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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, aNevada
Limited Liability Company,

Plaintiffs,
vs.

4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited
liability company, DOES I through X and
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive;

Defendants.

CASE NO. A-17-755479-C
DEPT. NO. XXXII

ORDER APPOINTING RECEIVER

Having considered (a) 4Front Advisors LLC's ("4Front") February 25,2019 Application

to Appoint Receiver, (b) CwNevada's February 27,2019 Opposition and March 21,2019

Supplemental Opposition, (c) Nuveda, LLC's February 21,2019 Opposition and March 21,2019

Supplemental Opposition, (d) 4Front's March 28, 2019 Reply, and (e) all joinders and

receivership briefing filed by all intervening parties in their intervening papers; and

Having conducted hearings on the Application and considered the arguments of all parties

present on February 28, April 4, April 17, and June 14, 2019, including the stipulation of the

Case Number: A-17-755479-C
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parties placed on the record during the June 14,2019 hearing on the Application;

And with good cause appearing therefore, this Court GRANTS the Application to

Appoint Receiver as follows:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

Dotan Y. Melech ("Receiver") is hereby appointed Receiver over CwNevada LLC and all

of its assets including, without limitation, all assets and rights related to any subsidiary and

affiliated entities (collectively "CWNevada") in which CWNevada has an ownership interest,

including but not limited to CWNV LLC, with the powers granted by this Order as follows:

1. The Receiver shall be the agent of the Court and shall be accountable directly to

this Court. This Court hereby asserts exclusive jurisdiction and takes exclusive possession of all

assets and property owned by, controlled by, or in the name of CWNevada, including all assets,

rights, contracts, monies, securities, inventory, real property, personal property, tangible property

and intangible property, of whatever kind and description and wherever situated, including but

not limited to the following Nevada marijuana establishment licenses and the businesses and

properties associated therewith: 8926 2643 4085 3963 7228; 0918 7693 7133 1267 8064; 1376

1794 0956 7505 0382; 3908 4961 6157 3630 3651; and 4358 1723 6737 5350 5053, as well as

domain names, website and content, cloud-based storage accounts, all social media accounts and

email record hosted by CWNevada and any third parties (all assets are, collectively, the

"Receivership Estate"). For all purposes, the Receiver shall, together with one or more

Management Agents if necessary and as set forth herein, have the power and authority to take

possession of, manage and operate the Receivership Estate. The Receiver shall conduct the duties

set forth herein and in doing so shall, together with one or more Management Agent[s] (if
necessary), care for, manage, preserve, protect, sell, operate and collect the revenues generated by

CWNevada's business operations and the Receivership Estate in its reasonable business judgment

as is most beneficial to CWNevada's creditors and as instructed by the Court, consistent with the

laws of Nevada, including the marijuana regulations of the Department of Taxation and the

statutes ofNevada.

1 RA 018
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2. If required by any state or local government body, or if deemed advisable in the

Receiver's business judgment, the Receiver shall promptly engage the services of one or more

"Management Agent[s]" to operate the aspects of the Receivership Estate that are subject to the

Nevada marijuana laws and the marijuana regulations of the Department of Taxation or any other

state or local governmental or regulatory body, including cultivation, production, and dispensary

operations, that may be necessary or advisable to comply with all Nevada laws and regulations

relating to marijuana establishment licenses. The engagement of any Management Agent[s] is

subject to Court approval. Neither the Receiver and/or the Management Agent shall take any

action that either believes could jeopardize CWNevada's marijuana establishment licenses,

without Court approval. The Receiver's powers and duties set forth herein shall include, as

advisable andlor necessary to comply with Nevada law, utilizing the services of the Management

Agent[s], under the Receiver's supervision and control, to comply with Nevada marijuana laws

and regulations, including by utilizing the Management Agent[s] to:

a. Negotiate, execute, perform, extend, re-negotiate, amend, or modify any

contracts or obligations, to the extent any such contract or agreement is necessary for

CWNevada to maintain the status and resources required of it under Nevada law to remain

eligible for its marijuana establishment licenses in accordance with the Department of
Taxation regulations and Nevada statutes;

b. Hire, manage, and terminate the employment of any employee, contractor,

or agent to the extent such action is necessary for CWNevada to maintain CWNevada's

marijuana establishment licenses; and

c. Interact as authorized Management Agent[s] for CV/Nevada with any

governmental entity, agency department, employee, agent or inspector in connection with

obtaining any approvals, certificates, licenses, rights of occupancy or use, zoning

approval, variances, special use permits, permits or rights or approvals required by

Nevada law for CWNevada to remain eligible for its marijuana establishment licenses and

any approvals to operate such establishments. 
]

l3. In addition to other duties set forth herein, Management Agent[s] shall: 
I

-3- RA 019
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a. Obtain and be authorized to obtain all required agent cards for all necessary

employees or agents of CWNevada and, to the extent required by Nevada law, for the

Receiver and its personnel; and

b. Interface with the Department of Taxation and any other relevant State and

local govemmental agencies or bodies on behalf of CWNevada.

4. The Receiver is authorized to perform a review and accounting of all of

CWNevada's assets, holdings, and interests, and may, but shall not be required to, apply to the

Court on an order shortening time with notice to all parties to amend this Order as necessary to

provide the Receiver with the authority to act on behalf of the Receivership Estate and/or to

identify and include any asset or entity that belongs to the Receivership Estate. The Receiver is

empowered to use any and all lawful means to identify and secure the assets, rights, holdings and

interests of the Receivership Estate.

5. The Receiver may contact any party it reasonably believes to be an account debtor

of CWNevada and affange for direct payment of the obligations due from account debtors to the

Receiver. The Receiver is further empowered to commence a lawsuit against an account debtor

or defend any lawsuit brought by an account debtor.

6. In conjunction with any Management Agent[s], the Receiver may liquidate any

and all assets of C'WNevada, including any assets held on its behalf by entities and persons

including but not limited to any affiliates, subsidiaries, agents, offrcers, directors, members,

managers, employees, persons, and businesses in the Receivership Estate, or that are later added

as set forth in Paragraph 4 above. In the event the Receiver determines that the liquidation or sale

of assets within the Receivership Estate, other than within the ordinary course of business of

CWNevada (the sale of CWNevada's products and inventory) is in the best interest of the

Receivership Estate, the Receiver shall provide notice to all parties who have appeared in this

action with the opportunity to object, and any such sale is subject to Court review and approval

and, if necessary, the State of Nevada.

7. The Receiver shall serve without bond.

-4- RA 020
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8. Immediately upon the filing of the Receiver's oath, the Receiver in its business

judgment may direct and, if so directed, CWNevada and/or any of its officers, directors,

managers, and members shall:

a. Tum over and surrender to the Receiver all assets of and income from the

Receivership Estate currently held by C'WNevada or any of its officers, directors, managers,

affiliates, employees, members, principals, agents, representatives or others;

b. Turn over and surrender to the Receiver all property of the Receivership

Estate, including (without limitation): (i) all monies accountable to the proceeds, revenues, issues

and profits of the Receivership Estate, now in the possession, custody or control of CWNevada

and its afÍiliates, agents, members, principals, representatives or others; (ii) all records,

statements, copies of checks, bills, invoices and other data from all bank accounts maintained by

CWNevada in connection with the Receivership Estate, including but not limited to all accounts

maintained at any bank, credit union, brokerage firm, or any financial institution, any other

accounts where the funds relating to the Receivership Estate were transferred or deposited, and all

other records, books of account, ledgers, business records, expense accounts and all documents

and records (including records maintained in electronic form) pertaining to the operation,

maintenance and control of the Receivership Estate (collectively, the "Books and Records"),

whether in the possession and control of CWNevada or in the possession and control of affrliates,

agents, members, managers, representatives, principals, servants, or employees of C'WNevada or

others, provided, however, that said Books and Records shall be made available for the use

CWNevada upon reasonable notice in the normal course of the performance of its duties, as

necessary; (iii) all keys relating to the Receivership Estate, (iv) all computer systems, servers,

and/or software, including any cloud storage or cloud/remote based programs, intellectual

property rights, and websites (with all associated system access information, passwords, alarm

codes, keycards, software, or similar items) that may be used in connection with the Receivership

Estate, wherever located in and whatever mode maintained; (v) all documents and rights that

constitute or pertain to insurance policies, whether currently in effect or lapsed which relate to the

Receivership Estate; (vi) all contracts, leases and subleases, royalty agreements, licenses,

5 RA 021
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assignments or other agreements of any kind whatsoever, whether currently in effect or lapsed,

which relate to any interest in the Receivership Estate; (vii) all income and monies derived from

the Receivership Estate wherever, whenever, and however deposited, stored, secured, andior

maintained; (viii) all mail relating to the Receivership Estate; (ix) all keys, passwords, and

combinations for all safes and locks relating to or located on any property or premises associated

with the Receivership Estate; and (x) all credit card terminals and merchant accounts.

c. Provide access and control to the Receiver to all real property, personal

property, intangible property, and any other physical facilities relating to the Receivership Estate.

d. The Receiver is the holder of all privileges held by CWNevada including

without limitation, the attorney-client privilege and the attorney work product privilege.

9. Immediately upon the filing of the Receiver's oath, the Receiver shall immediately

have the following powers and legal responsibilities, which it may exercise in its business

judgment, working with the Management Agentfs] as appropriate:

a. The Receiver is authorized to exclude CWNevada and any affiliates,

members, managers, principals, agents, attomeys, employees or representatives thereof, or

anyone claiming under any of them, from operating or managing the Receivership Estate, or

being present at any location within the Receivership Estate;

b. The Receiver is authorized to take physical custody and possession of, and

C'WNevada shall assist the Receiver in taking physical custody and possession of; all the real

property and personal property, whether tangible or intangible, and other facilities, furniture,

fixtures and equipment constituting the Receivership Estate;

c. The Receiver is authorized to continue to operate, care for, preserve,

maintain and collect revenue generated by, and sell the Receivership Estate in the normal course

of business in a manner necessary to preserve its overall value and shall incur the expenses

necessary in such operation, cate, preservation, maintenance, collection and sale of the

Receivership Estate, all without further order of this Court; that monies coming into the

possession of the Receiver pursuant hereto and not expended for any of the purposes herein

-6- RA 022
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authorized shall be held by the Receiver, subject to such orders as this Court may hereinafter

issue as to its disposition;

d. The Receiver is authorized to determine, in its discretion, how best to use,

operate, manage, control, market and sell the Receivership Estate, so long as any sale of the

Receivership Estate outside of CWNevada's normal course of business must be approved by the

Court;

e. The Receiver is authorized to purchase materials, supplies, and services

and to pay therefor at ordinary and usual rates and prices out of funds that shall come into its

possession as Receiver, and to compromise debts of the Receivership Estate, and as Receiver to

do all things and to incur the risks and obligations ordinarily incurred by owners, managers, and

operators of similar businesses and that no such risk or obligation so incurred shall be the

personal risk or obligation of the Receiver but shall be a risk or obligation of the Receivership

Estate. No funds of the Receivership Estate may be expended without the authorization of the

Receiver and the Receiver may impose whatever safeguards it deems necessary to ensure every

expenditure is properly authorized;

f. By virtue of its appointment, the Receiver shall have the authority to, in its

sole and absolute discretion, terminate or reject any contracts or agreements relating to the

Receivership Estate. The Receiver may employ other or additional agents and employees, as

necessary to preserve, protect, maintain, manage and sell the Receivership Estate and to pay each

of the foregoing, at ordinary and usual rates and prices, pursuant to appropriate contracts, or

otherwise, out of funds that come into its possession as Receiver without seeking the Court's

consent for such employment;

g. The Receiver is authorized to review, analyze, account for and approve the

Receivership Estate's expenses, payments, transfers, withdrawals, and distributions (collectively

"Payments") to ensure that all such Payments are proper and made in the ordinary course of

business. In addition, the Receiver shall have the authority to write checks for the purpose of

making any payments required or permitted to be made hereunder, including, without limitation,

expenses on account of bank service charges, commissions, marketing and sale costs, dues and

-7 - RA 023
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publications, insurance, maintenance) accounting and other professional services, postage costs

and courier or other delivery costs, interest, inventory, office expenses, rent or other payment

arising under a lease or rental agreement, repairs and maintenance, supplies, taxes, utilities and

telephone expenses, wages and premiums. The Receiver may open anylall operating or security

accounts deemed necessary for the estate and transfer anylall funds from estate accounts to these

receivership accounts and operate out of these receivership accounts, if deemed necessary and

appropriate, in order to preserve and protect the estate and in order to be able to supply reviewed

and reconciled financials;

h. The Receiver is authorized to take all proper actions related to the (i)

marketing and sale of all or any portion of the Receivership Estate in the normal course of

business, (ii) collection of accounts receivable and other amounts owed in respect of the

Receivership Estate, (iii) removal from the Receivership Estate of persons not entitled to entry

thereon, (iv) securement and protection of the Receivership Estate, (v) damage caused to the

Receivership Estate, (vi) recovery of possession of the Receivership Estate, and (vii) initiation or

prosecution of any claims or litigation for the benefit of the Receivership Estate;

i. The Receiver may hire, employ, retain, terminate, and otherwise obtain the

advice and assistance of United AMS, LLC, aNevada limited liability company ("United AMS")

and such legal counsel, accounting and other professionals, including a Management Agent[s]

and/or cannabis compliance consultants and licensed or licensable operators of a Nevada cannabis

business, as may be reasonably necessary to the proper discharge of the Receiver's duties (and to

pay such professionals' reasonable fees, including those fees reasonably incurred prior to Dotan

Y. Melech's appointment as Receiver), without further order of the Court;

j. The Receiver is authorized to receive proceeds and profits from any sale,

use, transfer or disposition of the Receivership Estate; and to deposit and hold such funds in one

or more interest-bearing accounts as deemed appropriate;

k. The Receiver may hire, employ, retain, and terminate consultants,

operating companies andlor other professionals, management, brokers, auctioneers and any other

personnel or employees which the Receiver deems necessary to assist it in the discharge of his

-8- RA 024
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duties, to whom the Receiver may delegate operational responsibilities for the Receivership

Estate, subject to applicable regulations and laws, as set forth in this Order and, at the Receiver's

election, pay any federal, state, and local payroll and other taxes due in connection with

employees and operations of the Receiver and Receivership Estate, provided, however, that no

contract shall extend beyond the termination of the receivership unless authorized by the Court;

l. The Receiver shall immediately disclose to all parties any financial

relationship between the Receiver and any person or entity hired to assist in the management or

sale of all or any portion of the Receivership Estate;

m. The Receiver is authorized to immediately acquire from CWNevada and all

of its affiliates, members, managers, principals, employees, agents or officers, all keys,

passwords, system access andlor alarm codes, locks, keycards, and similar items relating to the

Receivership Estate, and may change any and all of the foregoing;

n. The Receiver may, in its sole and absolute discretion, continue in effect

and/or assume any contracts, agreements, leases, letters of credit and all other instruments

presently existing and not in default relating to the Receivership Estate;

o. The Receiver may enter into and modify contracts related to the normal

course of business for the sale of all or any portion of the Receivership Estate with any other

liquidation or sale of the Receivership Estate assets, including licenses, being completed only

subject to prior notice and Court and State of Nevada approval (as necessary);

p. The Receiver may communicate, directly or indirectly, with any person,

firm or entity, including without limitation, any representative of CWNevada;

q. The Receiver may take any and all steps necessary to retrieve, collect and

review all mail and/or e-mail addressed to CWNevada or related entities or individuals at the

Receivership Estate and the Receiver is authorized to instruct the United States Postmaster to

reroute, hold and/or release said mail to the Receiver. The Receiver shall redirect mail

determined (whether before or after opening) to be of a personal nature, not involving the

business activities of CWNevada conducted at the Receivership Estate, to the person to whom the

-9 - RA 025
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mail was intended to be delivered (if the Receiver knows the forwarding address of said person)

or shall retum such mail to the sender;

r. The Receiver shall have all the powers, duties and authority that the

Receiver believes may be necessary or appropriate to secure, operate, manage, control and sell the

Receivership Estate and/or to protect, preserve and maximize the value of the Receivership Estate

andlor to do any other acts and incur any of the risks and obligations ordinarily taken or incurred

by an owner of property similar to the property at issue in the normal course of business;

provided, however, that no such risk or obligation shall be the personal risk or obligation of the

Receiver, but shall be solely the risk and obligation of the Receivership Estate; and

s. The Receiver may, after expending the necessary funds to operate the

business of the Receivership Estate and paying all reasonable and necessary costs and expenses

associated with such operation, maintain any remaining funds for distribution to creditors and

such other party or non-party as may be legally entitled to receive such funds in accordance with

Nevada law; and may distribute such funds from time to time upon fuither order of this Court.

10. The Receiver shall, within thirty days of its qualification hereunder, file in this

action an inventory of all property of which it shall have taken possession pursuant hereto,

including, without limitation, the identity of all written or non-written contracts (whether for sale

or otherwise), options, insurance policies, fixtures or personal property. The Receiver may

thereafter, to the extent necessary, conduct periodic inventories of all property of the Receivership

Estate of which he shall have taken possession pursuant to this Order, and to provide counsel

herein with regular and material updates.

I 1. Upon entering into an agreement for sale or transfer of any material asset or

property in the Receivership Estate outside the sale of CWNevada's products and inventory in the

normal course of business, the Receiver shall file a Motion with the Court, giving at least thirty

days' notice to all parties, setting forth the details of the proposed sale and seeking the Court's

approval for said sale. This shall be done for each proposed sale of any asset of CWNevada in

the possession or control of the Receiver outside of the ordinary course of business.

-10- RA 026
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12. The Receiver shall prepare monthly operating reports which shall include a

statement reflecting the Receiver's fees and expenses incurred for said period in the operation and

administration of the Receivership Estate, as well as the fees and expenses of any attorneys,

accountants, Management Agentfs] or other professionals employed by the Receiver ("Interim

Receiver Report"). The Receiver shall charge the fees set forth in the Fee Schedule attached to

this Order as Exhibit 1 and shall charge the fees set forth in Exhibit I for United AMS'

personnel's services. The Receiver shall primarily use the services of United AMS personnel to

manage the Receivership Estate, to the extent permitted under applicable law, at hourly rates,

pursuant to the fee schedule attached hereto as Exhibit 1, unless an outside vendor is deemed

appropriate.

13. Upon completion of an Interim Receiver Report and ten days after mailing the

report to the parties' respective attorneys of record (or via e-mail, at counsel's request) or any

other designated person or agent, the Receiver shall be paid from Receivership Estate funds, if
any, the amount of the invoice as per the Interim Receiver Report as set forth herein. Payment of

the Receiver's fees and administrative expenses shall be submitted to the Court for final approval

and confirmation, in the form of either a noticed interim request for fees, stipulation among the

parties, or in monthly interim reports or the Receiver's Final Account and Report.

14. The Receiver shall have the power to execute any and all documents (including

documents for the sale of any portion of the Receivership Estate in the normal course of business)

without a specific court order, to close existing bank accounts, money market accounts, CDs or

other financial instruments associated with the Receivership Estate, and shall maintain or

establish accounts at such bank as the Receiver may determine are necessary for the Receivership

Estate for the purpose of securing and depositing the funds of the Receivership Estate collected

by the Receiver, and the Receiver shall have the authority to write checks on such accounts for

the purpose of making any payments required or permitted to be made hereunder by the

Receivership Estate, and the Receiver shall receive the federal tax identification number from

CWNevada or its agents to provide to the bank so as to establish such an account. The Receiver

may also employ a bank or other financial institution, or any other bank of the Receiver's choice,

- 11- RA 027
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to establish a payroll service. The Receiver may also employee a third party certified accountant

to reconcile and review monthly financials.

15. The Receiver is authorized and empowered to take possession of all bank accounts

of C'WNevada and all cash or other liquid funds, accounts and chattel paper wherever located, and

shall receive possession of any money on deposit in said bank accounts immediately upon

appointment. The Receiver is empowered to take possession of all credit card terminals and

related merchant accounts. The receipt by the Receiver for said funds shall discharge said bank

from further responsibility for accounting to said account holder for funds as to which the

Receiver shall give his receipt.

16. The Receiver may use any federal taxpayer identification numbers of CWNevada

relating to the Receivership Estate for any lawful purpose.

17. The Receiver shall determine upon taking possession of the Receivership Estate

whether in the Receiver's judgment there is sufficient insurance coverage. If coverage is in place,

CWNevada, and its members, principals, agents and employees, may not cancel policies or

coverages for the said estate and must turn over all information regarding anylall coverages

immediately. If sufficient insurance coverage does not exist, the Receiver shall immediately

notify interested parties and advise the Court of any need to procure sufficient insurance for the

Receivership Estate; provided, however, that if the Receiver does not have sufficient funds to do

so, the Receiver shall seek instructions from the Court with regard to whether insurance shall be

obtained and how it is to be paid for. The Receiver shall name himself and United AMS as an

additional insured for any insurance policies that the Receiver procures or takes over from

CWNevada. CWNevada shall immediately name the Receiver as named insured and United

AMS as additional insured on the existing insurance policy(ies) for the period that the Receiver

shall be in possession of the Receivership Estate. If consistent with existing law, the Receiver

shall not be responsible for claims arising from the lack of procurement or inability to obtain

insurance. The parties and their agents and representatives are prohibited from canceling,

reducing or modifying any and all insurance coverage currently in existence with respect to the

Receivership Estate.

-12- RA 028



ô

=!,Þ
(.) | ^i:
-l 2çHt t:
= I íiYò3

=lH3å$
' ) 

=Ø2Øo¿ i:H;ã
- I ãgfRõ I'íI-
-41 4^ùõt 3so

:c

g

I

2

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

T4

15

t6

t7

18

t9

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

18. The Receiver shall, as necessary and appropriate, notify all local, state and federal

governmental agencies, all vendors and suppliers, known creditors, and any and all others who

provide goods or seruices to the Receivership Estate of its appointment as Receiver.

19. All pending or potential court actions and litigation or other adversarial action

brought by or against CWNevada shall be stayed from entry of this Order, unless the Court, upon

a motion brought by the Receiver or other interested party (providing notice and an opportunity

for interested parties to be heard) orders the stay lifted, extended, or otherwise modified upon a

showing of good cause (the "Litigation Stay"). Pursuant to the Litigation Stay: (i) no landlord or

lessor may terminate any lease or commence or continue any eviction related actions connected

with the Receivership Estate without prior order of this Court; (ii) no utility may terminate service

to the Receivership Estate as a result of non-payment of pre-receivership obligations without prior

order of this Court; (iii) no insurance company may cancel their existing current-paid policy as a

result of the appointment of the Receiver; (iv) no individual or entity may sue the Receiver or

bring an action with respect to the Receivership Estate without first obtaining the permission of

this Court; (v) all civil legal proceedings of any nature, including, but not limited to, bankruptcy

proceedings, arbitration proceedings, mediation proceedings, foreclosure actions, default

proceedings, or other actions of any nature involving the Receivership Estate are stayed unless the

stay is lifted pursuant to this paragraph; (vi) no individual or entity may sue the Receiver or any

portion of the Receivership Estate without first obtaining the permission of this Court; and (vii)

the Department of Taxation and any other state, county, city, or other jurisdiction in Nevada may

not cancel any license, permit, or other governmental approval previously issued to CWNevada as

a result of the appointment of the Receiver.

20. The Receiver and/or Management Agentfs], as appropriate, may apply for, obtain

and pay any reasonable fees for any lawful license, permit or other governmental approval

relating to the Receivership Estate or the operation thereof; confirm the existence of and, to the

extent permitted by law, exercise the privileges of any existing license, permit or governmental

approval; and do all things necessary to protect and maintain those licenses, permits and

approvals. No governmental agency or entity may terminate, revoke or fail to renew any licenses,

- 13 - RA 029
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permits, or governmental approvals necessary for the operation of the business of the

Receivership Estate or otherwise take any action to require the business of the Receivership

Estate to cease or desist as a result of appointment of the Receiver or the carrying out of the duties

of the Receiver without prior order of this Court.

2I. The Receiver and/or Management Agentfs], as appropriate, may apply for, obtain

and pay any reasonable fee to apply for any lawful license, permit or other governmental approval

relating to new licenses for the cultivation, production, or distribution of marijuana if any such

licenses become available from the State of Nevada, Clark County, or Nye County, if the

Receiver believes it in its reasonable business judgment that such an application(s) is in the best

interest of the Receivership Estate. Submission of any such applications is subject to the Court's

prior approval.

22. The Receiver is acting solely in its capacity as a court-appointed Receiver and the

debts of the Receiver are solely the debts of the Receivership Estate. In no event shall the

Receiver or United AMS and its personnel have any personal liability or obligation for the proper

debts of the Receiver and/or the Receivership Estate.

23. If the Receiver receives notice that a bankruptcy has been filed and part of the

bankruptcy estate includes property that is the subject of this Order, the Receiver may file

appropriate motions with the bankruptcy court to remain in possession of such property during

the pendency of the bankruptcy. Upon receiving notice of bankruptcy as set forth above, the

Receiver's authority to preserve the property at issue shall be limited as follows until further

instruction from the bankruptcy court:

a. The Receiver may continue to collect income;

b. The Receiver may make only those disbursements necessary to preserve

and protect the Receivership Estate, to pay taxes on the Receivership Estate;

c. The Receiver shall not execute any contracts, except those which the

Receiver deems necessary to assist it in the discharge of its duties under this Paragraph22; and

d. The Receiver shall do nothing that would effect a material change in the

circumstances of the Receivership Estate. The Receiver may petition the court to retain legal

-14- RA 030
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counsel to assist the Receiver with issues arising out of the bankruptcy proceedings that affect the

receivership.

24. In addition to the powers hereinabove set forth, the Receiver is hereby vested

during its appointment with all powers, authorities, and rights under applicable law possessed by

CWNevada and its officers, directors, members, managers, and general and limited partners of

CWNevada under applicable law. In this, the powers of any officers, directors, members,

managers, and general and limited partners of CWNevada are hereby suspended and such persons

shall have no authority with respect to CWNevada or the Receivership Estate, except which may

be granted hereafter by future order of the Court.

25. The Receiver shall be authorized to borrow money, if necessary, in total amounts

and upon such terms as authorized by the Court, to perform its duties during appointment and to

issue Receiver's Certificates of Indebtedness ("Certificates") to evidence such borrowings, a form

of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 2 With respect to such borrowings:

a. To the extent permitted by applicable law, the principal and interest

evidenced by the Certificates shall be a first and prior lien and security interest upon the

Receivership Estate. The lien of each Certificate shall be prior and superior to the rights, titles

and interests in the Receivership Estate of all parties to this action and creditors of CWNevada.

The lien of each Certificate shall be prior and superior to the interest or lien of all judgment

holders, mechanics'lien claimants, partners, members, managers, officers, directors, shareholders,

and creditors of CWNevada; and

b. Nothing herein shall obligate any party to advance all or any part of the

borrowings authorized herein;

26. CWNevada and its agents, servants, members, managers, principals, officers,

affiliates, employees, representatives, and all other persons and entities who are successors in

interest to or who are acting in concert or participating with them, or any of them are hereby

restrained and enjoined from engaging in or performing, directly or indirectly, any of the

following acts:
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a. Retaining possession of the Receivership Estate or any other porlion of the

Receivership Estate, including any assets of the Receivership Estate as to which the Receiver has

requested be tumed over;

b. Expending, disbursing, transferring, assigning, selling, conveying,

devising, pledging, mortgaging, creating a security interest in, encumbering, concealing or in any

manner whatsoever dealing in or disposing of the whole or any part of the assets of the

Receivership Estate, including, but not limited to, any contract or other agreement concerning the

Receivership Estate, without the written consent of the Court first obtained;

c. Demanding, collecting, receiving, expending, disposing, assigning,

secreting or in any other way diverting, using or making unavailable to the Receiver any asset of

the Receivership Estate or any of the rents, issues, proceeds, or profits thereof;

d. Doing any act which will, or which will tend to, impair, defeat, divert,

prevent or prejudice the preservation of the Receivership Estate or creditor's interest therein, in

whatever form the interest is held or used as of this date, pending further proceedings in this

action;

e. Destroying, altering, concealing, transferring or failing to preserve any

document and other record (including records maintained in electronic form) which evidences,

reflects, relates, or pertains to CWNevada, including (without limitation) the factual basis of any

actual or anticipated lawsuit involving CWNevada, or CWNevada's disposition of the

Receivership Estate, or any part thereof; and

f. Interfering in any manner with the operation of the Receivership Estate or

the Receiver's possession thereof, including, without limitation, interfering with the Receiver's

efforts to secure the Receivership Estate or otherwise interfering with the management,

preservation, protection, maintenance, operation, or control of the Receivership Estate (including

but not limited to) removing funds from estate accounts, andlor concealing cash or other funds

belonging to the Receivership Estate.
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21. The Receiver and the interested parties to the Receivership Estate may petition this

Court for instructions in connection with this Order and any further orders which this Court may

make.

28. The Receiver shall continue in possession of the Receivership Estate until

discharged by this Court. The Receiver shall also apply to the Court for a formal discharge and

approval of its final accounting no later than sixty days after it relinquishes control of the

Receivership Estate or otherwise ordered by the Court. Until such time as the Receiver's final

report and accounting has been approved by the Court, or by earlier order of this Court, the

Receiver shall not turn over any receivership funds to any party or entity without prior Court

order.

29. All persons or entities now in possession of any part of the Receivership Estate

must vacate and surrender possession thereof upon the request of the Receiver.

30. Unless otherwise ordered by the Court, the Receiver shall file tax retums on behalf

of CWNevada or the Receivership Estate as required by law.

31. Unless otherwise ordered by the Court, the Receiver shall not be responsible for

paying any expense of CWNevada, or other payables owed to third parties, which payables were

due and owing prior to the appointment of the Receiver. However, the Receiver may, in his sole

discretion, pay costs and expenses incurred prior to the Receiver's appointment if the Receiver

determines in its business judgment that payment of such items is necessary for the preservation,

care and maintenance of the Receivership Estate, or otherwise in the best interests of the

Receivership Estate.

32. Unless expressly limited herein, the Receiver shall be fuither granted all powers

given to an equity receiver, provided by N.R.S. Chapter 32 andlor common law.

33. Dotan Y. Melech is acting solely in his capacity as Receiver and no risk,

obligation or expense incurred shall be the personal risk, obligation or expense of Dotan Y.

Melech or United AMS, but shall be the risk, obligation or expense of the Receivership Estate.

34. No individual or entity may sue the Receiver without first obtaining the permission

of this Court.
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35. Individuals or entities interested in the Receivership Estate may contact the

Receiver directly by and through the following individual:

Dotan Y. Melech
United AMS
8350 West Sahara Ave, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89117

IT IS SO ORDERED.

J*/,
oated:Juå 2 ,zotg

Respectfully submitted:
SNELL & WILMER r.rp

nq /¿-
Justin Carley, Esq. (NevpdaBar No. 9994)
Cory Braddock, Esq. (Admitted Pro Hac Více)
3883 Howard Hughes Parkway, Ste. 1100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89169
Attorneys þr 4Front Advísors LLC

June ,2019

CO OHNSON PARKER
EDW

Steven B. Esq
H. Stan Johnson,
375 E. Warm S Road, #104
Las Vegas, NV 891

Attorneys þr LLC

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

RûB BARE
JUÐGE, DISTRICT COURT, DEPARTMENI' 31'

^1.-/-,
Dated: lune z) .zotg

LEE, IIERNANDEZ, LANDRUM &
cARLSON,

David S. Lee, Esq.
Charlene N. Renwick, Esq.
7575Yegas Drive, Suite 150
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128

Attorneys þr Timothy Smíts Van Oyen
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Dated: l*r" Z{.zotg Dated: June__,2019

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

Mark E. Ferrario, Esq.
Christopher R. Miltenberger, Esq
10845 Griffith Peak Dr., #600
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Anorneysþr Green Pastures Fund, LLC
Series I (CWNevada, LLC), Jakal
Itrvestments, LLC, Green Pastures Group,
LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn Revocable Trust, and
Growth Opportunitie s, LLC

Dated: June .2019

HOLLEY DRIGGS

RichardF. Holþ, Esq.
400 S. 4ü Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas,l.IV 89101

Attorneysþr the Reeeiver Dotan Melech

H[]MPTIREY

L. Edward , Esq.
140 Washington Street, Suite 210
Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorneyþr The CIÌulA Group LLC

Dated: Jure .2019

JOLLEY IIRGA \ilOODBT]RY
HOLTIIUS & ROSE

William R Urga, Esq.
David J. Malley, Esq.
330 S. Rampart Blvd., Suite 380
Las Vegas, N\¡ 89145

Attorneysfor Highland Partners l,lY LLC,
MI-CW Holdíngs Fund 2 LLC, and MI-CW
Holdings LLC

-t9-

RA 035



oo

I

2

4

5

6

7

8

9

t0

1l

T2

13

l4

15

I6

T7

18

t9

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

o
b

,f

9l tX

- 
MVXo

SlHrãt' Å7Ø>6
-t r UdÃioð ï >Ecs

- 
I <<'ìrõ I "i!-

-{l q^
dõr sro

g

Dated: June _, 2019

HUMPHREY LAW PLLC

L. Edward Humphrey, Esq.
140 Washington Street, Suite 210
Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorneyþr The CIMA Group LLC

Dated: June _, 2019

JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY
HOLTHUS & ROSE

V/illiam R. Urga, Esq.
David J. Malley, Esq.
330 S. Rampart Blvd., Suite 380
Las Vegas, NV 89145

Attorneys for Highland Partners NV LLC,
MI-CII¡ Holdings Fund 2 LLC, qnd MI-CW
Holdings LLC

Dated: fun.¡SZOte

G TRAURIG, LLP

E.
Christopher R. Miltenberger,
10845 Griffith Peak Dr.,
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Attorneys þr Green Pastures Fund, LLC
Series 1 (ClVNevada, LLC), Jakal
Investments, LLC, Green Pastures Group,
LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn Revocable Trust, and
Growth Opportunities, LLC

Dated: June _, 2019

HOLLEY DRIGGS

Richard F. Holley, Esq.
400 S. 4th Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for the Receiver Dotan Melech
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Dated: June _, 2019

HUMPHREY LAW PLLC

L. Edward Humphrey, Esq.
140 Washington Street, Suite 210
Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorneyfor The CIMA Group LLC

Dated: June ?{,ZOt9
JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY
HOL

William R. Urga, Esq.
David J. Malley, Esq.
330 S. Rampart Blvd., Suite
Las Vegas, NV 89145

Attorneys þr Híghland Partners NV LLC,
MI-CW Holdíngs Fund 2 LLC, and MI-CW
Holdings LLC

Dated: June_,2019

GREENBERG TRAURIG, LLP

Mark E. Ferrario, Esq.
Christopher R. Miltenberger, Esq.
10845 criffith Peak Dr., #600
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Attorneys þr Green Pastures Fund, LLC
Series 1 (CWNevada, LLC), Jakal
Investments, LLC, Green Pastures Group,
LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn Revocable Trust, and
Growth Opportunities, LLC

Dated: June _, 2019

HOLLEY DRIGGS

Richard F. Holley, Esq.
400 S. 4th Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for the Receíver Dotan Melech

0
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Dated: June _, 2019

HUMPHREY LAW PLLC

L. Edward Humphrey, Esq.
140 Washington Street, Suite 210
Reno, Nevada 89503

Attorneyfor The CIMA Group LLC

Dated: June _, 2019

JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY
HOLTHUS & ROSE

William R. Urga, Esq.
David J. Malley, Esq.
330 S. Rampart Blvd., Suite 380
Las Vegas, NV 89145

Attorneys for Highland Partners NV LLC,
MI-CW Holdings Fund 2 LLC, and MI-CW
Holdings LLC

Dated: June_,2019

GREENBERG TRAURIGO LLP

Mark E. Ferrario, Esq.
Christopher R. Miltenberger, Esq
10845 Griffith Peak Dr., #600
Las Vegas, NV 89135

Attorneys þr Green Pastures Fund, LLC
Series I (C\lNevada, LLC), Jakol
Investments, LLC, Green Pastures Group,
LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn Revocable Trust, and
Growth Opportunities, LLC

Dated: tuneof{2oW

HOLLEY DRIGGS

&//#/"
Richard F. Holley, È{
400 S. 4ú Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas, NV 89101

Attorneys for the Receiver Dotan Melech
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EXHIBIT " I )'

Fee Scheduler

Receir¡er/Partner

Senior Associate

Associate

$495.00

$395.00

$325.00

Accounting and Bookkeeping s295.00

Proj ect Coordi nator/A nal.v.' sl $ r 75.00

Adnlinistrator $ 150.00

rHourlyratesshall besubjecttoadjustrnentanuuall.vwhcn[]nitedAMSadjustsitsratesgenerally. LInitedAMS
reserves the right to add other categories of consulting Atlvisors and other stafïas it deems neoessary to perf-orm
the services of this Order.

Policies Relating to Professional Fees and Services

This statement of Policies Relating to Professional Fees and Services ("Policies") describes how United AIvIS bills for
services rendered and expenses incuned in corutection with projects.

In order to help us detennine the value ofservices that we render on behalfofour clients, our staffmaintains vvritten
records of the actual time they spend working for each client in l/4hour increments. Billed time includes all time spent
on the project ancl encompasses, but is not limited to, activities such as conferences, telephone calls, discovery ofdata,
drafting ofreports and other documents, finanoial and other analysis, corespondence, negotiations, research, and travel
time. Those rendering services are assigned an hourly rate based upon the type ofwork that they perfbrm and their level
of experience and skill. We periodioally review our rates and make adjustments as necessary. Although our hourly rates
are the most common component of our fèes, they are not the only fàctor that rve take into account in determining the
valueofourservioes. Forexample,consideratiourvillbegiventothefupeofservicesthatrvehavebeenaskedtoperform,
an1, special level ofskill or expertise required, the size and scope ofthe matter, any special tirne coÍtstraints imposed.
expedited nratters, and the results ofour efforts.

In adciition to our fèes for services, our clients are responsible ftrr all out-of:pocket costs that we incur on their behalf.
For example, charges fbr expenses associated with trave[, long-distance telephone calls, computerized research servrues,
courier services. fax and other fonns of communication, copy services, permit fees, and any other out-of-pocket expenses
rvill be billed to the client. While we may sometimes advance our funds to cover out-of-pocket expenses incurred on
behalfofa client, we reserve the right to pass any such expenses on to our olients for payrnent directly to the person who
provided the services. We will make every etïort to include t¡. oul-6t'-pocket disbursements that we make on our olients'
behalf in their next monthly statement. Hovvever, some disbursements, such as telephone charges, are not irnmediately
available to us and, as a result, may not appear on a statenent until sometime after the charges rvere actually incurred.

Our statements for services rendered and costs incunecl are sent to ou¡ clients on a rnonthly basis unless other
ânangements have been made. All statements are due and payable upon receipt. Any statements not paid in lull within
fifteen (15) days ofthe statement date rvill be assessecl a late charge on the unpaid balance at the rate ofone and one-half
percenl (l-l/2Vo) per month; late charges are due on the first day of each snbsequent fifteen-day period. Whether or not
the client calls r+'ith an inquiry, any dispute as to the accuracy or validity ofany billed charges, or requests for adjustment
of any costs. expenses, or lèes lbr services billed to the client, must be made in writing to United AIvIS within fìfleen
(15)daysofthedateofthestatementcontainingthatcost,expense,orfèefbrseryices. Iftheclientdoesnotdosowithin
fifteen (15) days ofa billing staternent, the statement rvill be conclusively presumed to be correct. In other words, ifthe
client does not contact us in writing within fìfteen ( I 5) days ofa billing statement. the client will have irrevocably agreed
that the statement is acourate and correct. We reserve the right to withdra\.v from representation in the matter if timely
payntent is not received. The client will pay any fèes and costs that are incuned by us to collect fees, costs, or expenses
from the client, including reasonable attorney's fèes.
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United AMS may require a non-refundable fee before commencing work. Additionally. we require a client to pay on a
monthly basis for time expended by us on the client's project and costs incurred on the client's behalf. The upfront, non-
refundable fee is not a retainer and will not be held by United AMS as payment on the final invoice or any other charges
incurred.

We are sometimes asked to estimate the service 1èes and other costs that will be incurred in connection with a particular
matter. While we are happy to do that when possible, but it should be understood that any such estimate necessarily
incorporates a number ofassumptions. There are almost always uncertainties involved in the handling ofany project;
accordingly, no such estimate is to be interpreted as a guarantee or maximum unless expressly so stated. The actual fees
and costs may be more or less than any estimate, and the client will be charged on the basis described above without
regard to that estimate. The fees and costs incuned in connection with our services for a client are not contingent upon
the successful completion ofany project.

The client may discharge us at any tirne and United AMS may withdraw their services at any time at our discretion. In
either such circumstance, 30-days written notice shall be given by the party wishing to withdraw and work will conclude
3O-days after written notice is received. If the client shall desire to retain othel services, United AMS will be paid in full
for all services performed on the project(s).

Nothing in our statements to the client will be construed as a promise or guarantee about the outcome of the client's
project. We make no such promises or guarantees. Our comments about the outcome of the client's project, if any, are
expressions of opinion only. It is impossible to predict how long a project will take, how much it will cost, or what the
resulting outcome may be. Similarly, we do not make any guarantees to the client about the expense of the client's
project. We encourage our clients to contact United AMS if they have questions about our billing policies or procedures.

2
United AMS Fee Schedule and Payment Policy Updated 2.20.19
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EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

NUVEDA,LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, aNevada
Limited Liability Company,

Plaintifß,
VS.

4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited
liability company, DOES I through X and
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive;

Defendants.

CASE NO. A-17-755479-C
DEPT. NO. XXXII

RECEIVER'S CERTIFICATE OF
INDEBTEDNESS NO.
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1. This certificate of indebtedness is issued by Dotan Y. Melech ("Receiver"), not

individually, but in its capacity as Receiver of certain assets and interests owned by Defendant.

2. This certifies that there is due to Plaintiff from the Receiver the principal sum of

$ together with interest thereon as provided in Paragraph 3 below, payable

(a) upon the sale (by foreclosure or otherwise) or refinance of any or all of the assets of

Defendant including but not limited to the real and personal property assets described on

Attachment 1 attached hereto (the "Collateral"), or (b) upon the date of the final distribution of

the receivership's assets, from liquid assets over and above those necessary to pay debts incurred

by the Receiver by reason of his appointment in accordance with the Order Appointing Receiver,

entered on 2019 (the "Order"). If the indebtedness evidenced hereby has not

been paid in full before or pursuant to final distribution of the receivership's assets, this certificate

shall continue to be a lien on all collateral, real and personal, of the receivership estate distributed

in the final distribution of the Receivership estate assets, with such priority as provided in

Paragraph 4, below, and the indebtedness evidenced hereby shall be payable from any proceeds

generated (a) upon the sale or refinance of the Receivership Estate, from the proceeds thereof or

(b) upon collection of rental or other income from the Receivership Estate, from the monies

collected thereby, until such indebtedness is paid in full. All payments hereunder shall be applied

first to the payment of any accrued and unpaid interest, fees, and costs, and then to the payment of

principal. Payment due hereunder shall be made at such place as Plaintiff or its successors or

assigns shall direct and upon such payment, such obligee shall, if so requested, surrender this

certificate to the person making such payment, marking the same "paid in full," and, if so

requested, shall deliver to the person making such payment an instrument in recordable form

executed by the obligee hereof, such obligee's successor in interest or such obligee's assign (in

which case written assignment hereof in recordable form shall also be delivered), releasing the

lien of this certificate on all collateral encumbered hereby.
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3. Interest on the principal sum of this certificate shall accme from the date that the

funds are advanced to or at the direction of the Receiver at the rate of _ percent l%) per

annum. Interest will be computed on a three hundred sixty (360) day basis and the actual number

of days elapsed, compounded monthly.

4. This certificate shall constitute a lien on all of the Collateral, and, pari passu with

other certificates of indebtedness issued by the Receiver, shall have priority over all other liens

encumbering the Collateral, whether previously existing or hereafter created.

5. This certificate is issued under the authority of, and in accordance with, the orders

of this Court in the receivership proceeding, including, without limitation the Order.

6. This certificate is declared to be a debt of the Receiver, and his successors as

Receiver, and the Receiver shall have no personal liability with respect to any of the obligations

referred to herein.

7. This certificate shall not be obligatory for any purpose until signed by the

Receiver.

Dated:
Dotan Y. Melech, Receiver

STATE OF

COUNTY OF

On
appeared
to be the
me that
his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument the person(s), or the entity upon behalf of which the
person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

I certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of Nevada that the foregoing
is true and correct.

WITNESS my hand and official seal

Signature

)
)
)

4850-5164-7130
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Case Number: A-20-817363-B

Electronically Filed
6/30/2020 3:03 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

CASE NO: A-20-817363-B
Department 13
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A-17-755479-B 

PRINT DATE: 07/23/2020 Page 1 of 2 Minutes Date: July 23, 2020 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 
Other Business Court Matters COURT MINUTES July 23, 2020 

 
A-17-755479-B Nuveda LLC, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 
4Front Advisors LLC, Defendant(s) 

 
July 23, 2020 11:45 AM All Pending Motions  
 
HEARD BY: Gonzalez, Elizabeth  COURTROOM: See below. 
 
COURT CLERK: Dulce Romea 
 
RECORDER: Jill Hawkins 
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 
Austin, Bradley Attorney for Defendant 
Backus, Leland   Eugene Attorney for Renaissance Blue 

Diamond, LLC 
Holley, Richard F. Attorney for Receiver 
Humphrey III, Louis E. Attorney for Intervenor 
Lenhard, Kirk   Banks Attorney for Intervenor 
Malley, David   J. Attorney for Intervenor 
Miltenberger, Chris Attorney for Intervenor 
Renwick, Charlene Attorney for Intervenor 
Stipp, Mitchell D. Attorney for Plaintiff 
Urga, William   R. Attorney for Intervenor 
Westergard, Brooks T Attorney for Stalking Horse Bidder 

TRC 
 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- APPEARANCES CONTINUED: Attorney Joe Coppedge, counsel for Plaintiffs in A-20-817363-B.  
 
Matter heard with A-19-791405-C, A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B at the temporary court facility 
designated by the Chief Judge at the Las Vegas Convention Center. Parties appeared by telephone. 
 
Court thanked Mr. Holley for submitting the order from the cannabis compliance board regarding 
the settlement. 
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A-17-755479-B 

PRINT DATE: 07/23/2020 Page 2 of 2 Minutes Date: July 23, 2020 

 

 
MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE CASES A-19-791405-C, A-19-796300-B AND A-20-817363-B WITH 
THE RECEIVERSHIP ACTION ON ORDER SHORTENING TIME...NUVEDA'S OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE AND COUNTERMOTION FOR RELATED RELIEF:  Following 
arguments by Mr. Coppedge and Mr. Stipp, COURT ORDERED, motion GRANTED; countermotion 
DENIED WITHOUT PREJUDICE to be renewed as a motion for summary judgment before this Court 
so the Receiver can address the issues from the earlier Nuveda case which this Court handled, which 
may result in some clarification as to which claims are to be pursued. The receivership action (A-17-
755479-B) will be the LEAD CASE. 
 
RECEIVER'S MOTION TO APPROVE PROPOSED RECEIVER CERTIFICATE NUMBER 25 ON 
ORDER SHORTENING TIME: COURT ORDERED, motion is MOOT because of the consolidation.  
 
RECEIVER'S MOTION TO ENFORCE RECEIVERSHIP ORDER ON OST...NUVEDA'S OPPOSITION 
TO MOTION TO ENFORCE RECEIVERSHIP ORDER AND COUNTERMOTION FOR RELATED 
RELIEF: COURT ORDERED, motion GRANTED as unopposed.  
 
Court inquired of Mr. Holley if, given the settlement with the State, he can provide a timeframe in 
which they can be in a position for an auction and any joint venture requests. Mr. Holley advised he 
cannot; the receiver must liquidate assets within a 6-month date from the date of approval, but it is 
possible to have extensions, which must be take to the compliance board. Mr. Holley further advised 
of an integrated operation in Clark County with regards to cultivation, production, distribution, and 
dispensary; the licenses are location-specific; otherwise, they become location-specific; the joint 
venture is going very well; the next facility they are trying to preserve is the Highland facility which 
is a cultivation facility; they anticipate filing a motion to approve the joint venture; the other location 
they have is Ali Baba, which is a production facility, and the Receiver is speaking with 3 entities. 
COURT SO NOTED. 
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Michael R. Mushkin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 2421 
L. Joe Coppedge 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
6070 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 454-3333 
Fax: (702) 386-4979 
michael@mushlaw.com 
jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and 
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.: A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated With: A-19-791405-C,  
A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
 

 
AND RELATED MATTERS 

 

 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS OR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

This matter came before the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez on August 31, 2020 on 

NuVeda’s Motion to Dismiss or for Summary Judgment (the “Motion”) with Mitchell D. Stipp 

of the Law Office of Mitchell Stipp appearing for NuVeda, LLC; L Joe Coppedge of the law firm 

Mushkin & Coppedge appearing for the Court Appointed Receiver, Dotan Melech, for 

CWNevada, LLC, Shane Terry and Phillip Ivey; Christopher R. Miltenberger of the law firm 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Green Pastures Fund, LLC Series 1 

(CWNevada, LLC), Jakal Investments, LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn as Trustee for the Jonathan S. 

Case Number: A-17-755479-B

Electronically Filed
9/18/2020 7:08 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Fenn Revocable Trust, and Growth Opportunities, LLC; and William Urga of the firm Jolley Urga 

Woodbury & Holthus appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Highland Partners NV LLC and the 

MI-CW related parties; and the Court, having reviewed and considered the record, the points and 

authorities on file, and the argument of counsel, this Court ORDERS, JUDGES AND DECREES 

AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Given the Receiver’s Declaration that the Receiver on behalf of CWNevada, LLC 

can perform the obligations of CWNevada, LLC under the various joint venture agreements with 

NuVeda, LLC, there is a genuine issue of material fact regarding the issue of impossibility, which 

precludes summary judgment.   

2. The Motion related to the Intervenors’ complaint-in-intervention, is moot (since 

resolution was depended on the court’s determination that CWNevada, LLC’s performance under 

the joint venture agreements was impossible). 

3. With respect to Shane Terry, the Motion is stayed for a period of ninety (90) days 

from the date of the hearing for Mr. Terry to request any relief from the arbitrator, Ms. Nikki 

Baker, of the American Arbitration Association.  

DATED this ____ day of September, 2020. 

 

_______________________________ 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 
 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
 

/s/L. Joe Copppedge    
L. JOE COPPEDGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
6070 South Eastern Ave Ste 270  
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Attorneys for Dotan Y. Melech, Receiver, 
Shane Terry, and Phillip D. Ivey 

Approved as to Form and Content: 
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP 
 

/s/Mitchell D. Stipp    
MITCHELL D. STIPP, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7531 
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144 
 
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 

 
 

 
 

18th
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Approved as to Form and Content: 
JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY 
HOLTHUS & ROSE 
 

/s/William R. Urga    
WILLIAM R. URGA, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1195 
DAVID J. MALLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8171 
330 S. Rampart Boulevard, Suite 380 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 

 
Approved as to Form and Content: 
 
GREENBERG TRAURIG 
 

/s/Christopher R. Miltenberger   
MARK E. FERRARIO, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1625 
CHRISTOPHER R. MILTENBERGER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10153 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, NV 89135 
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Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:17 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 

From: William Urga <WRU@juwlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:27 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com>; Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: RE: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Joe, I have no comments regarding the order and you can electronically sign my name.  
 
William R. Urga, Esq. 
Jolley Urga Woodbury & Holthus 
Tivoli Village 
330 S. Rampart Boulevard, Suite 380 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89145 
Telephone:  (702) 699‐7500 
Facsimile:  (702) 699‐7555 
E‐mail:  wru@juwlaw.com 
 
Please consider the environment before printing this email.  
 

 
 
Information contained in this electronic transmission (e‐mail) is private and confidential and is the property of Jolley 
Urga Woodbury & Holthus.  The information contained herein is privileged and is intended only for the use of the 
individual(s) or entity(ies) named above.  If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that any unauthorized 
disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this electronically transmitted 
(e‐mail) information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this electronic transmission (e‐mail) in error, please 
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immediately notify us by telephone and delete the e‐mail from your computer.  You may contact Jolley Urga Woodbury 
& Holthus at (702) 699‐7500 (Las Vegas, NV). 
 
 
 
 

From: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:20 PM 
To: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>; William Urga <WRU@juwlaw.com>; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Mitch, Bill and Chris,  
 
My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, and 
I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me know 
if we can insert your electronic signature. 
 
Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 
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Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:18 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 
From: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:59 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: Re: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
You need to update the footer.  Otherwise, you may include my e‐signature. 
 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 

 

Mitchell Stipp  
Law Office of Mitchell Stipp 
(O) 702.602.1242 | (M) 702.378.1907 | mstipp@stipplaw.com 

Address: 1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144   
Website: www.stipplaw.com   
 

 
 
On Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 2:20 PM Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> wrote: 

Mitch, Bill and Chris,  

  

My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, 
and I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me 
know if we can insert your electronic signature. 
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Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 

Mushkin & Coppedge 

6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 

Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 

Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 

Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 
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Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:18 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 

From: miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com <miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:06 PM 
To: mstipp@stipplaw.com; Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com 
Subject: RE: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Joe – Good catch by Mitchell.  You have my permission to e‐sign as well. 
 
Thanks,  
 
Chris Miltenberger 
Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
702.599.8024 
 
From: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:59 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com; Miltenberger, Chris (Shld‐LV‐LT) <miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com> 
Subject: Re: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
*EXTERNAL TO GT* 

You need to update the footer.  Otherwise, you may include my e‐signature. 
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Mitchell Stipp  
Law Office of Mitchell Stipp 
(O) 702.602.1242 | (M) 702.378.1907 | mstipp@stipplaw.com 

Address: 1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144   
Website: www.stipplaw.com   
 

 
 
On Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 2:20 PM Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> wrote: 

Mitch, Bill and Chris,  

  

My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, 
and I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me 
know if we can insert your electronic signature. 

  

Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 

Mushkin & Coppedge 

6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 

Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 

Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 

Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

  

  

If you are not an intended recipient of confidential and privileged information in this email, please delete it, notify us 
immediately at postmaster@gtlaw.com, and do not use or disseminate the information. 
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MITCHELL D. STIPP, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7531 
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP 
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144 
Telephone: 702.602.1242 
mstipp@stipplaw.com 
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 
 
 

IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CLARK 
 
 

 
NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 
   Plaintiffs, 
 
 v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and ROE 
ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 
   Defendants. 
 
AND RELATED MATTERS. 
                         

 
 
Case:  A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated Cases:   
A-19-791405-C, A-19-796300-B, and A-20-
817363-B 
 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
 
 
MOTION TO ENTER ORDER ON SHANE 
TERRY’S CLAIMS AND RELATED 
RELIEF 
 
 
TELEPHONIC HEARING REQUESTED 
 
 
 
 

 	

NuVeda, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, by and through its counsel of record, 

Mitchell Stipp, Esq., of the Law Office of Mitchell Stipp, hereby files the above-referenced motion. 

This motion is based on the papers and pleadings before the court and the Declaration of 

Mitchell Stipp included herewith. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

NuVeda's Motion Page 1

Case Number: A-17-755479-B

Electronically Filed
12/9/2020 12:13 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DATED this 9th day of December, 2020. 

 

LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP    

 

/s/ Mitchell Stipp, Esq.      
MITCHELL STIPP, ESQ.      
Nevada Bar No. 7531       
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP    
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100    
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144      
Telephone: 702.602.1242      
mstipp@stipplaw.com      
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 
 
 

[REMAINING PAGE LEFT BLANK INTENTIONALLY]  
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DECLARATION OF MITCHELL STIPP 

 

 The undersigned, Mitchell Stipp, certifies to the court as follows: 

 

1. I am counsel for NuVeda, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company (“NuVeda”), in the 

above referenced case. 

2. On NuVeda’s motion to dismiss or for summary judgment filed on July 29, 2020, this 

court held a hearing on August 31, 2020.  At the hearing, the court ruled that NuVeda’s motion would 

be “stayed for ninety (90) days from the date of the hearing” so that Mr. Terry could request any relief 

from the American Arbitration Association (“AAA”).  See Paragraph 3 of Order attached hereto as 

Exhibit 1. 

3. The time period during which Mr. Terry could seek relief from AAA expired on 

November 29, 2020.  Mr. Terry has not requested any relief from AAA.  Therefore, NuVeda’s motion 

should be granted without further delay. 

4. At the hearing on October 19, 2020 before this court on Mr. Terry’s request to amend 

his complaint, the court denied the same.  The court permitted the complaint to be amended with respect 

to claims asserted by the receiver on behalf of CWNevada, LLC (“CWNevada”) and Phil Ivey.  To 

date, the complaint has not been amended. 

5. Mr. Terry should not be permitted more time to pursue claims against NuVeda and its 

affiliates which have no merit.  In fact, the court specifically stated on October 19, 2020 the following 

regarding NuVeda’s request for Mr. Terry to update the court on his efforts to obtain relief from AAA: 
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See Pages 13-14 of Transcript electronically filed on October 27, 2020.   

6. I submit the above-titled declaration in support of NuVeda’s motion.  I have personal 

knowledge of the facts contained therein unless otherwise qualified by information and belief or such 

knowledge is based on the record in this case, and I am competent to testify thereto, and such facts are true 

and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

 

Dated this 9th day of December, 2020. 

/s/ Mitchell Stipp 

_______________________________________ 

Mitchell Stipp, Esq. 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
  

NuVeda incorporates by reference its filings before the court at the hearings on August 31, 2020 

and October 19, 2020.    To refresh the memory of the court, NuVeda provides the summary below. 

Mr. Terry’s claims against NuVeda were disposed of in Case No. A-15-728510-B (in 

Department 11) and the underlying arbitration.  Mr. Terry filed a lawsuit against NuVeda in 2015.   Mr. 

Terry sought to stop the potential joint venture between CWNevada and NuVeda.  However, the court 

denied his request for a preliminary injunction.  See Exhibit 2.   The Nevada Supreme Court also 

upheld the court’s decision on Mr. Terry’s appeal.  See Exhibit 3.  The parties in that case requested 

their disputes be handled via binding arbitration in accordance with the operating agreement of 

NuVeda.   See Arbitration Demands attached as part of Exhibit 4.   

The court should note that the allegations in the complaint filed in Case No. A-20-817363-B 

mirrors the allegations by Mr. Terry in the litigation/arbitration.  Compare id. with Complaint filed on 

June 30, 2020 in Case No. A-20-817363-B, paragraph 16-21 and 30-62.   Mr. Terry entered into a 

binding agreement to sell his claims against and any interest in NuVeda.  See Exhibit 5.    After Mr. 

Terry entered into this agreement, Mr. Terry through his counsel (Erika Pike Turner) filed a motion to 

substitute the buyer in place of Mr. Terry as the real party in interest with all rights to Mr. Terry’s 

claims and interest.  See Exhibit 6.  Mr. Terry’s motion specifically argues the following: 

 
Here, there should be no impediment to the requested substitution of 
Buyer for Mr. Terry, as Buyer now has the sole right to prosecute 
claims pendent to Mr. Terry’s rights and interests relative to NuVeda 
and make decisions relative thereto, pursuant to Buyer/Mr. Terry’s 
voluntary agreement wherein Mr. Terry agreed to assign all rights and 
interests relative to NuVeda, LLC to Buyer, including the pendent 
claims.  Further, Respondents have repeatedly argued that Mr. Terry has 
no rights under the Operating Agreement that survive his termination on 
March 10, 2016; thus, Respondents should be judicially estopped from 
making a contrary argument now. 

(emphasis added). The arbitrator permitted the buyer to substitute into the case for Mr. Terry.  

Subsequently, the buyer dismissed these claims against NuVeda and related parties with prejudice.  

See Exhibit 7.   In accordance with the motion filed by Mr. Terry and the request by the buyer to 
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dismiss the claims with prejudice, the arbitrator ordered these claims finally to be dismissed on October 

9, 2018.  See Exhibit 8.       

The decision by the arbitrator in Case No. A-15-728510-B (Department 11) is not subject to 

being set aside.   NRCP 60(b)(3)(4) and (c)(1) provide as follows: 

 
(b) Grounds for Relief From a Final Judgment, Order, or Proceeding.  On 
motion and just terms, the court may relieve a party or its legal 
representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding for the following 
reasons: 

 
             (3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or extrinsic), 
misrepresentation, or misconduct by an opposing party; 
 
             (4) the judgment is void; 
 
 
      (c) Timing and Effect of the Motion. 
 
             (1) Timing.  A motion under Rule 60(b) must be made within a 
reasonable time — and for reasons (1), (2), and (3) no more than 6 months 
after the date of the proceeding or the date of service of written notice of 
entry of the judgment or order, whichever date is later. The time for filing 
the motion cannot be extended under Rule 6(b). 
 

(emphasis added).  Despite being provided ninety (90) days, Mr. Terry has not filed a motion to set 

aside the decision by the arbitrator.  Accordingly, the judgment by the arbitrator is final.   

In Mr. Terry’s original opposition to NuVeda’s motion, he concedes the following: “The order 

of dismissal was a final judgment that concluded the [a]rbitration as to [Mr.] Terry and cannot be 

reopened except by a motion to set aside the judgement under NRCP 60(b).”  See Opposition filed 

on August 10, 2020, pg. 16, lines 19-20.  Mr. Terry contends that the basis for his motion before the 

arbitrator will be NRCP 60(b)(4) (void judgments) and the decision belongs to the arbitrator.  Id.  A 

final judgment is void when a “defect [exists] in the court’s authority to enter judgment through either 

lack of personal jurisdiction or jurisdiction over the subject matter in the suit.”  See Gassett v. Snappy 

Car Rental, 111 Nev. 1416, 1419, 906 P.2d 258, 261 (1995), superseded by rule on other grounds as 

stated in Fritz Hansen A/S v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 116 Nev. 650, 656, 6 P.3d 982, 985 (2000).   

The arbitrator’s judgment dismissing Mr. Terry’s claims is not void because the arbitrator actually had 
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jurisdiction.   If the judgment is not void, a motion to set aside a final judgment must be filed within 

the six (6) month timeframe set forth in NRCP 60(c).  Accordingly, as set forth in NuVeda’s motion to 

dismiss or for summary judgment, the case initiated by Mr. Terry against NuVeda and its affiliates 

should be dismissed or summary judgment entered.      

Mr. Terry has not taken any steps to obtain relief from AAA.   The time period provided as a 

courtesy by the court for Mr. Terry to do so ended on November 29, 2020 (ninety (90) days after 

hearing on August 31, 2020). Therefore, as stated by the court, the motion filed by NuVeda should be 

granted with respect to Mr. Terry’s claims.    

Further, as the prevailing party, NuVeda is entitled to its attorney’s fees and costs including 

without limitation as set forth in NRS 18.010(2)(b).  NuVeda will submit a memorandum of fees and 

costs for the court’s consideration in chambers after entry of the proposed order. 

 DATED this 9th day of December, 2020. 

LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP    

 

/s/ Mitchell Stipp, Esq.      
MITCHELL STIPP, ESQ.      
Nevada Bar No. 7531       
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP    
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100    
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144      
Telephone: 702.602.1242      
mstipp@stipplaw.com      
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 
 

NuVeda's Motion Page 7 RA 099



 

 

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 

EXHIBIT 1 
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Michael R. Mushkin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 2421 
L. Joe Coppedge 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
6070 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 454-3333 
Fax: (702) 386-4979 
michael@mushlaw.com 
jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and 
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.: A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated With: A-19-791405-C,  
A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
 

 
AND RELATED MATTERS 

 

 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS OR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

This matter came before the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez on August 31, 2020 on 

NuVeda’s Motion to Dismiss or for Summary Judgment (the “Motion”) with Mitchell D. Stipp 

of the Law Office of Mitchell Stipp appearing for NuVeda, LLC; L Joe Coppedge of the law firm 

Mushkin & Coppedge appearing for the Court Appointed Receiver, Dotan Melech, for 

CWNevada, LLC, Shane Terry and Phillip Ivey; Christopher R. Miltenberger of the law firm 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Green Pastures Fund, LLC Series 1 

(CWNevada, LLC), Jakal Investments, LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn as Trustee for the Jonathan S. 

Case Number: A-17-755479-B

Electronically Filed
9/18/2020 7:08 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Fenn Revocable Trust, and Growth Opportunities, LLC; and William Urga of the firm Jolley Urga 

Woodbury & Holthus appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Highland Partners NV LLC and the 

MI-CW related parties; and the Court, having reviewed and considered the record, the points and 

authorities on file, and the argument of counsel, this Court ORDERS, JUDGES AND DECREES 

AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Given the Receiver’s Declaration that the Receiver on behalf of CWNevada, LLC 

can perform the obligations of CWNevada, LLC under the various joint venture agreements with 

NuVeda, LLC, there is a genuine issue of material fact regarding the issue of impossibility, which 

precludes summary judgment.   

2. The Motion related to the Intervenors’ complaint-in-intervention, is moot (since 

resolution was depended on the court’s determination that CWNevada, LLC’s performance under 

the joint venture agreements was impossible). 

3. With respect to Shane Terry, the Motion is stayed for a period of ninety (90) days 

from the date of the hearing for Mr. Terry to request any relief from the arbitrator, Ms. Nikki 

Baker, of the American Arbitration Association.  

DATED this ____ day of September, 2020. 

 

_______________________________ 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 
 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
 

/s/L. Joe Copppedge    
L. JOE COPPEDGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
6070 South Eastern Ave Ste 270  
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Attorneys for Dotan Y. Melech, Receiver, 
Shane Terry, and Phillip D. Ivey 

Approved as to Form and Content: 
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP 
 

/s/Mitchell D. Stipp    
MITCHELL D. STIPP, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7531 
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144 
 
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 

 
 

 
 

18th
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Approved as to Form and Content: 
JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY 
HOLTHUS & ROSE 
 

/s/William R. Urga    
WILLIAM R. URGA, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1195 
DAVID J. MALLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8171 
330 S. Rampart Boulevard, Suite 380 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 

 
Approved as to Form and Content: 
 
GREENBERG TRAURIG 
 

/s/Christopher R. Miltenberger   
MARK E. FERRARIO, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1625 
CHRISTOPHER R. MILTENBERGER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10153 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, NV 89135 
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EXHIBIT 2 
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CLERK OF THE COURT 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; SHANE M. TERRY, a 
Nevada resident; and JENNIFER M. 
GOLDSTEIN, a Nevada resident; 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

PEJMAN BADY; POUYA MOHAJER; 
DOE Individuals I-X and ROE Entities I-
X, inclusive; 

Defendants. 

CASE NO.: A-15-728510-B 
DEPT. NO.: XI 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW DENYING PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION, DENYING DEFENDANT'S 
COUNTERMOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION AND JOINDER, AND 
ENTERING PROVISIONAL REMEDY 
PURSUANT TO N.R.S. 38.222 

Hearing Date: December 28, 2015 and 
January 6- 8, 2016 

This matter having come on for an evidentiary hearing related to Plaintiffs' Motion for 

Preliminary Injunction (the "Motion") and Defendant Bady's Countermotion for Preliminary 

Injunction (the "Countermotion") before the Court on December 28, 2015 and January 6 - 8, 

2016. 1 Plaintiffs Terry and Goldstein appeared individually and as representatives of NuVeda, 

LLC 2 by and through their counsel of record Erika Pike Turner of the law firm of GARMAN 

TURNER GORDON; Defendant Bady appeared individually and by and through his counsel of 

record Vincent Aiello and Matthew Dushoff of the law firm of KOLESAR & LEATHAM; and 

Defendant Mohajer appeared individually and by and through its counsel of record A. William 

Maupin and John Naylor of the law firm MAUPIN NAYLOR BRASTER; the Court having read and 

considered the pleadings filed by the parties; having reviewed the evidence admitted during the 

In addition, Mohajer requested a provisional remedy under NRS 38.222 be made on the 
pending issues. 
2 The complaint alleges that they are representing NuVeda on any derivative claims. 

I 

5 
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evidentiary hearing; and having heard and carefully considered the testimony of the witnesses 

called to testify; the Court having considered the oral and written arguments of counsel, and with 

the intent of deciding the limited issues before the Court related to the Motion and 

Countermotion? The Court makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

I. On July 9, 2014, the parties entered into an Operating Agreement for NuVeda, 

8 LLC ("Nu Veda") 4 to operate dispensaries, cultivation and processing facilities for medical 

9 marijuana ("MME") pursuant to licenses obtained from certain political subdivisions. 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

2. Certain disputes have arisen between the parties over the existence and vesting of 

certain membership interests, management and control ofNu Veda. 

3. Plaintiffs have alleged that Defendants acted "in concert" in certain actions that 

they allege are "self dealing". 

4. Section 6.2 of the Operating Agreement permits the expulsion of a member under 

16 certain conditions. 5 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

3 The findings made in this Order are preliminary in nature based upon the limited evidence 
presented after very limited exchange of documents and may be modified based upon additional 
evidence presented to the Court at the ultimate trial (or arbitration) of this matter. 

4 Nu Veda LLC and its subsidiaries are referred to as "Nu Veda" collectively for purposes of 
this decision. 

s The Operating Agreement at Section 6.2 provides: 

A Member's interest in the Company may be terminated or expulsed only upon agreement 
of the Disinterested Voting Members by a vote of 60% or more of Disinterested Voting 
Interests. Expulsion may only be made by a majority vote of 60% or more of the 
Disinterested Voting Interests that the expulsed member was not acting in the best interest 
of the Company or was otherwise acting in a manner that was contrary to the purpose of 
the Company. For purposes of this provision, the "Disinterested Voting Members" shall 
be those Members who's membership in the Company is not then being voted upon, and 
"Disinterested Voting Interests" shall be the total percentage of the Ownership Interests 
held by the Disinterested Voting Members. By means of example only, if the Members 
sought to expel Member A, who owned a 20% Voting Interest, the Disinterested Voting 

2 
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5. In late November 2015, without a meeting,6 Plaintiffs and certain other members 

attempted expulsion by written consent of both Defendants. Issues have arisen about the 

methodology used by Plaintiffs to calculate the Disinterested Voting Interests. 

6. In retaliation, the following week, without a meeting, Defendants and certain other 

members attempted expulsion by written consent of both Plaintiffs. Issues have arisen about the 

basis used by Defendants as the basis for the expulsion of Plaintiffs. 

7. The activities of Bady and Mohajer alleged by Plaintiffs to permit the aggregation 

9 of the Disinterested Voting Interests do not rise to the level of a conspiracy as argued by Plaintiff. 

10 

II 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

8. The activities of Plaintiffs in attempting to ex pulse Defendants do not constitute 

activities which would permit the expulsion of Plaintiffs. 

9. On November 18, 2015, at a meeting ofNuVeda, where Plaintiffs were present, 

the transaction with CW was discussed. 

10. In early December 2015, the majority of membership interest approved a 

transaction with CW which results in the transfer of certain assets but retains the membership 

interest held currently by NuVeda members in NuVeda. At the time of the evidentiary hearing, 

not all of the documents for the CW transaction had been finalized. 

II. If any finding of fact is properly a conclusion of law, it shall be treated as if 

appropriately identified and designated. 

6 

Members would be all Members other than Member A, and the vote would require 60% of 
the 80% Disinterested Voting Interests to carry. In order to terminate a Member's interest 
a meeting of the Voting Members must be held in accordance with the provisions of 
Section 4.3. 

Section 4.3 provides in pertinent part: 

No regular, annual, special or other meetings of Voting Members are required to be held. 
Any action that may be taken at a meeting of Voting Members may be taken without a 
meeting by written consent in accordance with the Act. Meetings of the Voting Members, 
for any purpose or purposes, may be called at any time by a majority of the Voting 
Members, or by the President of the Company, if any. 

3 
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

12. A preliminary injunction is available if an applicant can show a likelihood of 

success on the merits and a reasonable probability the non-moving party's conduct, if allowed to 

continue, will cause irreparable harm. The district court may also weigh the public interest and 

the relative hardships of the parties in deciding whether to grant a preliminary injunction. 

13. Additionally, the purpose of a preliminary injunction is to preserve the status quo 

until the matter can be litigated (or arbitrated) on the merits. 

14. 

15. 

The terms of an Operating Agreement should be given their plain meaning. 

The evidence at the evidentiary hearing shows that, while certain groups of 

members acted together in accomplishing activities related to the business ofNuVeda, these 

activities did not rise to the level that would permit aggregation. 

16. In order for a civil conspiracy to be found, two or more persons act together to 

accomplish an unlawful objective. 

17. While the Defendants acted together at certain times, Plaintiffs have not 

demonstrated a reasonable probability that Defendants attempted to accomplish an unlawful 

objective. 

18. The parties attempts to expulse each other is one that is subject to an order for a 

provisional remedy under NRS 38.222. 

19. There is a reasonable probability that the parties' attempts to expulse each other on 

the existing factual basis presented to the Court during the evidentiary hearing, if allowed to 

continue, will cause irreparable harm to NuVeda. 

20. The Court, based upon the evidence presented during the evidentiary hearing, finds 

27 that there is no basis to disturb the decision made by the majority of membership interests to 

28 transfer certain assets ofNuVeda to CW. 
4 
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21. However, since additional actions need to be taken by NuVeda to finalize the 

transaction, the Court declines to grant the Countermotion as all members should have an 

opportunity to have input on the remaining documents to finalize the CW transaction. 

22. A security bond is not required for the Court's provisional remedy. 

23. If any conclusion of law is properly a finding of fact, it shall be treated as if 

appropriately identified and designated. 

ORDER 

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the 

Motion and Countermotion are denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that pending the 

completion of the contemplated arbitration, the parties are to take no further action to ex pulse 

each other on the factual basis presented to the Court during the evidentiary hearing. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the request to seal these proceedings is denied. 

16~ 
Dated this/h day of January, 2016. 

Certificate of Service 

I hereby certify, that on the date filed, this Order was served on the parties identified on 

Wiznet's e-service list. 

5 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

NUVEDA, LLC, A NEVADA LIMITED 
LIABILITY COMPANY; SHANE M. 
TERRY, A NEVADA RESIDENT; AND 
JENNIFER M. GOLDSTEIN, A 
NEVADA RESIDENT, 
Appellants, 
vs. 
PEIMAN BADY; AND POUYA 
MOHAJER, 
Respondents. 

No. 69648 

FILE 
OCT 1 3 2017 

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 

This is an appeal from a district court order denying a motion 

for a preliminary injunction in a corporate action seeking provisional 

remedies under NRS 38.222. Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County; 

Elizabeth Goff Gonzalez, Judge. 

In this dispute between members of a limited liability company, 

the individual appellants attempted to expel respondents, alleging that 

respondents engaged in conduct contrary to the company's best interests by 

agreeing to transfer certain assets to another company, CW Nevada, as well 

as by engaging in other bad acts. Respondents retaliated by attempting to 

expel appellants. Appellants sought a preliminary injunction to prevent the 

asset transfer pending resolution of arbitration, but the district court denied 

the motion for an injunction. Appellants appeal. 

Appellants argue that the district court abused its discretion in 

denying their motion for a preliminary injunction. A preliminary injunction 

may be granted when the movant shows a likelihood of success on the merits 

and a reasonable probability that the nonmovant's conduct will cause 

irreparable harm if allowed to continue. Univ. & Cmty. Coll. Sys. of Nev. v. 

10) 1947A ,ati/o 

SUPREME COURT 
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Nevadans for Sound Gov't, 120 Nev. 712, 721, 100 P.3d 179, 187 (2004). 

Whether to deny a motion for a preliminary injunction rests within the 

district court's discretion, and that decision will not be reversed absent an 

abuse of discretion or reliance on an erroneous legal standard. Id. 

Appellants do not have a likelihood of success on the merits because they 

failed to expel respondents pursuant to the operating agreement 

Appellants first argue that the district court erred in applying 

a civil conspiracy standard to determine whether respondents were 

disinterested for the purpose of evaluating whether 60% of disinterested 

voting interests voted to expel them. Appellants assert that the court 

should have considered whether respondents' interests precluded their vote. 

This court construes the construction of a contractual term de novo and 

unambiguous contracts according to their plain language. Sheehan & 

Sheehan v. Nelson Malley & Co., 121 Nev. 481, 486-88, 117 P.3d 219, 223- 

24 (2005). 

The relevant provisions of the operating agreement are not 

ambiguous. Paragraph 6.2 of the limited liability company's operating 

agreement governs thefl expulsion of members. The operating agreement 

permits terminating "[a] member's interest in the company" by a vote of 

60% or more of the disinterested voting interests. It defines disinterested 

voting members as those members whose membership "is not then being 

voted upon." The plain language of the operating agreement provides a 

procedure for expelling an individual member without any means for 

grouping interests; thus, appellants' argument that respondents' alleged 

joint action permitted appellants to group their interests and to vote to expel 

respondents simultaneously fails. Appellants' reliance on the 

interpretation of disinterestedness in In re Amerco Derivative Litigation, 

127 Nev. 196, 252 P.3d 681 (2011), is misplaced because that case pertained 
SUPREME COURT 

OF 
NEVADA 

(0) 1947A 0 
2 
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to a shareholder derivative action, which is not at issue here, and the 

operating agreement here expressly defines "disinterested voting member" 

Further, appellants' argument has the absurd consequence of permitting a 

holder of, e.g., a 1% interest in the company, to declare that holders of the 

remaining 99% are jointly acting against company best interests and to 

expel that majority. See Reno Club, Inc. v. Young Inv. Co., 64 Nev. 312, 325, 

182 P.2d 1011, 1017 (1947) ("A contract should not be construed so as to 

lead to an absurd result."). 

The district court's application of a civil-conspiracy standard to 

determine whether respondents' interests may be grouped for the purpose 

of expulsion lacks a basis in the operating agreement, and the district court 

accordingly erred to the extent that it relied on such a standard. However, 

the agreement did not provide a mechanism for appellants to expel 

respondents jointly rather than individually, and the record makes clear 

that 60% of disinterested voting interests did not vote to expel either 

respondent individually, such that the district court did not err in 

determining that appellants' efforts to expel respondents failed or that 

appellants did not have a likelihood of success on the merits. See Saavedra-

Sandoval v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 126 Nev. 592, 599, 245 P.3d 1198, 1202 

(2010) (affirming when district court reached correct result on incorrect 

basis). 

Substantial evidence supports the district court's finding that the asset 
transfer would not cause the company irreparable harm 

The district court determined that appellants failed to 

demonstrate a basis to interfere with respondents' majority-approved 

decision to transfer assets to CW and denied appellants' request to enjoin 

SUPREME COURT 
OF 

NEVADA 

3 
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, C.J. 

the transfer.' The record contains evidence that "a reasonable mind might 

accept as adequate to support" that the transfer would not cause irreparable 

harm. See State Emp. Sec. Dep't v. Hilton Hotels Corp., 102 Nev. 606, 608, 

729 P.2d 497, 498 (1986) (internal quotation marks omitted). Accordingly, 

as appellants failed to show a reasonable probability of irreparable harm, 

we conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion in denying 

appellants' motion. 

Having considered appellants' contentions and concluded that 

they do not warrant relief, we 

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED. 

SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

J. 
Hardesty 
	 Stiglich 

cc: Hon. Elizabeth Goff Gonzalez, Chief Judge 
Stephen E. Haberfeld, Settlement Judge 
Garman Turner Gordon 
Jennifer M. Goldstein 
Naylor & Braster 
Kolesar & Leatham, Chtd. 
Eighth District Court Clerk 

'Appellants do not challenge the district court's determination that 
the parties' respective efforts to expel each other from the company 
threatened to cause irreparable harm to the company or its corresponding 
order enjoining the parties from further efforts to expel each other. 
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From: Rebecca Post
Sent: 12/3/2015 8:49:44 PM
To: Case Filing
Subject: NuVeda, LLC v. Bady et al. 

Good afternoon-

          Please see the attached Demand for Arbitration and the Credit Authorization in regards to the 
above-referenced matter for filing. If you have any questions or concerns please contact our office direct.

Respectfully, 

Rebecca Post 

Legal Assistant 

P 725 777 3000  |  F 725 777 3112

GARMAN  |  TURNER  |  GORDON
650 WHITE DRIVE, SUITE 100
LAS VEGAS, NV 89119

Visit us online at HYPERLINK "http://www.gtg.legal"www.gtg.legal 
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Pejman Bady & Pouya Mohajer Vincent Aiello, Esq.

Kolesar & Leatham

400 S. Rampart Blvd., #400
9280 W. Sunset Road # 412

Pahrump Nevada 89148 Las Vegas Nevada 89145

702-362-7800 702-362-9472

vaiello@klnevada.com

Claimants seek immediate redress for the wrongful conduct of Respondents relating to the business of Nuveda, LLC a medical marijuana licensee. (see attached)

1 Million- 10 Million

3,500.00

Local retired Judge and/or gaming/licensing experience

5
Members of Nuveda, LLC, a medical marijuana licensee

Former members of Nuveda, LLC. a medical marijuana licensee

No

12/3/2015

Nuveda, LLC, Shane Terry & Jennifer Goldstein Erika Pike Turner, Esq.

Garman Turner Gordon

650 White Drive, Suite 100
c/o Erika Pike Turner, Esq. 650 White Drive

Las Vegas Nevada 89119 Las Vegas Nevada 89119

725-777-3000 725-777-3000

eturner@gtg.legal

Las Vegas

NuVeda's Motion Page 25 RA 117



NuVeda's Motion Page 26 RA 118



NuVeda's Motion Page 27 RA 119



NuVeda's Motion Page 28 RA 120



NuVeda's Motion Page 29 RA 121



NuVeda's Motion Page 30 RA 122



NuVeda's Motion Page 31 RA 123



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

Garman Turner Gordon
650 White Dr., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(725) 777-3000 1 of 3

GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP
ERIKA PIKE TURNER
Nevada Bar No. 6454
Email: eturner@gtg.legal
DYLAN T. CICILIANO
Nevada Bar No. 12348
Email: dciciliano@gtg.legal
650 White Drive, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Tel: (725) 777-3000/Fax: (725) 777-3112
Attorneys for Claimant Shane Terry

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

SHANE M. TERRY, a Nevada resident;

Claimant,

vs.

NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company PEJMAN BADY; POUYA
MOHAJER; DOE Individuals I-X and ROE
Entities I-X, inclusive;

Respondents.

District Court Case No.: A-15-728510-B
Supreme Court No.: 69648

AAA Case No.: 01-15-0005-8574

AMENDED DEMAND FOR ARBITRATION

Brief Description of Dispute:

Claimant Shane Terry (“Claimant”) hereby amends his demand for arbitration. This

amendment has no effect on further claimant Jennifer Mulligan Goldstein. This amendment is

necessary to address the termination of Mr. Terry from management as well as membership of

NuVeda subsequent to the original arbitration demand.

Claimant hereby demands arbitration pursuant to the agreement to arbitrate set forth in

Section 11.3 of the Operating Agreement of NuVeda, LLC (“NuVeda”). A true and correct copy

of the Operating Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

Respondents are NuVeda, Pejman Bady (“Bady”) and Pouya Mohajer (“Mohajer,”

together with NuVeda and Bady, the “Respondents”). NuVeda is, and has been at all relevant
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Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
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times, a Nevada limited liability company with valuable medical marijuana establishment

licenses in the State of Nevada that permit the cultivating, processing and dispensing of medical

marijuana.

Bady and Mohajer were members of NuVeda along with Claimant until Claimant’s

interests in NuVeda were wrongfully terminated. Respondents are an immoral majority who

engaged in self-dealing at NuVeda, and then negotiated and entered into a conditional sale of

NuVeda’s assets to third party CW Nevada, LLC, without any notice to Claimant, who was then

the designated representative of NuVeda with the State of Nevada, Nye County, North Las

Vegas and Las Vegas, as well as CEO and Manager with voting rights at NuVeda.

Claimant’s position and interest in NuVeda was wrongfully terminated in March 2016, despite

that Claimant has ONLY acted in the Company’s best interests. NuVeda benefits from such

termination, and Claimant is entitled to the fair market value of his interest as of the date of such

wrongful termination.

Upon the wrongful termination of Claimant, as well as prior to Claimant’s wrongful

termination from NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer breached the Operating Agreement for NuVeda.

Bady and Mohajer breached the express terms of the Operating Agreement as well as the implied

covenant of good faith and fair dealing arising from the Operating Agreement.

As managers of NuVeda at all relevant times, Bady and Mohajer owed Claimant a

fiduciary duty. The fiduciary duty of the managers of NuVeda continues subsequent to

Claimant’s wrongful termination as Claimant retains at least an economic interest in NuVeda and

its assets.

Prior to termination, Claimant had worked to obtain investment in NuVeda by a third

party, and the proposed investment included superior terms than the transaction entered into by

NuVeda under Bady and Mohajer’s leadership. Upon information and belief, the CW Nevada,

LLC transaction benefitted Bady and/or Mohajer personally and that personal benefit was why

Mohajer and Bady surreptitiously dealt with CW Nevada, LLC, as opposed to any determination

that the CW Nevada, LLC transaction benefitted NuVeda and the other members more than any

other proposal. Respondents are liable to Claimant for the lost value in his membership interest

NuVeda's Motion Page 33 RA 125



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

Garman Turner Gordon
650 White Dr., Suite 100

Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
(725) 777-3000 3 of 3

as a result of Respondents’ gross misfeasance in conjunction with entering the CW Nevada, LLC

conditional sale of NuVeda’s assets.

Mohajer and Bady intentionally and/or negligently misrepresented the true facts

regarding their activities affecting NuVeda, including without limitation failing to disclose to

Claimant that Bady was transferring losses to Mohajer in violation of the Operating Agreement,

failing to disclose to Claimant that Bady had an ownership interest in entities benefitting from

transactions with NuVeda to its detriment, and, by extension, to the detriment of Claimant,

NuVeda’s then-member, as well as Respondents’ omission of material facts from

communications with Claimant regarding efforts to sell off of NuVeda’s most valuable assets at

a lower value than at least one other option because the sale benefitted Mohajer and/or Bady.

Claimant is entitled to the dimunition of value in Claimant’s interest in NuVeda as a result of

Respondents’ fraudulent actions.

Discovery may reveal additional claims are appropriate. An accounting and discovery

will therefore be necessary to fully resolve the parties’ disputes.

Attorneys’ fees and costs are compensable under the Operating Agreement.

Dated this 3rd day of June, 2016.

GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP

/s/ Erika Pike Turner
ERIKA PIKE TURNER
Nevada Bar No. 6454
Email: eturner@gtg.legal
DYLAN T. CICILIANO
Nevada Bar No. 12348
Email: dciciliano@gtg.legal
650 White Drive, Suite 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119
Tel: (725) 777-3000/Fax: (725) 777-3112
Attorneys for Plaintiff Shane Terry
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7/15/2020 RE: Terry et al. v. NuVeda et al.- Arbitration Case No. A-15-728510-B - mstipp@stipplaw.com

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&view=btop&ver=1sl87vn6obma2&msg=%23msg-f%3A1669129399474512430&attid=0.5 1/1

Subject: RE: Terry et al. v. NuVeda et al.- Arbitration Case No. A-15-728510-B

Erika Turner <eturner@gtg.legal> Fri, May 4, 2018, 10:58 AM

to Nikki Baker, AAA Lance Tanaka, Anna Diallo, Julia Melnar, Matthew Dushoff, Kristina R. Cole, Scott D. Fleming,

You are viewing an attached message. Law Office of Mitchell Stipp Mail
can't verify the authenticity of attached messages.

Arbitrator Baker,

On behalf of Shane Terry:

1. Motion to Substitute.

Please be advised that Mr. Terry has sold all of his rights and interests relative to NuVeda,

LLC to third party BCP 7, LLC, resident agent Brian C. Padgett, 611 S. 6th Street, Las
Vegas, NV, 89101 (“Buyer”).  Inclusive in those rights and interests sold to the Buyer is an
assignment of those claims alleged herein.  The written agreement reflecting Mr. Terry’s
agreement with Buyer will be sent to you under separate cover for in camera review.

Under NRCP 25(c), in case of any transfer of interest, the person to whom the interest is
transferred may be properly substituted in the action.  Substitution of parties here is
appropriate so that Mr. Terry’s claims may be prosecuted in the name of the new real party
in interest- Buyer.  See NRCP 17(a) (providing that every action SHALL be prosecuted in
the name of the real party in interest).  The “real party in interest” is the person who has a
right to enforce the claim and who has a significant interest in the litigation.  See Arguello v.
Sunset Station, Inc., 252 P.3d 206, 208 (Nev. 2011); Painter v. Anderson, 620 P.2d 1254,
1255-56 (Nev. 1980).  Generally, the assignee of a contractual right is the real party in
interest as opposed to the assignor.  Easton Bus. Opportunities, Inc. v. Town Exec. Suites-
E Marketplace, LLC, 230 P.3d 827, 831-32 (Nev. 2010); First Interstate Bank of Cal. V.
HCT, Inc., 828 P.2d 405, 408 (Nev. 1992).

Here, there should be no impediment to the requested substitution of Buyer for Mr. Terry, as
Buyer now has the sole right to prosecute claims pendent to Mr. Terry’s rights and interests
relative to NuVeda and make decisions relative thereto, pursuant to Buyer/Mr. Terry’s
voluntary agreement wherein Mr. Terry agreed to assign all rights and interests relative to
NuVeda, LLC to Buyer, including the pendent claims.  Further, Respondents have
repeatedly argued that Mr. Terry has no rights under the Operating Agreement that survive
his termination on March 10, 2016; thus, Respondents should be judicially estopped from
making a contrary argument now.

2. Motion to Withdraw.

Upon substitution of Buyer as real-party-in-interest, I move to withdraw as counsel in this
matter for all purposes.  Buyer’s counsel, Amy Sudgen, Esq., is cc’d on this email. 

Thank you,

Erika

Erika Pike Turner
Partner

GARMAN | TURNER | GORDON

P 725 777 3000 | D 725 244 4573
E eturner@gtg.legal
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From: Brian Padgett brian@briancpadgett.com
Subject: Terry/NuVeda case number 01-15-0005-8574

Date: June 5, 2018 at 7:41 PM
To: nbaker@petersonbaker.com
Cc: pejman bady pbady@me.com, Pouya Mohajer pouyamohajer@gmail.com, Joseph Kennedy joe90275@gmail.com,

Matthew T. Dushoff mdushoff@klnevada.com, Jason Wiley jwiley@wileypetersenlaw.com, Amy Sugden amy@briancpadgett.com

Dear	Arbitrator	Baker:

I	hereby	dismiss	all	claims	of	myself,	CWNevada,	BCP	Holdings	7,	LLC	and	Shane	Terry	(all	right,	Etle	and	
interest)	against	Bady,	Mohajer,	and	NuVeda	and	its	subsidiaries(Clark	NMSD,	Clark	Natural	Medicinal	
SoluEons,	and	Nye	Natural	Medicinal	SoluEons)	with	prejudice.	

Please	iniEate	necessary	proceedings	to	dismiss	my	claims.	

Ms.	Sugden	shall	oversee	the	process	and	may	sign	on	my	behalf	any	necessary	paperwork.

Brian C. Padgett
Law Offices of Brian C. Padgett
611 South 6th Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
(702) 304-0123
www.briancpadgett.com

 Notice: This electronic mail transmission, and any attachments hereto, may contain an attorney-client privilege 
that is privileged at law. It is not intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If the 
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or 
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
immediately notify us by telephone at (702) 304-0123 and email the sender that you have received this 
communication in error. We will remit any telephone expenses incurred by you. Thank you.
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7/15/2020 RE: BCP 7 - mstipp@stipplaw.com

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&view=btop&ver=1sl87vn6obma2&msg=%23msg-f%3A1669129325867793498&attid=0.1 1/1

Subject: RE: BCP 7

Nikki Baker <nbaker@petersonbaker.com> Tue, Oct 9, 2018, 9:59 AM

to Jason Wiley, David Feuerstein, Matthew T. Dushoff, AAA Lance Tanaka, Amy Sugden, Kristina R. Cole, Scott D.

You are viewing an attached message. Law Office of Mitchell Stipp Mail
can't verify the authenticity of attached messages.

Counsel:

Based on the below email string and my orders regarding Ms. Goldstein’s request for discovery, BCP
Holding 7, LLC is hereby DISMISSED from this arbitration. 

Mr. Tanaka, BCP Holding 7, LLC may be removed from the caption.

Additionally, based on the below emails, I will extend the time for the parties to provide to me proposed
new deadlines related to a new arbitration hearing date to 5:00 p.m. PST on Monday, October 15. 
Absent exceptional circumstances, which do not include ongoing settlement discussions, this deadline will
not be extended again.

Thank you,

Nikki

Nikki Baker, Esq.
Peterson Baker, PLLC
702.786.1001

From: Jason Wiley <jwiley@wileypetersenlaw.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, October 09, 2018 8:52 AM
To: 'David Feuerstein' <david@dfmklaw.com>; Nikki Baker <nbaker@petersonbaker.com>; 'Matthew T.
Dushoff' <mdushoff@klnevada.com>; 'AAA Lance Tanaka' <LanceTanaka@adr.org>
Cc: ''Amy Sugden'' <amy@briancpadgett.com>; 'Kristina R. Cole' <kcole@klnevada.com>; 'Scott D.
Fleming' <sfleming@klnevada.com>
Subject: RE: BCP 7

Arbitrator Baker:

I can confirm Mr. Feuerstein’s comments regarding the parties’ negotiations and ongoing efforts to schedule
arbitration dates and other deadlines.

JMW

Jason M. Wiley, Esq.
Partner

1050 Indigo Drive
Suite 130
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Office 702.910.3329||Direct 702.909.5487|Mobile 702.845.7401
jwiley@wileypetersenlaw.com

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email transmission (and/or the attachments accompanying it) may contain confidential
information belonging to the sender which is protected by the attorney-client privilege.  The information is intended only for the  use
of the intended recipient.  If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or
the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this information is strictly prohibited.  Any unauthorized interception of this
transmission  is illegal.  If you have received this transmission in error, please promptly notify the sender by reply email, and then
dispose of all copies of the transmission.

From: David Feuerstein <david@dfmklaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, October 8, 2018 2:39 PM
To: Nikki Baker <nbaker@petersonbaker.com>; Jason Wiley <jwiley@wileypetersenlaw.com>; 'Matthew T.
Dushoff' <mdushoff@klnevada.com>; 'AAA Lance Tanaka' <LanceTanaka@adr.org>
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Lance Tanaka
Vice President

1400 16th Street, Suite 400
Denver, CO 80202

Telephone: (303)831-0824
Fax: (646)640-1840

October 9, 2018

Matthew T. Dushoff, Esq.
Kolesar & Leatham, Chtd.
400 South Rampart Boulevard, Suite 400
Las Vegas, NV 89145-5725
Via Email to: mdushoff@klnevada.com 

David Feuerstein
Feuerstein Kulick LLP
205 East 42nd Street, 20th Floor
New York, NY 10017
Via Email to: david@dfmklaw.com 

Jason M. Wiley
Wiley Petersen
1050 Indigo Drive, Suite 130
Las Vegas, NV 89145
Via Email to: jwiley@wileypetersenlaw.com 

Case Number: 01-15-0005-8574

Pouya Mohajer and Pejman Bady;
-vs- 
Jennifer Goldstein
-vs- 
Nuveda, LLC

Dear Parties:

This will confirm that BCP 7, LLC has been dismissed as a party in this matter, in accordance with the Arbitrator's Ruling of 
October 9, 2018. Counsel for BCP 7, LLC is copied on this letter however they have been removed from the case and will no 
longer receive correspondence concerning this matter. 

Sincerely,

/s/
Lance K Tanaka
Vice President
Direct Dial: (303)831-0824
Email: LanceTanaka@adr.org
Fax: (646)640-1840

cc: Amy Sudgen
Kristina Cole
Brian C. Padgett
Anne M. Landis
Scott Fleming, Esq.
Nikki Baker, Esq.

  lt/bs
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Michael R. Mushkin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 2421 
L. Joe Coppedge, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
6070 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 454-3333 
Fax: (702) 386-4979 
michael@mushlaw.com 
jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and 
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.: A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated With: A-19-791405-C,  
A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
Hearing Date: January 11, 2021 
Hearing Time: 9:00 am 

 
AND RELATED MATTERS 

 

 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO ENTER ORDER  

ON SHANE TERRY’S CLAIMS AND RELATED RELIEF 
 

Dotan Y. Melech, as the Court Appointed Receiver of CWNevada, LLC, Shane Terry and 

Phillip D. Ivey, by and through their attorneys, the law firm of Mushkin & Coppedge, submit the 

following Opposition to NuVeda, LLC’s Motion to Enter Order on Shane Terry’s Claims and 

Related Relief (“Opposition”). This Opposition is made based on the following Memorandum of 

Points and Authorities, together with the papers and pleadings on file herein. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. Statement of the Case 

Shane Terry (“Terry”), together with Dotan Y. Melech, the Court-appointed receiver (the 

Case Number: A-17-755479-B

Electronically Filed
12/21/2020 12:52 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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“Receiver”) for CWNevada, LLC (“CWNevada”) and Phillip D. Ivey (“Ivey”, collectively, the 

Receiver, Terry and Ivey are referred to as “Plaintiffs”) retained the undersigned counsel and firm 

to pursue claims each possesses against NuVeda, LLC (“NuVeda”), its subsidiaries, licensees, 

members and/or related entities and Brian C. Padgett (“Padgett”).  The Receiver filed a motion to 

engage the undersigned firm as contingency counsel in Case No. A-17-755479-B (Dept. 11) (the 

“Receivership Action”), and after an initial objection by NuVeda, the Receiver and NuVeda 

entered into a stipulation approving the Receiver’s request to engage the undersigned firm as 

counsel for CWNevada, Terry and Ivey. The order approving the parties’ stipulation and 

counsels’ engagement was entered May 8, 2020.   

Plaintiffs then filed their initial complaint on June 30, 2020 as Case No. A-20-817363-B 

(Dept. 13).  The Complaint includes nine (9) claims for relief asserted by Terry, including the 

following:  

• The First Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) against all Defendants for Declaratory 

Relief that (i) the Terry Purchase Agreement is null and void resulting from a fraud 

in the inducement and for a complete failure of consideration, (ii) the Terry Interest 

was never transferred to BCP 7 or any other entity, (iii) Plaintiff Terry is the sole 

and only owner of the Terry Interest; 

• The Fourth Claim for Relief (Terry only) for Rescission of the Terry Purchase 

Agreement for Fraud in the Inducement and/or Failure of Consideration against 

Defendants BCP 7 and Padgett only;  

• The Fifth Claim for Relief (Terry only) in the alternative for Breach of Contract 

against Defendants BCP 7 and Padgett only; 

• The Sixth Claim for Relief (Terry only) in the alternative for Breach of the 

Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing against Defendants BCP 7 and Padgett 

only; 

• The Ninth Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) for Unjust Enrichment against 

Defendants NuVeda, Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy;  

• The Tenth Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) for an accounting against Defendants 
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NuVeda, Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy; 

• The Eleventh Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) for Violation of NRS 225.084 against 

Defendants NuVeda, Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy; 

• The Thirteenth Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) for Injunctive Relief against all 

Defendants; and  

• The Fourteenth Claim for Relief (all Plaintiffs) for the Appointment of a Receiver 

against all Defendants.  

After NuVeda filed multiple motions to dismiss, Plaintiffs filed a motion to consolidate 

several related actions with the Receivership Action.  This Court granted the motion to 

consolidate following a hearing on August 18, 2020. NuVeda’s motion to dismiss concerning the 

Receiver’s and Terry’s claims came before the Receivership Court for a hearing on August 31, 

2020. The Court denied NuVeda’s motion to dismiss with respect to the Receiver’s claims. 

However, with respect to Terry’s claims, the Court stayed the motion “for a period of ninety (90) 

days from the date of the hearing for Mr. Terry to request any relief from the arbitrator, Ms. Nikki 

Baker, of the American Arbitration Association.” See Order Denying Motion to Dismiss or for 

Summary Judgment, attached hereto as Exhibit 2. Terry submitted a Motion to Set Aside 

Dismissal on Monday, November 30, 2020 in the matter proceeding before the American 

Arbitration Association (“AAA”).  However, AAA responded that the matter was “closed on 

March 20, 2019 and the Association no longer has jurisdiction regarding this matter.” See 

electronic mail correspondence with AAA, Ex. 8.  Plaintiffs are currently in the process of serving 

Mr. Padgett and BCP 7 as authorized by Order Granting Motion to Extend Deadline for 

Completing Service on Defendants Mohajer, Padgett and BCP 7, LLC and to Complete Such 

Service by Alternative Means entered herein on November 24, 2020. 

II. Statement of Facts 

1. On or about July 9, 2014, Terry entered into an Operating Agreement for NuVeda, 

LLC (the “NuVeda Operating Agreement”) with Pejman Bady (“Bady”), Pouya Mohajer 

(“Mohajer”) and Jennifer Goldstein (“Goldstein”) to apply for and operate marijuana 

dispensaries, cultivation and processing facilities for medical marijuana pursuant to licenses 
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obtained from certain governmental divisions. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 3; NuVeda Operating 

Agreement, Exhibit 3. 

2. The NuVeda Operating Agreement was also signed by Joseph Kennedy, John 

Penders and Ryan Winmill. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 4. 

3. Since July 2014, NuVeda has been governed by the NuVeda Operating 

Agreement. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 5. 

4. The NuVeda Operating Agreement is governed by, construed and interpreted in 

accordance with Nevada law. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 6. 

5. Since NuVeda’s formation, Terry has been a manager, voting member and at 

times, NuVeda’s Chief Executive Officer and Chief Operations Officer. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 7. 

6. Initially, Terry owned 21.5% of NuVeda and its subsidiaries, Clark NMSD, Clark 

Natural, and Nye Natural. Terry’s ownership interest was later increased to 22.88%. Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 8. 

7. During the month of December 2015, NuVeda’s annual license renewal paperwork 

was due to the State of Nevada. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 9. 

8. During this time, Terry was NuVeda’s designated and registered point of contact 

with the State of Nevada for all regulatory correspondence. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 10. 

9. During this time, NuVeda removed Terry as NuVeda’s State of Nevada designated 

point of contact and refused to provide Terry with access to any records. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 11.  

Acts of Self-Dealing and other Misconduct 

10. Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy, individually and at times through NuVeda or other 

entities, have engaged in additional fraudulent acts of self-dealing and other acts of misconduct 

that constituted a breach of their legal duties. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 12. 

11. For instance, Terry and other members of NuVeda learned that Bady 

misrepresented the source of his funds Bady originally contributed to NuVeda in exchange for 

equity. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 13. 

12. Nevada law and the state regulatory agencies required in depth financial 

disclosures. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 14. 
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13. While Bady averred that his funding came from the sale of a business, upon 

information and belief, Bady, in concert with Mohajer, in fact funded his contributions from 

money he acquired from his friend, Majid Golpa (“Golpa”). Terry Declaration, ⁋ 15. 

14. Upon information and belief, Bady and Mohajer then promised that in exchange 

for the funds, Golpa would receive a 5.5% membership interest in NuVeda, a pledge that was 

prohibited by Nevada law. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 16. 

15. Mohsen Bahri (“Bahri”) and Bady also negotiated the terms of a $500,000 

promissory note. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 17. 

16. Bady then made an undisclosed deal with Bahri to provide Bady with a $500,000 

investment in which Bahri would receive a 4% interest in NuVeda. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 18 

17. This was contrary to NuVeda’s understanding of the financing. Terry Declaration, 

⁋ 19 

18. Following discovery of the true nature of Bady and Mohajer’s wrongful side deals 

with third parties, a dispute arose between Terry and Goldstein on the one hand and Bady and 

Mohajer on the other hand regarding Defendants’ clandestine and wrongful side deals, pursuant 

to which Bady and Mohajer attempted to allocate ownership interests to their friends, and the true 

source of Bady’s capital contribution, Golpa and Bahri. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 20. 

19. Bady and Mohajer were not authorized to pledge to Golpa or Bahri a 5.5% or 4% 

interest in NuVeda, yet Bady demanded that the members, including Terry and Goldstein, agree 

to ratify his apparent promises to provide such interest to Golpa and Bahri. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 

21. 

20. Upon information and belief, the transfer of the interests, as proposed by Bady, 

would jeopardize NuVeda’s licenses. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 22. 

21. On or about November 1, 2015, a monthly payment was due to Bahri on the 

$500,000 promissory note. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 23. 

22. Bady, long-time personal friends with Bahri, instructed Terry to not pay the 

monthly payment and stated he “would take care of it.” Terry Declaration, ⁋ 24. 

23. On November 11, 2015, Bahri sent demand for the November 1, 2015 payment. 

RA 173



 

Page 6 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 

 

Terry Declaration, ⁋ 25.  

24. Bady admitted he did not make the monthly payment, but that he and Bahri had 

agreed to extend the monthly payment to November 15, 2015. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 26. 

25. Bady’s non-payment of the Bahri loan and subsequent negotiations were done 

without Terry’s knowledge and jeopardized NuVeda’s operations. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 27. 

26. Bahri subsequently presented a lawsuit against Terry and Goldstein, individually, 

falsely alleging that they were liable for his investment through Bady. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 28. 

27. Bady and Bahri then acted in concert to allege that Goldstein and Terry were liable 

for the $500,000 promissory note, as neither NuVeda nor Bady, who single-handedly 

communicated with Bahri and who negotiated all terms of the clandestine deal with his friend 

Bahri, were named as defendants. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 29. 

28. Bady and Bahri acted in concert to paralyze Terry and Goldstein from obtaining 

the necessary funding by threatening to file frivolous and factually unfounded lawsuits against 

Terry and Goldstein for Bady’s strategic gain. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 30. 

29. Additionally, when Kennedy (an IRS enrolled agent) was preparing NuVeda’s K-

1s, Bady asked Terry to allocate his tax losses to Bady to offset Bady’s income from an unrelated 

medical business. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 31. 

30. Terry refused and explained to Bady that loss-shifting was wrongful and 

potentially constituted fraud, but Bady ignored Terry’s concern and collaborated with Mohajer to 

shift Mohajer’s losses to him instead. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 32. 

31. Bady and Mohajer then had nominal-member Kennedy amend the K-1s to reflect 

the loss-shifting to Bady in violation of the terms of the NuVeda Operating Agreement without 

notifying any other NuVeda members. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 33. 

32. Goldstein and Terry made demands for the original K-1s and other financial 

documents for NuVeda, but Bady and Kennedy denied the records request in violation of Terry’s 

right to review the business records of NuVeda pursuant to Section 7.2 of the NuVeda Operating 

Agreement. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 34. 

33. It was also discovered that Bady engaged in rampant self-dealing on multiple 

RA 174



 

Page 7 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 

 

occasions. An entity known as 2 Prime, LLC (“2 Prime”) entered into a financing agreement with 

NuVeda. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 35-36. 

34. Bady exclusively negotiated the agreement with favorable terms to 2 Prime. 

Thereafter, it was discovered after the fact that Bady had an undisclosed 50% interest in 2 Prime, 

which was also co-owned by Golpa. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 37-38. 

35. On or about November 20, 2015 under the guidance of NuVeda’s corporate 

counsel, who was hired directly by Bady, Bady’s and Mohajer’s NuVeda interests were 

terminated pursuant to Section 6.2 of the Operating Agreement. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 39. 

36. However, Bady and Mohajer disregarded the expulsion and claimed they remained 

voting members, managers, and officers with authority to act on behalf of NuVeda. Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 40. 

37. Between November 20th, 2015 and December 3, 2015, Bady and Mohajer, acting 

as purported representatives of NuVeda, attempted to sell NuVeda’s interests in its highly 

valuable and privileged licenses to multiple parties, including CWNevada. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 

41. 

The District Court Action 

38. Over concerns that any attempted and unauthorized transfer of interest could 

jeopardize NuVeda’s licenses, on December 3, 2015, Goldstein and Terry filed a complaint, as 

individuals and on behalf of NuVeda in the District Court for Clark County, Nevada against Bady 

and Mohajer as Case Number A-15-728510-B (the “District Court Action”) and 

contemporaneously filed a Motion for a Preliminary Injunction requesting that the Court enjoin 

any transfer of NuVeda’s membership interests. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 42. 

39. The District Court Action sought, among other things, the issuance of a 

preliminary and permanent injunction maintaining the status quo pending a final resolution of the 

parties’ disputes in an arbitral proceeding. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 43. 

40. Although the District Court did not issue a preliminary injunction in the District 

Court Action, on January 13, 2016, the Court ordered (the “January 13, 2016 Order”), among 

other things, “IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that pending the 
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completion of the contemplated arbitration, the parties are to take no further action to expulse 

each other on the factual bases presented to the Court during the evidentiary hearing.” Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 44. 

41. Goldstein and Terry commenced a private arbitration proceeding with the 

American Arbitration Association against NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer captioned as Terry, et al. 

v. NuVeda LLC, et al., AAA Case No. 01-15-005-8574 (the “Arbitration”). Terry Declaration, ⁋ 

45. 

42. Notwithstanding the express language of the January 13, 2016 Order, in a March 

10, 2016 meeting attended by Terry, Bady called for a vote to expel Terry from NuVeda. Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 46. 

43. Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy voted in favor of the motion to expel Terry in 

violation of the January 13, 2016 Order. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 47. 

44. The purported expulsion was further documented in a meeting on or about 

September 19, 2017, where the NuVeda Meeting Minutes indicate Terry’s interest in NuVeda 

was distributed to Bady and Mohajer in yet another act of blatant self-dealing. Terry Declaration, 

⁋ 48. 

45. NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer transferred Terry’s individual license interest in 

NuVeda directly to Bady and Mohajer without Terry’s consent. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 49. 

Purchase and Sale Agreement for Terry’s Ownership Interest in NuVeda and 

NuVeda-Managed Licenses 

46. During the pendency of the District Court Action and Arbitration, on or about 

April 30, 2018, Terry entered into a “Purchase and Sale Agreement for Terry’s Ownership Interest 

in NuVeda and NuVeda-Managed Licenses” (the “Terry Purchase Agreement”) with BCP 7 as 

the Buyer. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 50; Terry Purchase Agreement, Ex. 4. 

47. Padgett personally guaranteed all payments and other performance obligations due 

under the Terry Purchase Agreement. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 51. 

48. The Terry Purchase Agreement provides, among other things, that Terry agreed to 

sell the Terry Interest and BCP 7 agreed to purchase the Terry Interest for specified consideration 
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and on specific terms. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 52.  

49. The total purchase price for BCP 7 to acquire the Terry Interest was $1.75 million 

(the “Purchase Price”), which was “substantially reduced” from fair market value. Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 53. 

50. Terry was induced to sign the Purchase Agreement in reliance upon Padgett’s 

representations that the Purchase Price would be paid. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 54. 

51. The Purchase Price was payable as follows: (i) an initial payment of $500,000.00 

in good and payable U.S. funds to be paid to Terry on or before June 15, 2018 (the “Initial 

Payment”), and (ii) monthly payments of the $1.25 million balance due on or before June 15, 

2028 with payments due monthly until paid in full (the “Monthly Payments”).  Terry Declaration, 

⁋ 55 

52. The Monthly Payments were to be made on or before the first day of the month in 

an amount not less than the interest accrued on the outstanding balance at an interest rate of 18%. 

Terry Declaration, ⁋ 56.  

53. The Monthly Payments were to commence May 1, 2018, and the first payment 

was to have been made no later than May 2, 2018. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 57. 

54. The Terry Purchase Agreement further provided that there shall be acceleration of 

the outstanding balance and any unpaid accrued interest thereon upon (1) the sale or transfer of 

the Terry Interest to a vehicle not owned by BCP 7, or any beneficial rights thereunder, from BCP 

7 to a third party (other than CWNV, LLC); or (2) a default of a payment obligations, which shall 

result from any failure to timely pay the Initial Down Payment or any Monthly Payments on the 

Balance following notice of failure to Padgett and no cure within 10 business days thereof. Terry 

Declaration, ⁋ 58. 

55. Upon execution of the Terry Purchase Agreement and upon receipt of the first 

Monthly Payment, Terry agreed, among other things, to assign any and all claims and right in the 

Arbitration and District Court Action to BCP 7. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 59. 

56. BCP 7 made a partial payment toward the Initial Payment in the sum of 

$250,000.00 on or about August 1, 2018. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 60. 
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57. In addition to the partial Initial Payment, BCP 7 made partial interest and extension 

payments. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 61. 

58. However, BCP 7 failed to pay the Initial Payment or Monthly Payments in full. 

Terry Declaration, ⁋ 62. 

59. As a result of BCP 7’s failure to pay the Initial Payment or any of the Monthly 

Payments in full, Terry provided notice of and right to cure this failure to BCP 7 and Padgett. 

Terry Declaration, ⁋ 63. 

60. BCP 7 and Padgett failed to cure the outstanding balance owed following notice 

of such failure and a right to cure within 10 business days. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 64. 

61. As a result of BCP 7’s and Padgett’s failure to pay the Initial Payment and Monthly 

Payments in full, including the first Monthly Payment, there has not been a valid transfer of the 

Terry Interest to BCP 7. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 65. 

62. Notwithstanding the fact that the Terry Interest was never properly transferred to 

BCP 7, in an email dated June 5, 2018 from Padgett to the Arbitrator in the Arbitration, Padgett 

purported to dismiss “all claims of myself, CWNevada, BCP Holdings 7, LLC and Shane Terry 

(all right, title, and interest against Bady, Mohajer, and NuVeda and its subsidiaries (Clark 

NMSD, Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions, and Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions) with 

prejudice.” Terry Declaration, ⁋ 66; Electronic mail from Padgett to Nikki Baker, Ex. 5. 

63. Ms. Baker then proceeded to dismiss the arbitration as to BCP Holding 7, LLC.  

See electronic mail dated October 9, 2018, Ex. 6. AAA then confirmed that BCP 7, LLC was 

dismissed as a party. See letter from AAA dated October 9, 2018, Ex. 7. 

64. Not only did CWNevada never make or assert any claims related to the Arbitration, 

the Padgett email clearly evidences a conspiracy between Padgett, NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer 

to defraud Terry by having BCP 7 purportedly purchase the Terry Interest, and then immediately 

attempt to dismiss the claims in the Arbitration without BCP 7 and Padgett paying the agreed 

consideration. Terry Declaration, ⁋ 67. 

/ / / 
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III. Argument 

A. Legal Standard 

1. Standard of Review 

Previously, NuVeda sought dismissal of the Plaintiffs’ claim for declaratory relief as it 

related to the Receiver and Terry or summary judgment on those claims. NuVeda now requests 

an order of either dismissal or summary judgment with respect to Terry’s claims. To the extent 

the original motion seeks dismissal for “failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted”, 

the Motion must be denied. The Nevada Supreme Court has long held: 

The standard of review for a dismissal under subsection b(5) is rigorous, as 
the court must construe the pleadings liberally and draw ever fair inference 
in favor of the non moving party. 

.   .   . 
A complaint will not be dismissed for failure to state a claim unless it 
appears beyond a doubt that the plaintiff could prove no set of facts which, 
if accepted by the trier of fact would entitle him or her to relief. 
 

Simpson v. Mars Inc., 113 Nev. 188, 929 P.2d 966 (1997). 

In addition, in Hynds Plumbing & Heating Co. v. Clark County Sch. Dist., 94 Nev. 776, 

587 P.2d 1331 (1978), the Nevada Supreme Court held that: “When tested by a subdivision (b)(5) 

motion to dismiss for failure to state a claim upon which relief can be granted, the allegations of 

the complaint must be accepted as true.” Further, the Nevada Supreme Court clearly stated that: 

“The appropriate standard for a motion to dismiss based on a failure to state a claim is ‘beyond a 

doubt’ and not ‘beyond a reasonable doubt.’” Buzz Stew, LLC v. City of N. Las Vegas, 124 Nev. 

224, 228 n.6, 181 P.3d 670, 672 n.6 (2008). 

“The trial court may consider some matters outside the pleadings... A court may also 

consider unattached evidence on which the complaint necessarily relies if: (1) the complaint refers 

to the document; (2) the document is central to the plaintiffs claim; and (3) no party questions the 

authenticity of the document.” Baxter v. Dignity Health, 131 Nev. Adv. Op. 76, 357 P.3d 927 

(2015). 

Should the Court treat NuVeda’s original motion as one for summary judgment, before 

granting a motion for summary judgment, NRCP 56 requires there be no genuine issue of material 
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fact. Wood v. Safeway, Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 732, 121 P.3d 1026, 1031 (2005). 

While the pleadings and other proof must be construed in a light most 
favorable to the nonmoving party, that party bears the burden to “do more 
than simply show that there is some metaphysical doubt” as to the operative 
facts in order to avoid summary judgment being entered in the moving 
party’s favor.  The nonmoving party “must, by affidavit or otherwise, set 
forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue for trial 
or have summary judgment entered against him.” Id.  

 
Terry has more than established genuine issues of material fact concerning the rescission 

of the Terry Purchase Agreement, setting aside the dismissal in the Arbitration and his entitlement 

to the Terry Interest.  Under the facts of this case, NuVeda’s motion must be denied. 

2. The NuVeda Operating Agreement 

The NuVeda Operating Agreement provides in part: 

11.3 Arbitration Arbitration proceedings shall be conducted under the 
Rules of Commercial Arbitration of the AAA (the “Rules”). 

.     .     . 
To the extent any provisions of the Rules conflict with any provision of this 
Section, the provisions of this section shall control. 

 .     .     .  
The arbitrator shall have all powers of law and equity, which it can lawfully 
assume, necessary to resolve the issues in dispute including, without 
limiting the generality of the foregoing, making awards of compensatory 
damages, issuing both prohibitory and mandatory orders in the nature of 
injunctions and compelling the production of documents and witnesses for 
presentation at the arbitration hearings on the merits of the case…The 
statutory, case law and common law of the State of Nevada shall govern in 
interpreting their respective rights, obligations and liabilities arising out of 
or related to the transactions provided for or contemplated by this 
Agreement, including without limitation, the validity, construction and 
performance of all or any portion of this Agreement, and the applicable 
remedy for any liability established thereunder, and the amount or method 
of computation of damages which may be awarded, but such governing law 
shall not include the law pertaining to conflicts or choice of laws of Nevada; 
provided however, that should the parties refer a dispute arising out of or in 
connection with an ancillary agreement or an agreement between some or 
all of the Members which specifically references this Article, then the 
statutory, case law and common law of the State whose law governs such 
agreement (except the law pertaining to conflicts or choice of law) shall 
govern in interpreting the respective rights, obligations and liabilities of the 
parties arising out of or related to the transactions provided for or 
contemplated by such agreement, including without limitation, the validity,  
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construction and performance of all or any portion of such agreement, and 
the applicable remedy for any liability established thereunder, and the 
amount or method of computation of damages which may be awarded. 
 
Any action or proceeding subsequent to any award rendered by the 
arbitrator in the Member Dispute, including but not limited to, any 
action to confirm, vacate, modify, challenge or enforce the arbitrator’s 
decision or award shall be filed in a court of competent jurisdiction in 
the same county were the arbitration of the Member dispute was 
conducted, and Nevada  law shall apply in any such subsequent action 
or proceeding. (emphasis added). 
 

See NuVeda Operating Agreement, Ex. 3, pp. 18-19. 

As set forth above, AAA no longer has jurisdiction over the Arbitration and that matter 

has been closed.  Moreover, the NuVeda Operating Agreement specifically provides that any post 

Arbitration proceedings be filed with this Court. Thus, this Court is the proper place to bring 

Terry’s claim for rescission, setting aside the dismissal and eventually, for declaratory relief 

regarding the Terry Interest. 

B. The Terry Purchase Agreement should be rescinded for fraud in the 

inducement and failure of consideration. 

Once the alternative means of service regarding Mr. Padgett and BCP7 are complete, 

Terry intends to pursue his claim for rescission of the Terry Purchase Agreement. “Rescission is 

an equitable remedy which totally abrogates a contract, and which seeks to place the parties in 

the position they occupied prior to executing the contract.” Bergstrom v. Estate of DeVoe, 109 

Nev. 575, 577, 854 P.2d 860, 861 (1993). A party to a contract may seek rescission of that contract 

based upon fraud in the inducement or a failure of consideration. Awada v. Shuffle Master, Inc. 

123 Nev. 613, 621, 173 P.2d 707, 713 (2007); Sprouse v. Wentz, 105 Nev. 597, 601, 781 P.2d 

1136, ___ (1989). To establish fraud in the inducement of a contract, a party must prove that the 

other party made a false representation that was material to the transaction. Awada, 123 Nev. at 

621. To establish a failure of consideration, a party must demonstrate he failed to receive his 

bargained for consideration. Sprouse, 105 Nev. at 601.  

When a contract has been partially performed, and one of the parties defaults, the other 

has a choice of remedies. He may rescind or affirm the contract, but he cannot do both. If he 
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rescinds, he must return whatever of value he received under it and he may recover back whatever 

he has paid. He cannot at the same time affirm the contract by retaining its benefits and rescind it 

by repudiating its burdens. Bergstrom, 109 Nev. at 577, citing 5 Arthur Linton Corbin, CORBIN 

on Contracts § 1114 (1964) (emphasis in original). “Further, there can be no partial rescission; a 

contract is either valid or void in toto.’ Bergstrom, 109 Nev. at 577. quoting, Holden v. Dubois, 

665 P.2d 1175 (Okla. 1983). “Because a rescinded contract is void ab initio, following a lawful 

rescission the ‘injured’ party is precluded from recovering damages for breach just as though the 

contract had never been entered into by the parties.” Bergstrom, 109 Nev. at 577-78.  Upon 

rescission, the parties should be returned as closely as possible to their respective positions prior 

to entering into the contract. Bergstrom, 109 Nev. at 578. 

Here, Terry believes the facts are not in dispute that Padgett fraudulently induced Terry 

to sign the Terry Purchase Agreement and after submitting the dismissal in the Arbitration, 

Padgett failed to pay the agreed consideration. In these circumstances, where Terry was 

fraudulently induced to sign the Terry Purchase Agreement and where he did not receive his 

bargained for consideration, rescission is proper. 

C. The Dismissal entered in the Arbitration should be set aside. 

It follows that if the Terry Purchase Agreement is void, then the dismissal entered in the 

Arbitration, based solely on the electronic mail proffered by Mr. Padgett, is equally void. Upon 

rescission, the dismissal should be set aside, the Terry Interest should be returned to Mr. Terry 

and he should be allowed to proceed with his claims. Because the Arbitration is closed and AAA 

no longer has jurisdiction, it is appropriate that once service is complete upon Mr. Padgett, that 

this Court hear the issue of setting aside the dismissal. 

NRCP 60(b) provides in part: 

(b)  Grounds for Relief from a Final Judgment, Order, or Proceeding.  On 
motion and just terms, the court may relieve a party or its legal 
representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding for the 
following reasons: 

(1)  mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect; 
(2)  newly discovered evidence that, with reasonable diligence, could 
not have been discovered in time to move for a new trial under Rule 
59(b); 
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(3)  fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or extrinsic), 
misrepresentation, or misconduct by an opposing party; 
(4)  the judgment is void; 
(5)  the judgment has been satisfied, released, or discharged; it is 
based on an earlier judgment that has been reversed or vacated; or 
applying it prospectively is no longer equitable; or 
(6)  any other reason that justifies relief. 

 
Rule 60(b)(4) allows a court to set aside a judgment, in this case the AAA dismissal, when 

it is void. LN Mgmt. LLC Services 440 Sarment v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 2018 Nev. App. 

Unpub. LEXIS 768 (Nev. App. 2018). This rule, which is a remedial in nature, is to be construed 

liberally to relieve the harshness of rigid form by applying the flexibility of discretion. La-Tex 

Partnership v. Deters, 111 Nev. 471, 893 P.2d 361 (1995). Importantly, as it concerns NuVeda’s 

motion, the 6 months timing requirement under NRCP 60(c)(1) does not apply to void judgments.  

Therefore, under the circumstances of this case, where the dismissal in the Arbitration was 

submitted as a result of a void agreement, such dismissal must be set aside, and Terry allowed to 

proceed with his claims. 

D. Terry’s claim for Declaratory Relief is properly before this Court. 

Article XI of the NuVeda Operating Agreement concerns dispute resolution among 

NuVeda’s members and provides in part: 

11.1 Disputes Among Members. The Members agree that in the event of 
any dispute or disagreement solely between or among any of them arising 
out of, relating to or in connection with this Agreement or the Company or 
its organization, formation, business or management (“Member Dispute”), 
the Members shall use their best efforts to resolve any dispute arising out of 
or in connection with this Agreement by good-faith negotiation and mutual 
agreement. The Members shall meet at a mutually convenient time and 
place to attempt to resolve any such dispute. 
 
However, in the event that the Members are unable to resolve any Member 
Dispute, such parties shall first attempt to settle such dispute through a non-
binding mediation proceeding. In the event any party to such mediation 
proceeding is not satisfied with the results thereof, then  any unresolved 
disputes shall be finally settled in according with an arbitration proceeding. 
In no event shall the results of any mediation proceeding be admissible in 
any arbitration or judicial proceeding. 

 
See NuVeda Operating Agreement, Ex. 3, p. 18. 
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The First Claim for Relief includes a claim for relief by Terry against all Defendants for 

Declaratory Relief that (i) the Terry Purchase Agreement is null and void resulting from a fraud 

in the inducement and for a complete failure of consideration, (ii) the Terry Interest was never 

transferred to BCP 7 or any other entity, (iii) Plaintiff Terry is the sole and only owner of the 

Terry Interest. In addition to being against NuVeda and its members, it is also against Padgett and 

BCP 7.  As a result, it is not solely among the Members of NuVeda and by its express terms, the 

dispute resolution clause in the NuVeda Operating Agreement requiring mediation and/or 

arbitration does not apply to this claim for relief.  Thus, Terry’s claims, specifically including his 

claim for declaratory relief, are properly before this Court. 

E. Conclusion 

The facts are not in dispute. Terry can demonstrate (i) that the Terry Purchase Agreement 

is void for fraud in the inducement and/or a failure of consideration, (ii) that the Terry Purchase 

Agreement should be rescinded, (iii) that the dismissal entered in the Arbitration, based solely on 

the void Terry Purchase Agreement, should be set aside as void, and (iv) upon setting aside the 

void dismissal, that the Terry Interest should be returned to him.  Based on the foregoing, Terry 

respectfully requests that this Court deny NuVeda’s Motion to Enter Order on Shane Terry’s 

Claims and Related Relief. 

DATED this 21st day of December, 2020. 

MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 

 

/s/L. Joe Coppedge    
MICHAEL R. MUSHKIN, ESQ. 
Nevada State Bar No. 2421 
L. JOE COPPEDGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
6070 South Eastern Ave Ste 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
 
 

  

RA 184



 

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 the foregoing Opposition to Motion to Enter Order On Shane 

Terry’s Claims and Related Relief was submitted electronically for filing and/or service with 

the Eighth Judicial District Court on this 21st day of December, 2020. Electronic service of the 

foregoing document shall be upon all parties listed on the Odyssey eFileNV service contact list.  

 

/s/Karen L. Foley   
An Employee of  
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
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Michael R. Mushkin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 2421 
L. Joe Coppedge, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
6070 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 454-3333 
Fax: (702) 386-4979 
michael@mushlaw.com 
jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com 

 
DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and 
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.: A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated With: A-19-791405-C,  
A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
 

 
DECLARATION OF SHANE M. TERRY IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION TO 

MOTION TO ENTER ORDER ON SHANE TERRY’S CLAIMS  
AND RELATED RELIEF 

 
SHANE M. TERRY, under penalty of perjury, states as follows: 

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein, except for those facts stated 

to be based upon information and belief. If called to do so, I would truthfully and competently 

testify to the facts stated herein, except those facts stated to be based upon information and belief. 

2. I make this Declaration in support of the Opposition to Motion to Enter Order on 

Shane Terry’s Claims and Related Relief (the “Opposition”). 

3. On or about July 9, 2014, I entered into an Operating Agreement for NuVeda, LLC 

(the “NuVeda Operating Agreement”) with Pejman Bady (“Bady”), Pouya Mohajer (“Mohajer”) 
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and Jennifer Goldstein (“Goldstein”) to apply for and operate marijuana dispensaries, cultivation 

and processing facilities for medical marijuana pursuant to licenses obtained from certain 

governmental divisions.  A true and correct copy of the NuVeda Operating Agreement is attached 

to the Opposition as Exhibit 3. 

4. The NuVeda Operating Agreement was also signed by Joseph Kennedy, John 

Penders and Ryan Winmill.  

5. Since July 2014, I understand and believe that NuVeda has been governed by the 

NuVeda Operating Agreement. 

6. The NuVeda Operating Agreement is governed by, construed and interpreted in 

accordance with Nevada law.  

7. Since NuVeda’s formation, I have been a manager, voting member and at times, 

NuVeda’s Chief Executive Officer and Chief Operations Officer.  

8. Initially, I owned 21.5% of NuVeda and its subsidiaries, Clark NMSD, Clark 

Natural, and Nye Natural. My ownership interest was later increased to 22.88%.  

9. During the month of December 2015, NuVeda’s annual license renewal paperwork 

was due to the State of Nevada. 

10. During this time, I was NuVeda’s designated and registered point of contact with 

the State of Nevada for all regulatory correspondence.  

11. After I submitted the renewal application representing NuVeda’s then current 

ownership structure, Bady falsely submitted documentation to the State of Nevada that removed 

me as NuVeda’s State of Nevada designated point of contact and refused to provide me with 

access to any records.   

Acts of Self-Dealing and other Misconduct 

12. Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy, individually and at times through NuVeda or other 

entities, engaged in fraudulent acts of self-dealing and other acts of misconduct that constituted a 

breach of their legal duties.  

13. For example, I and other members of NuVeda learned that Bady misrepresented 

the source of funds he originally contributed to NuVeda in exchange for equity.  
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14. Nevada law and the state regulatory agencies required in depth financial 

disclosures.  

15. While Bady averred that his funding came from the sale of a business, upon 

information and belief, Bady, in concert with Mohajer, in fact funded his contributions from 

money he acquired from his friend, Majid Golpa (“Golpa”).  

16. Upon information and belief, Bady and Mohajer then promised that in exchange 

for the funds, Golpa would receive a 5.5% membership interest in NuVeda, a pledge that was 

prohibited by Nevada law.  

17. Mohsen Bahri (“Bahri”) and Bady also negotiated the terms of a $500,000 

promissory note.  

18. Bady then made an undisclosed deal with Bahri to provide Bady with a $500,000 

investment in which Bahri would receive a 4% interest in NuVeda.  

19. This was contrary to NuVeda’s understanding of Bady’s financial contribution.  

20. Following discovery of the true nature of Bady and Mohajer’s wrongful side deals 

with third parties, a dispute arose between Goldstein and I on the one hand and Bady and Mohajer 

on the other hand regarding their clandestine and wrongful side deals, pursuant to which Bady 

and Mohajer attempted to allocate ownership interests to their friends, and the true source of 

Bady’s capital contribution, Golpa and Bahri.  

21. Bady and Mohajer were not authorized to pledge to Golpa or Bahri a 5.5% or 4% 

interest in NuVeda, yet Bady demanded that the members, including Goldstein and I, agree to 

ratify his apparent promises to provide such interest to Golpa and Bahri.  

22. Upon information and belief, the transfer of the interests, as proposed by Bady, 

would jeopardize NuVeda’s licenses.  

23. On or about November 1, 2015, a monthly payment was due to Bahri on the 

$500,000 promissory note.  

24. Bady, a long-time personal friend with Bahri, instructed me to not pay the monthly 

payment and stated he “would take care of it.”  

25. On November 11, 2015, Bahri sent demand for the November 1, 2015 payment.   

RA 189



 

Page 4 of 8 

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 

 

26. Bady admitted he did not make the monthly payment, but that he and Bahri had 

agreed to extend the monthly payment to November 15, 2015.  

27. Bady’s non-payment of the Bahri loan and subsequent negotiations were done 

without my knowledge and jeopardized NuVeda’s operations.  

28. Bahri subsequently presented a lawsuit against Goldstein and I, individually, 

falsely alleging that we were liable for his investment through Bady.  

29. Bady and Bahri then acted in concert to allege that Goldstein and I were liable for 

the $500,000 promissory note, as neither NuVeda nor Bady, who single-handedly communicated 

with Bahri and who negotiated all terms of the clandestine deal with his friend Bahri, were named 

as defendants.  

30. Bady and Bahri acted in concert to paralyze Goldstein and I from obtaining the 

necessary funding by threatening to file frivolous and factually unfounded lawsuits against 

Goldstein and I for Bady’s strategic gain.  

31. Additionally, when Kennedy (an IRS enrolled agent) was preparing NuVeda’s K-

1s, Bady asked me to allocate his tax losses to Bady to offset Bady’s income from an unrelated 

medical business.  

32. I refused and explained to Bady that loss-shifting was wrongful and potentially 

constituted fraud, but Bady ignored my concern and collaborated with Mohajer to shift Mohajer’s 

losses to him instead.  

33. Bady and Mohajer then had nominal-member Kennedy amend the K-1s to reflect 

the loss-shifting to Bady in violation of the terms of the NuVeda Operating Agreement without 

notifying any other NuVeda members.  

34. Goldstein and I made demands for the original K-1s and other financial documents 

for NuVeda, but Bady and Kennedy denied the records request in violation of my right to review 

the business records of NuVeda pursuant to Section 7.2 of the NuVeda Operating Agreement.  

35. I also discovered that Bady engaged in rampant self-dealing on multiple occasions. 

36. An entity known as 2 Prime, LLC (“2 Prime”) entered into a financing agreement 

with NuVeda.  
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37. Bady exclusively negotiated the financing agreement with favorable terms to 2 

Prime. 

38. Thereafter, it was discovered after the fact that Bady had an undisclosed 50% 

interest in 2 Prime, which was also co-owned by Golpa.  

39. On or about November 20, 2015 under the guidance of NuVeda’s corporate 

counsel, who was hired directly by Bady, Bady’s and Mohajer’s NuVeda interests were 

terminated pursuant to Section 6.2 of the Operating Agreement.  

40. However, Bady and Mohajer disregarded the expulsion and claimed they remained 

voting members, managers, and officers with authority to act on behalf of NuVeda.  

41. Between November 20th, 2015 and December 3, 2015, Bady and Mohajer, acting 

as purported representatives of NuVeda, attempted to sell NuVeda’s interests in its highly 

valuable and privileged licenses to multiple parties, including CWNevada.  

The District Court Action 

42. Over concerns that any attempted and unauthorized transfer of interest could 

jeopardize NuVeda’s licenses, on December 3, 2015, Goldstein and I filed a complaint, as 

individuals and on behalf of NuVeda in the District Court for Clark County, Nevada against Bady 

and Mohajer as Case Number A-15-728510-B (the “District Court Action”) and 

contemporaneously filed a Motion for a Preliminary Injunction requesting that the Court enjoin 

any transfer of NuVeda’s membership interests.  

43. The District Court Action sought, among other things, the issuance of a 

preliminary and permanent injunction maintaining the status quo pending a final resolution of the 

parties’ disputes in an arbitration.  

44. Although the District Court did not issue a preliminary injunction in the District 

Court Action, on January 13, 2016, the Court ordered (the “January 13, 2016 Order”), among 

other things, “IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that pending the 

completion of the contemplated arbitration, the parties are to take no further action to expulse 

each other on the factual bases presented to the Court during the evidentiary hearing.”  

45. Goldstein and I commenced a private arbitration proceeding with the American 
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Arbitration Association against NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer captioned as Terry, et al. v. NuVeda 

LLC, et al., AAA Case No. 01-15-005-8574 (the “Arbitration”).  

46. Notwithstanding the express language of the January 13, 2016 Order, in a March 

10, 2016 meeting I attended, Bady called for a vote to expel me from NuVeda.  

47. Bady, Mohajer and Kennedy voted in favor of the motion to expel me in violation 

of the January 13, 2016 Order.  

48. The purported expulsion was further documented in a meeting on or about 

September 19, 2017, where the NuVeda Meeting Minutes indicate my interest in NuVeda was 

distributed to Bady and Mohajer in yet another act of blatant self-dealing.  

49. NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer transferred my individual license interest in NuVeda 

directly to Bady and Mohajer without my consent.  

Purchase and Sale Agreement for Terry’s Ownership Interest in NuVeda and NuVeda-

Managed Licenses 

50. During the pendency of the District Court Action and Arbitration, on or about 

April 30, 2018, I entered into a “Purchase and Sale Agreement for Terry’s Ownership Interest in 

NuVeda and NuVeda-Managed Licenses” (the “Terry Purchase Agreement”) with BCP7 as the 

Buyer. A true and correct copy of the Terry Purchase Agreement to the Opposition as Exhibit 4. 

51. Padgett personally guaranteed all payments and other performance obligations due 

under the Terry Purchase Agreement.  

52. The Terry Purchase Agreement provides, among other things, that I agreed to sell 

the Terry Interest and BCP 7 agreed to purchase the Terry Interest for specified consideration and 

on specific terms.  

53. The total purchase price for BCP 7 to acquire the Terry Interest was $1.75 million 

(the “Purchase Price”), which was “substantially reduced” from fair market value.  

54. I was induced to sign the Terry Purchase Agreement in reliance upon Padgett’s 

representations that the Purchase Price would be paid. 

55. The Purchase Price was payable as follows: (i) an initial payment of $500,000.00 

in good and payable U.S. funds to be paid to Terry on or before June 15, 2018 (the “Initial 
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Payment”), and (ii) monthly payments of the $1.25 million balance due on or before June 15, 

2028 with payments due monthly until paid in full (the “Monthly Payments”).  

56. The Monthly Payments were to be made on or before the first day of the month in 

an amount not less than the interest accrued on the outstanding balance at an interest rate of 18%.  

57. The Monthly Payments were to commence May 1, 2018, and the first payment 

was to have been made no later than May 2, 2018.  

58. The Terry Purchase Agreement further provided that there shall be acceleration of 

the outstanding balance and any unpaid accrued interest thereon upon (1) the sale or transfer of 

the Terry Interest to a vehicle not owned by BCP 7, or any beneficial rights thereunder, from BCP 

7 to a third party (other than CWNV, LLC); or (2) a default of a payment obligations, which shall 

result from any failure to timely pay the Initial Down Payment or any Monthly Payments on the 

Balance following notice of failure to Padgett and no cure within 10 business days thereof.  

59. Upon execution of the Terry Purchase Agreement and upon receipt of the first 

Monthly Payment, I agreed, among other things, to assign any and all claims and right in the 

Arbitration and District Court Action to BCP 7.  

60. BCP 7 made a partial payment toward the Initial Payment in the sum of 

$250,000.00 on or about August 1, 2018.  

61. In addition to the partial Initial Payment, BCP 7 made partial interest and extension 

payments.  

62. However, BCP 7 failed to pay the Initial Payment or Monthly Payments in full.  

63. As a result of BCP 7’s failure to pay the Initial Payment or any of the Monthly 

Payments in full, I provided notice of and right to cure this failure to BCP 7 and Padgett.  

64. BCP 7 and Padgett failed to cure the outstanding balance owed following notice 

of such failure and a right to cure within 10 business days.  

65. As a result of BCP 7’s and Padgett’s failure to pay the Initial Payment and Monthly 

Payments in full, including the first Monthly Payment, there has not been a valid transfer of the 

Terry Interest to BCP 7.  

66. Notwithstanding the fact that the Terry Interest was never properly transferred to 
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BCP 7, in an email dated June 5, 2018 from Padgett to the Arbitrator in the Arbitration, Padgett 

purported to dismiss “all claims of myself, CWNevada, BCP Holdings 7, LLC and Shane Terry 

(all right, title, and interest against Bady, Mohajer, and NuVeda and its subsidiaries (Clark 

NMSD, Clark Natural Medicinal Solutions, and Nye Natural Medicinal Solutions) with 

prejudice.” See electronic mail from Padgett to Nikki Baker, Exhibit 5 to the Opposition. 

67. Not only did CWNevada never make or assert any claims related to the Arbitration, 

the Padgett email clearly evidences a conspiracy between Padgett, NuVeda, Bady and Mohajer 

to defraud me by having BCP 7 purportedly purchase the Terry Interest, and then immediately 

attempt to dismiss the claims in the Arbitration without BCP 7 and Padgett paying the agreed 

consideration. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under that the foregoing is true and correct. 

DATED this 21st day of December, 2020 

 

/s/Shane M. Terry   
SHANE M. TERRY 
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Michael R. Mushkin, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 2421 
L. Joe Coppedge 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
6070 S. Eastern Avenue, Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 454-3333 
Fax: (702) 386-4979 
michael@mushlaw.com 
jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs  

 
DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
NUVEDA, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; and CWNEVADA LLC, a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
4FRONT ADVISORS LLC, foreign limited 
liability company, DOES I through X and 
ROE ENTITIES, II through XX, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 
Case No.: A-17-755479-B 
 
Consolidated With: A-19-791405-C,  
A-19-796300-B, and A-20-817363-B 
 
Dept. No.: 11 
 
 

 
AND RELATED MATTERS 

 

 
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS OR FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

This matter came before the Honorable Elizabeth Gonzalez on August 31, 2020 on 

NuVeda’s Motion to Dismiss or for Summary Judgment (the “Motion”) with Mitchell D. Stipp 

of the Law Office of Mitchell Stipp appearing for NuVeda, LLC; L Joe Coppedge of the law firm 

Mushkin & Coppedge appearing for the Court Appointed Receiver, Dotan Melech, for 

CWNevada, LLC, Shane Terry and Phillip Ivey; Christopher R. Miltenberger of the law firm 

Greenberg Traurig, LLP appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Green Pastures Fund, LLC Series 1 

(CWNevada, LLC), Jakal Investments, LLC, Jonathan S. Fenn as Trustee for the Jonathan S. 

Case Number: A-17-755479-B

Electronically Filed
9/18/2020 7:08 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Fenn Revocable Trust, and Growth Opportunities, LLC; and William Urga of the firm Jolley Urga 

Woodbury & Holthus appearing on behalf of Intervenors, Highland Partners NV LLC and the 

MI-CW related parties; and the Court, having reviewed and considered the record, the points and 

authorities on file, and the argument of counsel, this Court ORDERS, JUDGES AND DECREES 

AS FOLLOWS: 

1. Given the Receiver’s Declaration that the Receiver on behalf of CWNevada, LLC 

can perform the obligations of CWNevada, LLC under the various joint venture agreements with 

NuVeda, LLC, there is a genuine issue of material fact regarding the issue of impossibility, which 

precludes summary judgment.   

2. The Motion related to the Intervenors’ complaint-in-intervention, is moot (since 

resolution was depended on the court’s determination that CWNevada, LLC’s performance under 

the joint venture agreements was impossible). 

3. With respect to Shane Terry, the Motion is stayed for a period of ninety (90) days 

from the date of the hearing for Mr. Terry to request any relief from the arbitrator, Ms. Nikki 

Baker, of the American Arbitration Association.  

DATED this ____ day of September, 2020. 

 

_______________________________ 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 
 
 

Respectfully Submitted: 
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE 
 

/s/L. Joe Copppedge    
L. JOE COPPEDGE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 4954 
6070 South Eastern Ave Ste 270  
Las Vegas, NV 89119 
 
Attorneys for Dotan Y. Melech, Receiver, 
Shane Terry, and Phillip D. Ivey 

Approved as to Form and Content: 
LAW OFFICE OF MITCHELL STIPP 
 

/s/Mitchell D. Stipp    
MITCHELL D. STIPP, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7531 
1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144 
 
Attorneys for NuVeda, LLC 

 
 

 
 

18th
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Approved as to Form and Content: 
JOLLEY URGA WOODBURY 
HOLTHUS & ROSE 
 

/s/William R. Urga    
WILLIAM R. URGA, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1195 
DAVID J. MALLEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 8171 
330 S. Rampart Boulevard, Suite 380 
Las Vegas, NV 89145 
 

 
Approved as to Form and Content: 
 
GREENBERG TRAURIG 
 

/s/Christopher R. Miltenberger   
MARK E. FERRARIO, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 1625 
CHRISTOPHER R. MILTENBERGER, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 10153 
10845 Griffith Peak Drive, Suite 600 
Las Vegas, NV 89135 
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Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:17 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 

From: William Urga <WRU@juwlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:27 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com>; Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: RE: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Joe, I have no comments regarding the order and you can electronically sign my name.  
 
William R. Urga, Esq. 
Jolley Urga Woodbury & Holthus 
Tivoli Village 
330 S. Rampart Boulevard, Suite 380 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89145 
Telephone:  (702) 699‐7500 
Facsimile:  (702) 699‐7555 
E‐mail:  wru@juwlaw.com 
 
Please consider the environment before printing this email.  
 

 
 
Information contained in this electronic transmission (e‐mail) is private and confidential and is the property of Jolley 
Urga Woodbury & Holthus.  The information contained herein is privileged and is intended only for the use of the 
individual(s) or entity(ies) named above.  If you are not the intended recipient, be advised that any unauthorized 
disclosure, copying, distribution or the taking of any action in reliance on the contents of this electronically transmitted 
(e‐mail) information is strictly prohibited.  If you have received this electronic transmission (e‐mail) in error, please 
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immediately notify us by telephone and delete the e‐mail from your computer.  You may contact Jolley Urga Woodbury 
& Holthus at (702) 699‐7500 (Las Vegas, NV). 
 
 
 
 

From: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:20 PM 
To: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>; William Urga <WRU@juwlaw.com>; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Mitch, Bill and Chris,  
 
My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, and 
I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me know 
if we can insert your electronic signature. 
 
Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 
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Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:18 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 
From: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:59 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com; miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com 
Subject: Re: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
You need to update the footer.  Otherwise, you may include my e‐signature. 
 

To help protect your privacy, Microsoft Office prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

 

 

Mitchell Stipp  
Law Office of Mitchell Stipp 
(O) 702.602.1242 | (M) 702.378.1907 | mstipp@stipplaw.com 

Address: 1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144   
Website: www.stipplaw.com   
 

 
 
On Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 2:20 PM Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> wrote: 

Mitch, Bill and Chris,  

  

My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, 
and I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me 
know if we can insert your electronic signature. 
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Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 

Mushkin & Coppedge 

6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 

Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 

Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 

Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

  

  

RA 202



1

Karen Foley

From: Joe Coppedge
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:18 PM
To: Karen Foley
Subject: FW: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment

 
 

L. Joe Coppedge 
Mushkin & Coppedge 
6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 
Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 
Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

 

From: miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com <miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 3:06 PM 
To: mstipp@stipplaw.com; Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com 
Subject: RE: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
Joe – Good catch by Mitchell.  You have my permission to e‐sign as well. 
 
Thanks,  
 
Chris Miltenberger 
Greenberg Traurig, LLP 
702.599.8024 
 
From: Mitchell Stipp <mstipp@stipplaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, September 17, 2020 2:59 PM 
To: Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> 
Cc: WRU@juwlaw.com; Miltenberger, Chris (Shld‐LV‐LT) <miltenbergerc@gtlaw.com> 
Subject: Re: 200917Draft Order Denying NuVeda's Motion to Dismiss or For Summary Judgment 
 
*EXTERNAL TO GT* 

You need to update the footer.  Otherwise, you may include my e‐signature. 
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Mitchell Stipp  
Law Office of Mitchell Stipp 
(O) 702.602.1242 | (M) 702.378.1907 | mstipp@stipplaw.com 

Address: 1180 N. Town Center Drive, Suite 100 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89144   
Website: www.stipplaw.com   
 

 
 
On Thu, Sep 17, 2020 at 2:20 PM Joe Coppedge <jcoppedge@mccnvlaw.com> wrote: 

Mitch, Bill and Chris,  

  

My apologies for the short delay, but I was out of the office yesterday.  We added signature blocks for Bill and Chris, 
and I believe accepted all of the changes.  Since the order is short, everyone might check one last time. If okay, let me 
know if we can insert your electronic signature. 

  

Joe 

L. Joe Coppedge 

Mushkin & Coppedge 

6070 S. Eastern Ave., Suite 270 

Las Vegas, Nevada  89119 

Tel. No. (702) 454-3333 

Dir. No. (702) 386-3942 

Fax No. (702) 454-3333 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the 
attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately 
reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you. 

  

  

If you are not an intended recipient of confidential and privileged information in this email, please delete it, notify us 
immediately at postmaster@gtlaw.com, and do not use or disseminate the information. 
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From: Karen Foley
To: "lancetanaka@adr.org"
Cc: Michael Mushkin
Bcc: Joe Coppedge
Subject: AAA Case # 01-15-0005-8574 - Shane Terry v. Pejman Bady, et al
Date: Monday, November 30, 2020 4:08:54 PM
Attachments: 201130[Executed] AAA - Motion to Set Aside Dismissal.pdf

201130[Executed] AAA - Notice of Appearance.pdf

Mr. Tanaka,
 
Please be advised that the law firm of Mushkin & Coppedge has been retained to represent
the interests of Shane Terry, in regard to the above-referenced matter. I have attached a
Notice of Appearance. In addition, I am attaching a Motion to Set Aside Dismissal for your
review.
 
If this is not the proper procedural order would you please be able to lead me in the right
direction.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
 
Regards,
 
Karen L. Foley
Legal Administrator/Case Manager
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE
6070 South Eastern Avenue, Suite 270
Las Vegas, NV 89119
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333
Fax No. (702) 386-4979
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in
error, do not read it. Please immediately reply to the sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you.
 
IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that, to the extent this communication (or any
attachment) addresses any tax matter, it was not written to be (and may not be) relied upon to (i) avoid tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii)
promote, market or recommend to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein (or in any such attachment).
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From: AAA Lance Tanaka
To: Karen Foley
Cc: Michael Mushkin
Subject: RE: AAA Case # 01-15-0005-8574 - Shane Terry v. Pejman Bady, et al
Date: Tuesday, December 1, 2020 11:17:25 AM
Attachments: image881d5c.PNG

Dear Ms. Foley,
 
This will confirm receipt of your email and attachments. 
 
Our files in the matter referenced were closed on March 20, 2019 and the Association no longer has jurisdiction regarding this
matter.
Sincerely,
 
 
Lance K. Tanaka
 

Lance Tanaka

American Arbitration Association

16 Market Square
1400 16th Street, Suite 400, Denver, CO 80202
T: 303 831 0824  F: 646 640 1840  E: LanceTanaka@adr.org
adr.org  |  icdr.org  |  aaamediation.org

The information in this transmittal (including attachments, if any) is privileged and/or confidential and is intended only for the recipient(s) listed above. Any review, use, disclosure,
distribution or copying of this transmittal is prohibited except by or on behalf of the intended recipient. If you have received this transmittal in error, please notify me immediately by
reply email and destroy all copies of the transmittal. Thank you. 

From: Karen Foley <KFoley@mccnvlaw.com> 
Sent: Monday, November 30, 2020 5:09 PM
To: AAA Lance Tanaka <LanceTanaka@adr.org>
Cc: Michael Mushkin <Michael@mccnvlaw.com>
Subject: AAA Case # 01-15-0005-8574 - Shane Terry v. Pejman Bady, et al
 

*** External E-Mail – Use Caution ***
 

Mr. Tanaka,
 
Please be advised that the law firm of Mushkin & Coppedge has been retained to represent the interests of Shane Terry,
in regard to the above-referenced matter. I have attached a Notice of Appearance. In addition, I am attaching a Motion
to Set Aside Dismissal for your review.
 
If this is not the proper procedural order would you please be able to lead me in the right direction.
 
Thank you for your attention to this matter.
 
Regards,
 
Karen L. Foley
Legal Administrator/Case Manager
MUSHKIN & COPPEDGE
6070 South Eastern Avenue, Suite 270
Las Vegas, NV 89119
Tel. No. (702) 454-3333
Fax No. (702) 386-4979
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information contained in this message may be protected by the attorney-client privilege. If you believe that it has been sent to you in error, do not read it. Please immediately reply to the
sender that you have received the message in error. Then delete it. Thank you.
 
IRS CIRCULAR 230 DISCLOSURE: To ensure compliance with requirements imposed by the IRS, we inform you that, to the extent this communication (or any attachment) addresses any tax matter, it was not written to
be (and may not be) relied upon to (i) avoid tax-related penalties under the Internal Revenue Code, or (ii) promote, market or recommend to another party any transaction or matter addressed herein (or in any such
attachment).
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