

7 receiving it.

8 Q    All right.  And this one deals with not only NRS

9 453A, but also NRS 453D; is that correct?

10 A    Yes.

11 Q    All right.  And do you recall in particular --

12 again, this goes to the background checks -- the issue with

13 regards to background checks on all owners, officers, and

14 board members, which is reflected on page 2 of this document?

15 A    Yes.

16 Q    Do you recall that being a consideration for the

17 development of the regulations related to recreational

18 marijuana?

19 A    Yes.

20 MR. PARKER:  All right.  Your Honor, I move for this

21 document, also.

22           THE COURT:  Any objection, Mr. Prince?

23 MR. PRINCE:  Yes.  Objecting again to foundation. 

24 It's hearsay, it's created by Amanda Connor, who's a private

25 attorney.  So it wasn't even generated by the State.  At least
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1 308 was a document generated by the Department.  So therefore

2 he potentially can argue he laid the foundation.  But this

3 document is something that was sent by someone else, and so

4 it's hearsay by definition.  He can't --

5           THE COURT:  But it's sent to him.

6 MR. PRINCE:  No.  He says he didn't receive it.

7 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, this was in -- all of the

8 documents --

9           THE COURT:  Hold on a second.

10 Sir, were you a recipient of this email, whether

11 you're a cc or a direct recipient?

12 MR. PRINCE:  It's actually a memorandum.  It's not

13 an email.

14           THE COURT:  Oh.  Did you just pull attachments, Mr.

15 Parker, without the emails that go with them?

16 MR. PARKER:  Your Honor, I pulled this as a simple

17 document from the email list.  Now, there may have been

18 something before or after, but this was a single document the

19 way it was produced.

20           THE COURT:  All right.  So, Mr. Pupo, do you

21 remember the document which is Proposed 309 as part of the

22 discussions that you had with Amanda Connor related to the

23 regulatory process?

24           THE WITNESS:  So, Your Honor, I don't remember or

25 recall this specific document, but we did have discussions in
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1 the beginning regarding the items in this document.

2           THE COURT:  And you previously on your prior visits

3 to the court have testified about those discussions with

4 Amanda Connor and some of the things that you did as a result. 

5 Is the information in Proposed 309 part of the information you

6 relied upon in making the decisions you made to make changes

7 in the process?

8           THE WITNESS:  Well, yes.  We reviewed -- this would

9 be part of the documents I reviewed in our discussions in

10 creating the regulations and things like that.

11           THE COURT:  It will be admitted.

12 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 309 admitted)

13           THE COURT:  Okay.  Next.  So that takes me to 310.

14 BY MR. PARKER:

15 Q    Now, I'm not going to take as long with 310, because

16 310 is to you and from you and is an email string.

17 MR. PARKER:  Mr. Prince, any objection to this

18 document?

19 MR. PRINCE:  No.  I think I'm going to withdraw the

20 [inaudible].

21           THE COURT:  310 will be admitted.

22 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 310 admitted)

23           THE COURT:  Okay.  Exhibit 311.

24 MR. PARKER:  311 is also an email to and from Mr.

25 Pupo.
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1           THE COURT:  Mr. Pupo -- Mr. Prince, any objection to

2 311?

3 MR. PRINCE:  I am objecting to it again on hearsay,

4 because the bottom part of it -- his portion of it is very

5 nominal.  He received a email from a Kara Cronkhite from the

6 County, and I think all of --

7           THE COURT:  Kara Cronkhite's actually a State

8 employee.  She works directly under him.

9 MR. PRINCE:  So she's a State employee?  Oh.  I'm

10 sorry.  I thought it was the City of -- I'm sorry.

11 And anyway, nevertheless, I object to just the

12 content of it as being hearsay.  So --

13           THE COURT:  So Ms. Cronkhite --

14 MR. PRINCE:  He was a recipient of the email.

15           THE COURT:  And she's his direct report.  She

16 reports directly up -- there's like two layers between her and

17 him.  Okay.  Any other objection, Mr. Prince?

18 MR. PRINCE:  No.

19           THE COURT:  Okay.  It'll be admitted.

20 (Plaintiffs' Exhibit 311 admitted)

21 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.

22 That's all I have, Mr. Pupo.

23           THE COURT:  Did you have any more questions for Mr.

24 Pupo, Mr. Parker?

25 MR. PARKER:  No.  I think he has laid the
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1 foundation.

2           THE COURT:  Mr. Pupo, I've got a couple of

3 questions.  And then I'm going to let Mr. Prince go, but I'm

4 going to go first, because my questions are outside the scope

5 of what Mr. Parker just asked, which may mean that somebody

6 may want to follow up on mine.  And rather than having you

7 guys get up three times, I'll let you get up twice.

8 So, sir, when you gave direction to your staff to

9 remove the portion of the application that required the actual

10 proposed physical location what other changes to the

11 application did you direct your staff to do?

12           THE WITNESS:  Your Honor, I don't recall asking them

13 to remove any aspect of the application.  We had done some

14 clarifications, as I testified earlier.

15           THE COURT:  So when you gave direction to your staff

16 that the actual physical location would no longer be required

17 as part of the application process did you give them any other

18 specific direction on changes to make to parts of the

19 application?

20           THE WITNESS:  I don't recall any specific ones.  We

21 -- the application went back and forth, you know, as things

22 were being updated.  And I don't remember any specific.  I

23 know there were some clarifications we did change, because I

24 testified earlier that it said construction plans, and we had

25 that changed to general floor plans to match the regulations. 
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1 And there were a couple items like that, Your Honor.

2           THE COURT:  Okay.  And you don't recall anything

3 more specific being given as direction to your staff members?

4           THE WITNESS:  No.

5           THE COURT:  Okay.  You were here for a few minutes

6 when Mr. Terry was testifying at the end when Mr. Cristalli

7 was examining him.  I'm going to ask you one question about

8 something he talked about.

9 The Exhibit 20 that Mr. Cristalli showed him was an

10 example that we've seen in various days of the hearing about

11 the grouping together of nonidentified applications for

12 licensees for various different jurisdictions.  Did you make

13 the decision that the license applications for nonidentified

14 would be evaluated as a group, rather than individually?

15           THE WITNESS:  No, Your Honor.

16           THE COURT:  Okay.  When did you learn that that was

17 the way it was done?

18           THE WITNESS:  Probably -- I don't even recall ever

19 really talking about it, unless it was after the applications,

20 you know -- I don't want to be the one passing the buck, but

21 Steve Gilbert was the one that handled all that with the

22 evaluators and how they were going to process.  So I don't --

23 I don't recall telling them how to do anything regarding that

24 or even inquiring as to how it was -- if they were grouped or

25 nongrouped.  All I really knew is that there was an

64

004999



1 unidentified section that was being evaluated and an

2 identified section that was being evaluated.

3           THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you very much, sir.

4 Now, Mr. Parker, do you want to follow up on any of

5 the questions that I just asked of Mr. Pupo before I turn it

6 over to the rest of the folks?

7 MR. PARKER:  I do.

8           THE COURT:  Okay.

9 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

10 DIRECT EXAMINATION (Resumed)

11 BY MR. PARKER:

12 Q    Mr. Pupo, in terms of the Judge's questions

13 regarding changes to the application if you were to take a

14 look at Exhibit 310 --

15           THE COURT:  And it's now on the screen.

16 MR. PARKER:  Which is perfect.

17 BY MR. PARKER:

18 Q    If we go to the bottom of the -- of this document,

19 Amanda Connor is saying to you, Jorge, she has questions about

20 the property address being a necessary component of the

21 application.  Do you see that?  I'm paraphrasing, of course.

22 A    Yes, she discussed it.

23 Q    She says at the bottom, "Can you please confirm that

24 a location is not required and documentation about a location

25 will not be considered."  Do you see that?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    And that's August 22nd, 2018; is that correct?

3 A    Yes.

4 Q    Now, Amanda Connor has spoken to you, she's gone to

5 lunch with you, she's gone to dinner with you.  You've had

6 numerous conversations with Amanda Connor leading up to this

7 point in time; is that correct?

8 A    Yes.

9 Q    Now, there was testimony earlier in this trial by I

10 believe Andrew Jolley that said that this application was

11 clear to anybody who was smart or intelligent or not dumb,

12 something like that.  I don't know if you were made aware of

13 that testimony.

14      A    No.

15 Q    All right.  So she's still asking questions after

16 that ListServ went out in July; is that correct?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    But your response is, "That is correct.  If you have

19 a lease or own property that puts those plans...."  What did

20 you mean by that, sir, property [unintelligible] put those

21 plans?  What did you mean to say?

22      A    So, as I testified earlier, we had gotten calls, you

23 know, well, what if I lease, if I have a lease or I own the

24 property, you know, what do we do, where do I put it.

25 Q    Right.
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1      A    So I think that was part of the change in the

2 application where then it said, you know, lease -- if you

3 lease, you know, put it here.  So that -- and that's what I'm

4 saying, is if you lease or whatever, then, you know, include

5 that information.

6 Q    Right.  And it says if you don't, then tell us what

7 will the floor plan be like, et cetera.  That's what you --

8      A    Right.  A general floor plan.

9 Q    Now, when the Judge asked the question regarding any

10 additional changes did you consider at that point making it

11 clear that the adequacy of size of the building -- because it

12 doesn't mention a floor plan in the application; are you aware

13 of that?

14 A    I'm sorry.  It does, or does not?

15 Q    Does not.  The word "floor plan" does not appear in

16 the -- on the face of application.  Were you aware of that?

17 A    No.  I thought we had made a change from -- are you

18 sure in the application -- because it says construction -- it

19 used to say construction.  It was supposed to change to a

20 general floor plan to meet the regulation.

21 Q    No.  See, that's -- that's why the Judge asked -- I

22 think that's why the Judge asked that question.  But it

23 doesn't say that.  And so when I saw here -- you indicate tell

24 them what will the floor plan be like, that's not in the

25 criteria for the scoring.  It still says "adequacy of size of
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1 building," and it does not mention "floor plan."  It says

2 "building."  Did you intend to make additional changes to the

3 application to reflect the use of a floor plan instead of a

4 building or a address location?

5 A    Not instead of.  Like I said, the application from

6 my understanding said "construction plans."

7 Q    Okay.

8      A    But the regulations had changed to say "general

9 floor plans."

10 Q    That's what you thought?

11 A    The regulation was changed to that.

12 Q    Well, so you believe that the regulation said "floor

13 plan" and --

14      A    Said "general floor plans."

15 Q    Okay.  So you believe that the regulation said

16 "general floor plan," and you believe the application said

17 "general floor plan"?

18 A    Right. 

19 Q    Okay.  Would you be surprised if neither of those

20 are true?

21 A    Yes.

22 Q    Okay.  Good enough.

23 Now, above that it says, and this is again the same

24 day from Amanda Connor, it says that, "A person who has a

25 lease or owns the property, they might get more points simply

68

005003



1 for having the property secured"; correct?  You see that?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    All right.  And your response is, "No.  Location is

4 not scored then."  You were emphatic at that point.

5      A    Yes.

6 Q    All right.  Would you agree with me after having

7 spent as much time as you've spent with Ms. Connor, her

8 writing opinions, explanations, that there was still some

9 confusion in terms of address versus the use of floor plans?

10 A    You know, when she called me about this -- you could

11 see in the email below she says, "I know the regulations make

12 it clear that land use or property will not be considered in

13 the application."  But she would call and say -- I'd say, how

14 many times, you know, do we have to discuss this; and it's

15 like, well, my client just wants confirmation, so I'm calling

16 for my client."

17 Q    All right.  But then if you turn to the back page of

18 Exhibit 310, it says, "Please note:  the size or square

19 footage of the proposed establishment should include the

20 maximum size of the proposed operation, the lease, property

21 owners, the startup plans, and potential expansion should be

22 clearly stated...then to lead to misunderstandings and

23 surrendering a certification."  Do you see that?

24      A    Yes.

25 Q    All right.  And right above that it says,
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1 "Documentation concerning the adequacy of the size of the

2 proposed recreational marijuana establishment to serve the

3 needs of persons who are authorized to engage in the use of

4 marijuana must be included in this tab.  The content of this

5 response must be in a identified format, include building --"

6 again "-- building," and you've got here, "and general floor

7 plans with all supporting details."

8      A    Right.  And that -- I'm sorry.

9 Q    Now, what -- I'm sorry.  This is her letter -- her

10 email to you, but she's still including "building."  Why is

11 there not a formal change to the application to reflect,

12 building not necessary, floor plan sufficient?

13 A    I don't know.  This is where we made the change that

14 I was saying that says "general floor plans" where it used to

15 say "construction plans."

16 Q    And then again above that she says, "But there seems

17 to be some inconsistency in the application."  That is what

18 she's saying.  Do you see that?  First page at the bottom,

19 first sentence right after the comma it says, "But there seems

20 to be --"

21      A    Right.

22 Q    "-- some inconsistency in the application."

23      A    Yes.  That's what she says, yes.

24 Q    All right.  So the question -- the last question

25 that the Judge asked you about followup conversations after
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1 the changes to the applications, was the inconsistency that

2 Ms. Connor is speaking of ever addressed in any additional

3 modifications or revisions to the application?

4 A    No.

5 MR. PARKER:  All right.  Nothing further, Your

6 Honor.

7           THE COURT:  Thank you.

8 Now Mr. Prince.

9 MR. PRINCE:  Thank you.

10 CROSS-EXAMINATION

11 BY MR. PRINCE:

12 Q    Good afternoon, sir.

13      A    Good afternoon.

14 Q    You have Exhibit 310 in front of you?  Very good.

15 Now, so we're clear, the location did not receive

16 any scoring as part of the application process; correct?

17 A    I believe that's correct, yes.

18 Q    Similarly, a floor plan, a building plan, or even

19 construction plans, that wouldn't have received any scoring,

20 either; correct?

21 A    Individually, no.

22 Q    Right.  That wasn't part of the scoring criteria;

23 correct?

24 A    I think it was evaluated under the building

25 criteria.
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1 Q    Right.  But in terms of the -- when you responded

2 back to Amanda Connor on August 22nd, 2018, and you put in all

3 caps "LOCATION IS NOT SCORED, DAMMIT," why did you use that

4 language, all in caps, "DAMMIT," with an exclamation?  Were

5 you trying to make yourself clear to anybody who was receiving

6 that email and who she may have disseminated it to that

7 location was not going to be considered as part of the scoring

8 criteria?

9 A    Yeah.  I mean --

10 Q    But in the -- right?  That's what you were trying to

11 do; right?

12 A    Right.

13 Q    Because you made yourself available to anybody who

14 wanted to call you.  Any prospective applicant who had a

15 question about whether or not location or floor plan was going

16 to be considered, you were available to answer those

17 questions; correct?

18 A    Yes, I was available.

19 Q    And so to Mr. Parker's client, had they chosen to

20 call you, you would have answered the question in the

21 identical same way; correct?

22 A    Well, I don't know if the identical same way, but I

23 would have --

24 Q    Meaning clearly.  [Inaudible], but you'd have been

25 clear; right?
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1 A    Yes.

2 Q    So if Mr. Hawkins, who's in back here, had called

3 you on the telephone in August of 2018 and had a question

4 about this issue, you'd have told him clearly, in clear words

5 that location is not going to be part of the scoring criteria;

6 correct?

7 A    Yes.

8 Q    All right.  In fairness, Ms. Connor wasn't the only

9 person who had been asking you questions in the summer of 2018

10 about the application process; correct?

11 A    Correct.

12 Q    You were receiving questions from dozens, if not

13 many, more than a hundred prospective applicants; correct?

14 A    I don't know how many, but, yeah, many.

15 Q    Dozens; right?

16 A    Yeah.

17 Q    More than 50?

18      A    I don't know.

19 Q    Now, similarly, you were made aware of the NuLeaf

20 decision by the Nevada Supreme Court; right?

21 A    Yes.

22 Q    And that was one of the reasons why not having an

23 actual physical location was not disqualifying to an

24 applicant; correct?

25 A    I guess that was part of their case, yes.
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1 Q    Right.  That is one reason why the Department

2 clarified the issue in July of 2018 is in response to the

3 NuLeaf decision, correct, about the requirement of a physical

4 location on the application?

5 A    I wouldn't say it was because of that decision.

6 Q    It was a factor in it; wouldn't that be a fair

7 statement?

8 A    I don't recall it being a consideration.

9 Q    And one of the other things that you were aware of

10 is that while a prospective applicant may identify a location

11 on an application, it's likely not until the license is issued

12 and you go through the zoning and land use process that

13 there's going to be an actual location identified and one

14 approved for use; right?

15 A    That's correct.

16 Q    The location could very well be temporary; correct?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    And it very well may not come fruition; correct?

19 A    Correct.

20 Q    But one thing is for certain is that you're not

21 going to issue a final certification in order to allow a

22 licensee to open until all of that criteria is met and the

23 Department has conducted a final inspection; correct?

24 A    Say it again?

25 Q    Meaning you're not going to issue a final -- allow a
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1 licensee to open or start operating until all the land use

2 requirements have been met and the Department conducts a final

3 inspection; correct?

4 A    That's correct.

5 Q    All right.  So not having floor plans or a physical

6 location does not prohibit the Department from issuing a

7 license, because it can be highly variable; correct?

8 A    You mean not having floor plans -- it's all part of

9 the building inspection.

10 Q    You mean the final before you allow a licensee to

11 open?

12 A    Well, normally licenses will do the improvements,

13 and then we'll do some sort of inspection.  It could be a pre-

14 opening inspection, a walk-through.  Inspectors will take a

15 look, look at the floor plan, and if changes need to be made,

16 they make the recommendations and the licensee makes those

17 changes.

18 Q    Right.  But that's after the license is issued, a

19 site has been secured --

20      A    That's even previous to a license being issued.

21 Q    Right.  And so -- but you're not going to do any

22 inspection before the Department issues a license, are you?

23 A    We do.

24 Q    You issued the licenses on December the 5th, 2018.

25      A    We issued a conditional license.
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1 Q    Right.  All licenses are conditional until you

2 conduct that final inspection; correct?

3 A    Yes.

4 Q    Right.  Because a licensee, once they received the

5 approval on December 5th, 2018, then they had to pay the

6 $20,000; correct?

7 A    Yes.

8 Q    And after that each licensee was now subject to NRS

9 483D and all of its requirements; correct?

10 A    453D.

11 Q    Excuse me.  453D and all of the requirements and the

12 regulations; correct?

13 A    Yes.

14 Q    And after that then you'd have to go through -- if

15 you wanted suspended or revoke, you'd have to then go --

16 thereafter go through the process outlined in 453D; correct?

17 A    Yes.

18 Q    And so you understand practically speaking that a

19 prospective applicant is not going to enter into a lease and

20 start making rent payments until they know they've actually

21 received a license so they can make that type of investment;

22 correct?

23 A    It's a business decision.

24 Q    You agree that that's a prudent thing to do; right?

25 A    Yes.
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1 Q    And the Department clearly knew that; correct?

2 A    Yes.

3 Q    All right.  And with respect to Amanda Connor's

4 email of August 22nd, 2018, which is Exhibit Number 310, she

5 says, "The regulations are clear"; correct?

6 A    Regarding land use or property, yes.

7 Q    Right.  But she says there's some inconsistency in

8 the application, the form; correct?

9 A    Yes.

10 Q    You agree that the application itself, that's not

11 changing the requirements of NRS 453D or NAC 453D, the

12 regulations; correct?

13 A    Correct.

14 MR. PRINCE:  Thank you, Judge.  I don't have any

15 further questions.

16           THE COURT:  Thank you.

17 Any of the other defendants or defendants

18 intervention?  Thank you.

19 MR. WIGHT:  Can we bring up Exhibit 308, the first

20 one that was admitted today.

21           THE COURT:  Thank you, Brian.

22 MR. WIGHT:  Thank you.

23 CROSS-EXAMINATION

24 BY MR. WIGHT:

25 Q    Mr. Pupo, my name is Brody Wight.  I'm on behalf of
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1 NOR.  Dave Koch questioned you on behalf of NOR before.  Just

2 a few quick questions.

3 So you said you were not familiar with this

4 memorandum, it doesn't come to mind.  If you look where it

5 says "Issues," issues in Number 1 it says, "Based on Public

6 Law 92-544 the FBI has mandatory elements that a state statute

7 must meet for a federal background check."  Do you ever recall

8 discussing Public Law 92-544 with anybody in the Department or

9 anybody else in regards to background checks?

10 A    I don't remember that PL number specifically.

11 Q    Do you remember discussing any portion of the public

12 law or FBI, any mandatory elements that FBI has in order to

13 conduct background checks, anybody?

14 A    Yes.

15 Q    What do you remember discussing about that?

16      A    Well, part of the issue was that DPBH would do the

17 background checks when it was under the medical program, and

18 when the program was put over to the Department of Taxation we

19 didn't have a way to conduct the background checks.  So we

20 thought -- initially what happened was we were going to run

21 the background checks under 453A, DPS, FBI, or DPS said, no,

22 you can't do that, you have to have the authorization to do

23 the background checks under 453D.  Well, in order to do that

24 it has to be legislatively mandated, so there has to be a

25 statute giving the Department authority to conduct FBI
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1 background checks.  So then I think that session we worked on

2 getting the language in so the Department could conduct the

3 FBI checks.

4 Q    And that was a -- if recall correctly, that was the

5 -- ended up being the one statute -- I don't remember the

6 exact number, but the only statute in 453D that was enacted

7 after the initiative.  Is that what you're talking about, the

8 one that allows the Department to gather fingerprints to

9 conduct a background check?

10 A    Right.  Yeah.

11 Q    So is it your understanding that the FBI had

12 mandatory elements that needed to be met in order to conduct

13 these background checks and that one of the elements was that

14 it had to be in the statute and could not be regulations?

15 A    Correct.

16 Q    Are you aware of any of the other elements that were

17 mandatory that needed to occur for the FBI to conduct

18 background checks?

19 A    Yeah, I don't remember all of them.  I mean, we had

20 a -- going back, we had to create our own account with the

21 FBI.  They needed to know -- I think we had to give them

22 certain information, like who was going to be background

23 checked or what categories they fell in, things like that.

24 Q    Do you recall if the FBI -- if it was mandatory that

25 the authorization to conduct background checks not be overly

79

005014



1 broad in its scope or that it must identify a specific

2 category of applicants to be background checked?  Do you

3 recall if that was one of the mandatory elements or not?

4 A    Yeah.  That's what I was saying earlier.  I don't

5 remember exactly.  I wasn't a direct participant in those

6 conversations.  But from what I remember from meetings and

7 things, it was like they had to know certain categories of

8 people that were going to require the background checks.

9 MR. WIGHT:  Thank you.  No further questions.

10           THE COURT:  Any other defendant, defendant in

11 intervention?

12 MR. PRINCE:  I do.

13           THE COURT:  Not yet, Mr. Prince.  You already went.

14 MR. PRINCE:  Oh.  I'm sorry.

15           THE COURT:  You don't get to go again.  I need

16 everybody to go once before you get --

17 Ms. Shell.

18 MS. SHELL:  I just have a really quick series of

19 questions.  Very quick.

20           THE COURT:  If Jill says she can hear you from

21 there, you can stay there.  Otherwise, come on up.

22 MS. SHELL:  Oh.  Then I'll stay back here.

23 Brian, can you put up Exhibit -- the page 13 of

24 Exhibit 5 and page 13 of Exhibit 5A side by side.

25 //

80

005015



1 CROSS-EXAMINATION

2 BY MS. SHELL:

3 Q    I wanted to ask you, Mr. Pupo -- by the way, my

4 name's Alina Shell.  I don't think I had a chance to examine

5 you during your many days here last time.  So pleasure now. 

6 And I represent GreenMart of Nevada NLV.

7 So earlier Mr. Parker was asking you about why there

8 weren't -- you know, we were talking about the requirements

9 for the application, and he asked you why you didn't remove

10 the building requirement from the newer version of the

11 application.  Do you recall that line of inquiry?

12 A    Yes.

13 Q    Okay.  So I want to direct your attention to

14 Exhibit 5 first.

15 MS. SHELL:  And if you could highlight specifically

16 Tab 5.3.3, the -- for Tab 3.

17           THE COURT:  And, sir, if you want to look at these

18 in the book, they're actually right next to each other under 5

19 and 5A.

20           THE WITNESS:  Okay.  Thank you.

21 BY MS. SHELL:

22 Q    And you can see that okay, Mr. Pupo?

23 A    Yes.

24 Q    Okay.  I just want to direct your attention to the

25 last sentence.  It says, and I'll read it, "The contents of
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1 this response must be in a nonidentified format and include

2 building and general floor plans with all supporting details."

3      A    Yes.

4 Q    That's in Exhibit 5.  So that was --

5 MS. SHELL:  Now if we could pull up 5A, that same

6 tab, if you could highlight that.

7 BY MS. SHELL:

8 Q    And in the last sentence it says, "The content of

9 this response must be in a nonidentified format and include

10 general floor plans with all supporting details."  Would you

11 agree that those two sentences between Exhibit 5 and 5A are

12 different?

13 A    Yes.

14 Q    And what is the difference that you see?

15 A    The word "building" is removed.

16 MS. SHELL:  Okay.  No further questions, Your Honor.

17           THE COURT:  Thank you.

18 Anyone else from the defendants, defendants in

19 intervention?

20 Anything from the State?

21 MR. SHEVORSKI:  No, Your Honor.

22           THE COURT:  Anyone from the plaintiffs?

23 MR. PARKER:  Just one question, Your Honor.

24           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker.

25 I'll come back to you, Mr. Prince.

82

005017



1 MR. PRINCE:  Okay.

2           THE COURT:  Mr. Bice, did you want to ask some?

3 MR. BICE:  Well, I was going to have Mr. Prince do

4 it, but --

5           THE COURT:  We'll let him do it in a minute.

6 MR. BICE:  Thank you.

7 REDIRECT EXAMINATION

8 BY MR. PARKER:

9 Q    Just one question.  The application said "building

10 and general floor plan"; is that correct?

11 A    Yes.

12 MR. PARKER:  That's all.  Thank you.

13           THE COURT:  Now, Mr. Prince, would you like to ask

14 any more questions?

15 MR. PRINCE:  I would.

16 RECROSS-EXAMINATION

17 BY MR. PRINCE:

18 Q    Let me just ask a question about the background

19 checks for a moment, okay.

20      A    Yeah.

21 Q    Any of the plaintiffs in this case, did any of them

22 contact you at any point during the application process

23 objecting to the background checks that the Department was

24 going to do?

25 A    No.
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1 Q    Okay.  Did any of the plaintiffs object to the

2 regulation that you were going to background anybody who had a

3 5 percent interest or greater in the entity?

4 A    No.

5 Q    Did anybody ask -- any of plaintiffs ever ask the

6 Department to change the regulations or how it was going to

7 conduct the background check at any time before December 5th,

8 2018?

9 A    Not that I recall.

10 Q    And did any plaintiff ever -- did you ever -- or the

11 Department ever attempt to stop one of these plaintiffs from

12 asserting their legal rights if the Department wasn't carrying

13 out the background check requirement according to the ballot

14 initiative?

15 A    Go back.  Try that one again.

16 Q    At any point before December 5th, 2018, when the

17 licenses were conditionally issued did any of the plaintiffs

18 approach you or anybody at the Department, to your knowledge,

19 to suggest or say that the background checks were not

20 performed in accordance with the ballot initiative, to your

21 recollection?

22 A    No, not that I know of.

23 Q    And in fact that issue on background checks, it's

24 only arisen after this lawsuit; correct?  To your knowledge.

25      A    Yes.
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1 Q    All right.  At no point during the summer months of

2 2018 was that even really an issue that you were dealing with;

3 correct?

4 A    Well, let me go back on that a little bit.  That has

5 been a topic of conversation occasionally during changes of --

6 transfer of ownership.

7 Q    Okay.  Other than ownership transfers, it was never

8 an issue as part of the application process; correct?

9 A    Correct.

10 MR. PRINCE:  Thank you.

11           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, anything else?

12 MR. PARKER:  Thank you, Your Honor.  How did you

13 know?

14           THE COURT:  Because you get to go last.

15 MR. PARKER:  Thank you.

16 FURTHER REDIRECT EXAMINATION

17 BY MR. PARKER:

18 Q    Mr. Pupo, Mr. Prince was not here for the last 16

19 days of this hearing, so I want to make sure we --

20           THE COURT:  He was here one time before.

21 MR. PARKER:  By chance?

22 MR. PRINCE:  Last week.  A week ago.

23 MR. PARKER:  Okay.  Fifteen.  I'm sorry.  Fifteen

24 days.

25 //
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1 BY MR. PARKER:

2 Q    Mr. Pupo, is it true, sir, that several of the

3 applicants and including several of those who are now

4 plaintiffs wanted to meet with the State and discuss the

5 scoring prior to this lawsuit?

6 A    I don't recall them wanting to meet.  I think there

7 were some comments regarding maybe the process during some

8 public meetings and things like that.

9 Q    As to scoring?

10 A    Yes.

11 Q    Ask for an evaluation or some type of debriefing on

12 how the scoring was handled?

13 A    Yes.

14 Q    In fact had meetings that were set up with the State

15 representatives, Ms. Cronkhite and Mr. Hernandez?

16 A    Yes.

17 Q    And in fact even tried to appeal the process?

18 A    Yes.

19 Q    All of those things -- the appeal was refused, is

20 that correct, by the State?

21 A    Correct.

22 Q    And the meetings that were held did not allow for

23 any meaningful exchange of information regarding the scoring

24 other than, this is your score; is that a fair statement?

25 A    Meaningful?  I guess.
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1 Q    All right.  And so in terms of trying to ferret out

2 why a particular applicant had a particular score and what the

3 criteria was I believe in your words you did not want to show

4 them how the scoring would be done because that would be

5 giving them the answers to the test.  Isn't that what you

6 said?

7 A    I did say that, yes.

8 Q    All right.  And as a result, no one knew how the

9 scoring would be done based upon the metrics, the scoring

10 metrics that the State kept secret; is that correct?

11 A    That's correct.

12 MR. PARKER:  No further questions.

13           THE COURT:  All right.  Mr. Prince.

14 MR. PRINCE:  Just one briefly.

15 FURTHER RECROSS-EXAMINATION

16 BY MR. PRINCE:

17 Q    Don't you agree background checks was not part of

18 the scoring; correct?

19 A    Correct.

20 MR. PRINCE:  Thank you.

21           THE COURT:  Mr. Parker, anything else?

22 MR. PARKER:  No.  We don't.

23           THE COURT:  Anyone else have any questions for Mr.

24 Pupo?  Because he's not coming back again.

25           THE COURT:  Thank you so much, Mr. Pupo.  Have a
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1 lovely day.  And I truly appreciate you coming down this

2 afternoon, because I was hoping to finish the evidence today.

3           THE WITNESS:  No problem, Your Honor.  I have these

4 exhibits.

5           THE COURT:  Leave that there.  Dulce will get them.

6 (Pause in the proceedings)

7            THE COURT:  Okay.  Next witness.  So we're just to

8 Mr. Kahn's witness, who's available tomorrow 10:00 o'clock,

9 9:00 o'clock?  What time?

10 UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  9:00 a.m.   Whatever works

11 for the Court.

12 MR. PARKER:  9:00 is fine with me, Your Honor.

13           THE COURT:  Okay.  Let's start at 9:30.

14 Okay.  Anything else for today?

15 Then I've got some homework assignments for you to

16 think about so tomorrow when we finish the evidence you can

17 answer my questions.

18 First I will ask all of you if you rest

19 individually, and hopefully everybody will say yes.

20 Mr. Prince has previously mentioned that some people

21 may want to file motions or pocket briefs or something for my

22 consideration prior to closing arguments.  I appreciate the

23 fact you want to do that.  If you want to do it, I'd really

24 like them by 3:00 o'clock on Wednesday so I can read them

25 before the closing arguments on Thursday morning.
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1 I have set aside the morning Thursday and Friday to

2 do closing arguments in part because of Mr. Parker's

3 obligations Thursday afternoon and Mr. Koch's trial that Judge

4 Denton and I are trying to juggle between the two places.

5 Given the fact I've set aside those two mornings,

6 does anyone have concerns as a group that we're not going to

7 finish closing arguments?

8 MR. SHEVORSKI:  God, I hope not.

9           THE COURT:  Well, if anybody says yes, then I'm

10 going to the time limits issue, which is the next one on my

11 list.

12 MR. PARKER:  Not me, Your Honor.  I included all of

13 my closing in my questions.

14           THE COURT:  If no one thinks they're going to pull a

15 Pisanelli on me --

16 All right.  So you guys don't think you're going to

17 have problems.  You're going to split it among yourselves in a

18 fair way, and I'm not going to get involved, and we'll assume

19 that we get everything done.  All right.

20 MR. CRISTALLI:  Your Honor, can we just ask Mr. Kahn

21 who we're expecting to testify tomorrow?

22           THE COURT:  His client representative.

23 MR. KAHN:  He's a representative from Helping Hands.

24           MR. GENTILE:  Who?

25 MR. KAHN:  It's not the trial by ambush.  Yeah.  We
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1 had those issues before.  But I'll tell you it's Alfred

2 Terteryan.

3           THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, I know you have his

4 application, because it was produced earlier, probably right

5 around Memorial Day.

6 Anything else?

7 MR. PARKER:  That's it, Your Honor.

8           THE COURT:  Okay.  I'll see you guys at 9:30.

9 (Court recessed at 3:07 a.m., until the following day,

10 Wednesday, August 14, 2019, at 9:30 a.m.)

11 * * * * *
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