
 

1 
 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA  
 

FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company; FIRST 100 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited 
liability company, A/K/A 1ST ONE 
HUNDRED HOLDINGS, LLC, a 
Nevada limited liability company, 
 
                                Appellants, 
 
vs. 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
   Respondent. 
 

Supreme Court No. 82794 
District Court Case No. A-20-822273-C 
 
 
MOTION TO DISMISS APPEAL 
 

      
 
I. INTRODUCTION 

The Court lacks jurisdiction over this appeal, and it must be dismissed. 

Appellants’ docketing statement makes several erroneous assertions to conceal the 

fact that the Court lacks jurisdiction. This is not an appeal following the entry of a 

judgment after a bench trial, as reflected in Appellants’ Docketing Statement, 

Document 2021-14409. Not only was there no bench trial, but Appellants are not 

seeking to appeal the underlying final judgment in the case. 

The final judgment in this matter was entered on November 17, 2020. 

Appellants failed to appeal the final judgment. Instead, Appellants now seek to 

appeal an order finding contempt of the final judgment and denying a motion to 

enforce settlement agreement.  

Electronically Filed
May 21 2021 09:50 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 82794   Document 2021-14643
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II. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

This action, currently pending before the business court of the Eighth Judicial 

District Court,1 was initiated through the October 1, 2020, filing of a Motion to 

Confirm Arbitration Award by Respondent TGC/Farkas Funding LLC 

(“TGC/Farkas”), which sought to confirm an American Arbitration Association 

Decision and AWARD of Arbitration Panel (1) Compelling Production of Company 

Records; and (2) Ordering Reimbursement of Claimant’s Attorneys’ Fees and Costs, 

issued September 15, 2020. Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award, Exhibit 1.  

 The arbitration award was confirmed on November 17, 2020 and reduced to 

a final judgment (the “Judgment”), as set forth in the Order Granting Plaintiff’s 

Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award and Denying Defendants’ Countermotion to 

Modify Award; and Judgment, Exhibit 2. Appellants did not appeal the Judgment. 

NRS 38.247. The Judgment required that Appellants take certain actions to permit 

the inspection of Appellants’ books and records. (Exhibit 2 at p. 3:11-14). The entry 

of the Judgment was followed by TGC/Farkas’ post-Judgment enforcement efforts. 

 On December 18, 2020, the Court issued an order to show cause why 

Appellants and the sole person responsible for Appellants, Jay Bloom, should not be 

 
1 As the matter originated in business court, the matter must be retained by the 
Supreme Court (NRAP 17(a)(9)), which is contrary to the position taken in 
Appellants’ Docketing Statement. Docketing Statement of Civil Appeals, Document 
2021-14409, at Question 13. 
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held in contempt based on their failure to comply with the Judgment. Findings of 

Fact, Conclusions of Law & Order Re: Evidentiary Hearing (the “Order of 

Contempt”), Exhibit 3, at p. 1:13-27. 

 On the eve of the order to show cause hearing, Appellants contrived a 

settlement agreement and filed a “Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and 

Vacate Post-Judgment Discovery Proceedings on Ex Parte Order Shortening Time” 

(the “Motion to Enforce”) as a defense to their contempt. February 9, 2021 Order, 

Exhibit 4. The Court denied the Motion to Enforce and set the order to show cause 

for evidentiary hearing. Appellants did not appeal the February 9, 2021 Order. 

 The Court did not hold a bench trial, but instead an evidentiary hearing on 

the order to show cause. On April 7, 2021, the Court entered its Order of Contempt. 

In the district court’s thirty-six (36) page order, the Appellants were found in 

contempt of the Judgment.  Order of Contempt at p. 34. It likewise “decline[d] to 

reverse its prior denial of the Motion to Enforce.” Id. 

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Appellants contend that NRAP 3A(b)(1) “grant[s] this court jurisdiction to 

review” its appeal. [Docketing Statement, at 21(a), Document 2021-14409]. 

Appellants further claim that “this appeal is from a final judgment entered in an 

action,” while coincidingly conceding that “the district court’s FFLC (sic) entered 

on April 7, 2021 [the Contempt Order], substantively resolved the post-judgment 
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motions.” [Id. at 21 (b)]. So while claiming that they are seeking an appeal from a 

final judgment, Appellants concede that they are actually appealing an order 

resolving post-judgment motions. 

This Court's appellate jurisdiction is limited. Brown v. MHC Stagecoach, 129 

Nev. 343, 345, 301 P.3d 850, 851 (2013). It may only entertain appeals that are 

authorized by statute or court rule. Id. Nevada Rule of Appellate Procedure 3A(b) 

sets forth the appealable determinations, including "[a] final judgment entered in an 

action or proceeding commenced in the court in which the judgment is rendered. 

"NRAP 3A(b)(1). An order is appealable as final when it “disposes of all the issues 

presented in the case, and leaves nothing for the future consideration of the court, 

except for post-judgment issues such as attorney's fees and costs.” Wykoff Newberg 

Corp. v. State, Dep't of Transp., 134 Nev. 1034, 413 P.3d 837 (2018). "This court 

determines the finality of an order or judgment by looking to what the order or 

judgment actually does, not what it is called." Valley Bank of Nev. v. Ginsberg, 110 

Nev. 440, 445 874 P.2d 729, 733 (1994) (emphasis in original).  

The authority is overwhelming and ubiquitous that there is “no rule or statute 

[that] authorizes an appeal from an order of contempt”—including post-judgment 

orders of contempt. Pengilly v. Rancho Santa Fe Homeowners Ass'n, 116 Nev. 646, 

649, 5 P.3d 569, 571 (2000); see also Elder v. Elder, 77303-COA, 2019 WL 

6840054, at *1 (Nev. App. Dec. 13, 2019). The proper way to challenge a finding of 
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contempt is through a writ petition. State, Div. of Child & Family Servs. v. Eighth 

Judicial Dist. Court, 120 Nev. 445, 449-50, 92 P.3d 1239, 1242 (2004) (explaining 

that a contempt order is not appealable and the proper way for a party to challenge 

a contempt order is through a writ petition). Thus, this Court lacks jurisdiction over 

this appeal of the Contempt Order. 

The district court’s holding of an evidentiary hearing to determine Appellants’ 

contempt does not turn the Contempt Order into a “final judgment” after a bench 

trial. Likewise, the fact that the Contempt Order resolved post-judgment motions 

does not mean that it is a final order from which an appeal lies. As this Court has 

consistently held, without a separate basis for jurisdiction, a finding of contempt is 

not appealable. Yu v. Yu, 133 Nev. 737, 739, 405 P.3d 639, 640–41 (2017). 

Accordingly, the appeal must be dismissed. 

Likewise, the denial of the Motion to Enforce is not separately appealable. 

First, the Motion to Enforce was denied on February 9, 2021, and therefore the notice 

of appeal is untimely. NRAP 4(a)(1). Second, a motion to enforce a settlement 

agreement, even when granted, is not considered a final appealable order. Wykoff 

Newberg Corp., 134 Nev. 1034, 413 P.3d 837; Valley Bank of Nevada v. 

Ginsburg, 110 Nev. 440, 446, 874 P.2d 729, 733 (1994) (finding the granting of a 

motion to approve a settlement agreement to be interlocutory); see also Wade v. 

Carpenter, 126 Nev. 766, 367 P.3d 831 (2010). Thus, the Court lacks jurisdiction 
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over the order denying a motion to enforce settlement. 

 Without a basis for jurisdiction, this appeal must be dismissed. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, Appellants’ appeal should be dismissed. 

Dated May 21, 2021. 

GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
 
 
 /s/ Erika Pike Turner  
ERIKA PIKE TURNER / NVBN 6454 
DYLAN T. CICILIANO / NVBN 12348 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Respondent 
TGC/Farkas Funding, LLC    
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

I certify that on the 21st day of May, 2021, I served a copy of the MOTION TO 
DISMISS APPEAL, upon all parties of interest as follows:  

 By personally serving it upon him/her; or  

 By E-Service through Nevada Supreme Court; email and/or first class 
mail with sufficient postage prepaid to the following address(es): 
(NOTE: If all names and addresses cannot fit below, please list names 
below and attach a separate sheet with the addresses.): 

MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
Joseph A. Gutierrez 
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
Email: jag@mgalaw.com 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Attorneys for Appellants 
  
(Via US Mail and Email): 
Persi J. Mishel 
Settlement Judge 
10161 Park Run Drive, Suite 150 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145 
Email: mishelpersi@yahoo.com 
 

 
 
/s/ Max Erwin     
An employee of  
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
 



EXHIBIT 1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT 1 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
Garman Turner Gordon 

LLP 
Attorneys At Law 

7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

(725) 777-3000  

 

1 

MOT 
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
ERIKA PIKE TURNER 
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
Email: eturner@gtg.legal 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company, 
 

   Defendants. 
 

CASE NO.   
DEPT.   
 
 
MOTION TO CONFIRM ARBITRATION 
AWARD  
 
HEARING REQUESTED 

 

Plaintiff TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC (“Plaintiff”), by and through counsel, Garman 

Turner Gordon LLP, hereby moves this Honorable Court for an Order confirming the Arbitration 

Award, attached hereto as Exhibit 1, dated September 15, 2020, by Arbitrator and Panel Chair, 

Philip J. Dabney, Esq., Arbitrator, Nikki L. Baker, Esq., and Arbitrator, Anthony J. DiRaimondo, 

Esq., (“Arbitration Panel”) in the matter entitled TGS/Farkas Funding, LLC v. First 100, LLC, 

AAA Arbitration Case No. 01-20-0000-0613. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
10/1/2020 10:02 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

CASE NO: A-20-822273-C
Department 13
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This motion is made pursuant to NRS 38.239 and 38.243(1) and is based on the following 

Memorandum of Points and Authorities; the Decision and Award of Arbitration Panel (1) 

Compelling Production of Company Records; and (2) Ordering Reimbursement of Claimant’s 

Attorneys’ Fees and Costs, attached hereto as Exhibit 1; the First Amended Operating Agreement 

of First 100, LLC, attached hereto as Exhibit 2; all pleadings, papers, and documents on file with 

the Court in this action; and such further documentary evidence as the Court deems appropriate.   

DATED this 1st day of October, 2020.  

   GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 

 
  /s/ Erika Pike Turner      
ERIKA PIKE TURNER 
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff  

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 On January 7, 2020, Plaintiff initiated an arbitration with the American Arbitration 

Association against First 100, LLC and First One Hundred Holdings, LLC (“Defendants”) relating 

to whether Plaintiff was entitled to production and examination of company records of Defendants 

and pursuant to section 13.9 of the parties’ arbitration agreement. Exh. 2 § 13.9.    

 On September 15, 2020, after the Arbitration Panel deliberated, it issued its Decision and 

Award of Arbitration Panel (1) Compelling Production of Company Records; and (2) Ordering 

Reimbursement of Claimant’s Attorneys’ Fees and Costs (the “Award”). See Exh. 1. The Award 

requires Defendants to “make all the requested documents and information available from both 

companies to Claimant [Plaintiff] for inspection and copying” and to pay within ten (10) days, or 

by September 25, 2020, the total sum of $23,975.00 for arbitration filing fees paid by the Plaintiff, 

and all the fees for the Arbitration Panel, and $17,011.50 in attorneys’ fees (together, the 

“Expenses”). Id.  Defendants have refused and/or failed to comply with the Award obligations.  

By this Motion, Plaintiff seeks to confirm the Award under applicable Nevada law so that it can 
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be enforced. 

II. THE PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

Defendants are and were at all times herein, Nevada limited-liability companies. Personal 

jurisdiction and venue are proper pursuant to NRS 13.010, NRS 38.244, and NRS.246. Defendants 

are Nevada entities doing business in Clark County, Nevada. Further, the operative First Amended 

Operating Agreement of First 100, LLC, which binds the parties and subjected the same to 

arbitration in Las Vegas, Nevada, “confers exclusive jurisdiction on the court to enter judgment 

on an award” and “a motion . . . must be made in the court of the county in which the agreement 

to arbitrate specifies . . . .” NRS 38.244, 38.246; see also Exh. 2. § 13.9.    

Plaintiff now seeks to have this Court confirm this Award and enter Judgment for Plaintiff 

under NRS 38.239 and NRS 38.243(1).  

III. RELEVANT FACTS 

Plaintiff was forced to seek the Award when Defendants repeatedly and steadfastly refused 

to produce the business records of Defendant for inspection, which records were requested for the 

purpose of informing Plaintiff regarding the status of its membership interest obtained in exchange 

for $1 million and other valuable consideration. See Exh. 1. 

On September 15, 2020, the Arbitration Panel issued its Award in favor of Plaintiff 

requiring that Defendants produce the requested company records to Plaintiff.  Further, as the fees 

and costs incurred to enforce Plaintiff’s membership rights are awardable under the Operating 

Agreements for Defendants, the Arbitration Panel required Defendants to pay Plaintiff the 

Expenses. The Award was reasoned, and based on the fact that (1) Plaintiff holds a membership 

interest regardless of Defendants’ contrary contentions, (2) Defendants were obligated to produce 

the records to Plaintiff given the financial circumstances occurring relating to Defendants, and 

Plaintiff’s request for records were not overbroad pursuant to NRS 86.241(2). Id. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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IV. LEGAL ANALYSIS 

A. NEVADA LAW REQUIRES CONFIRMATION OF THE ARBITRATION 

AWARD ENTERED IN PLAINTIFF’S FAVOR. 

NRS 38.239 authorizes this Court to enter a judgment confirming the Award so that it may 

be enforced.  

NRS 38.239 provides in pertinent part:  
After a party to an arbitral proceeding received notice of an award, he may make a 
motion to the court for an order confirming the award at which time the court shall 
issue a confirming order unless the award is modified or corrected pursuant to NRS 
38.237 or 38.242 or is vacated pursuant to NRS 38.241. 

(Emphasis added). See also Casey v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 128 Nev. 713, 714, 290 P.3d 265, 

266 (2012). The Award in this case has not been modified or corrected pursuant to NRS 38.237 or 

38.242. Nor has it been vacated pursuant to NRS 38.241. The plain language of NRS 38.239 

therefore compels the confirmation of the Award at this time. 

NRS 38.243(1) states, in relevant part: 
 
Upon granting an order confirming . . . an award, the court shall enter a judgment 
in in conformity therewith. The judgment may be recorded, docketed and enforced 
as any other judgment in a civil action. 

(Emphasis added). Upon this Court confirming the Award, judgment shall be entered in Plaintiff’s 

favor.   

V. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that the Court enter: (1) an Order 

confirming the Award dated September 15, 2020; and (2) enter judgment in Plaintiff’s favor in 

conformity with the Court’s order confirming the Award. 

DATED this 1st day of October, 2020.  

   GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 

  /s/ Erika Pike Turner     
ERIKA PIKE TURNER 
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff  
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1 During the Preliminary Hearing, the Parties confirmed that party-appointed arbitrators Baker 
and DiRaimondo were serving as neutral, non-partisan arbitrators for purposes of these 
proceedings.

AMERICAN ARBITRATION ASSOCIATION

COMMERCIAL ARBITRATION TRIBUNAL

In the Matter of the Arbitration between:

Claimant TGC/Farkas Funding, LLC, hereinafter referred to as "Claimant"

-and-

Respondents First 100, LLC, and First One Hundred Holdings, LLC, hereinafter 
collectively referred to as "Respondents"

AAA Case No: 01-20-0000-0613

Decision and AWARD of Arbitration Panel (1) Compelling Production of Company 
Records; and (2) Ordering Reimbursement of Claimant’s Attorneys’ Fees and Costs

The undersigned Arbitrators, having been designated in accordance with the arbitration 
agreement entered into between the above-named parties1, and having been duly sworn, and 
having duly heard the proofs and allegations of the Parties, hereby AWARD as follows:

This matter came before the Panel for a hearing to determine whether Claimant is 
entitled to production and examination of company records of Respondents. The Parties 
requested that the Panel not hold an evidentiary hearing but instead render a reasoned decision 
based on the briefings and documents presented. The Parties presented their briefs; the Panel 
convened and considered the briefs and evidence; the Panel then requested further evidence 
regarding the alleged Redemption Agreement. Upon receipt of the additional evidence, the 
Panel declared the hearing closed and further deliberated. This decision is the product of that 
deliberation.

AMERICAN 
ARBITRATION 
ASSOCIATION• 

INTERNATIONAL CENTRE 
FOR DISPUTE RESOLUTION • 
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Respondents appear to be in the business of purchasing unpaid receivables of HOAs on 
discounted terms and profiting from those purchases in various ways. Exhibit 1 to Claimant’s 
Appendix to Claimant’s Arbitration Brief (“Appendix” or “Appx”).  Claimant is an entity 
owned by Matthew Farkas and Adam Flatto. Exhibit 1 to Claimant’s Response to Order 
Regarding Additional Evidence Request.  Matthew Farkas was an officer/employee of  
Respondents. Exhibits 1 and5 to Claimant’s Appx. Claimant invested $1 million into the 
business of Respondents in exchange for a one percent (1%) membership interest. That was 
parlayed into a three percent (3%) total interest in First 100, LLC, after  Respondents granted a 
two percent (2%) ownership interest to Mr. Farkas for his “services rendered in the VP of 
Finance position…” Exhibits 4 and 5 to Claimant’s Appx. It is not clear exactly when Claimant 
became a member of Respondents, due to a lack of dates on many of the exhibits, but it appears 
from Exhibit 1 to Claimant’s Appendix that Respondents were marketing membership interests 
in 2013. Claimants’ interest is acknowledged by Exhibit 5 to Claimant’s Appendix, an undated 
letter from Respondent 1st One Hundred, LLC. Exhibit 4 appears to conclusively establish that  
Claimant held 3% of Respondent First 100, LLC’s membership interests.

Likely in 2017, possibly on or about April 13, 2017, Respondents sent a memo to members 
describing litigation against a funding source, financial issues facing the companies, and 
recommending that members execute a redemption agreement due to the financial condition of 
Respondents. The memo included a draft of the "Membership Interest Redemption Agreement" 
(the "Redemption Agreement"), which was to be entered into by and between Claimant and 
Respondent 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC.  Exhibit 6 to Appx.  The Redemption Agreement 
states, among other things, that Respondent 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC "desires to redeem 
all of [Claimant's] membership interests in [Respondent 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC], as 
well as any interest claimed in any and all subsidiaries…."  Id.   The memo also apparently 
accompanied the IRS Schedule K-1 to Claimant TCG/Farkas Funding, LLC, as a member of 
"First 100 Holdings, LLC", dated April 13, 2017. Exhibit 6 to Appx. This Schedule K-1 
appears to be conclusive evidence that Respondents considered Claimant to be a Member of 
"First 100 Holdings, LLC".

By letter dated May 2, 2017, to the law firm representing Respondents, Claimant’s counsel set 
forth objections to the proposed Redemption Agreement, concerns about the financial condition 
of Respondents, and requests for production of the company records of Respondents. Exhibit 9 
to Appx. This appears to be the initial request for company records that is the subject of the 
arbitration demand filed by Claimant.

Exhibit 11 to Claimant’s Appendix is the first response from counsel for the Respondents to the 
request to inspect the company records of the Respondents. It is dated June 6, 2017. 
Significantly, Respondents' counsel concedes in this letter that Claimant "holds a membership 
interest in 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC."  Nevertheless, it is the first in a long and bad faith 
effort by Respondents to avoid their statutory and contractual duties to a member to produce 
requested records.
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On September 13, 2019, counsel for Claimant made another request for company records to 
counsel for Respondents. Exhibit 13 to Appx.. On September 24, 2017, counsel for 
Respondents refused to honor the request to inspect based on a claim that counsel for Claimant 
might not represent Claimant, and based on the argument that the request was overbroad. 
Exhibit 14 to Appx. Nothing in this letter contends that the execution of the Redemption 
Agreement by Mr. Farkas for Claimant constituted a legitimate basis to refuse to make the 
records available for inspection. Thereafter, Claimant initiated this arbitration proceeding.

In the arbitration proceeding, Respondents make three arguments why they are not required to 
produce the records requested by Claimant. First, they argue that Claimant may not be a 
Member, and as such is only entitled to a refund of the investment money paid to the 
Respondents and no records. Second, they argue that the signing of a Redemption Agreement 
by Mathew Farkas releases the Respondents from any responsibility to make company records 
available to Claimant. Third, they argue that the request is overbroad and must be pared down. 
None of these arguments has merit, as discussed below.

The contention that Claimant is not a member of Respondents is belied by the records of the 
Respondents, as discussed above. The fact that Respondents believe that the Claimant signed a 
Redemption Agreement as a member of Respondents is an additional admission on the part of 
the Respondents that the Claimant is a Member of the Respondents with standing to inspect 
records of the Company.

It was not clear from the initial briefs and exhibits whether Mathew Farkas signed a 
Redemption Agreement for Claimant. However, the additional evidence clarified that he 
actually did sign such an Agreement. However, the evidence also shows two additional points 
that render the Redemption Agreement irrelevant for the purpose of this proceeding. First, the 
evidence shows that Mr. Farkas did not have authority to bind Claimant to the Redemption 
Agreement, as he did not seek and obtain the consent of Mr. Flatto. Exhibit 1 to Supplemental 
Declaration of Flatto attached to Claimant’s Response to Order Regarding Additional Evidence 
Request; Supplemental Declarations of Flatto and Farkas attached to Claimant’s Response to 
Order Regarding Additional Evidence Request.  And, Claimant notified Respondents via email 
on April 18, 2017, that Mr. Farkas did not have the authority to bind Claimant under the 
Redemption Agreement "unless and until approved by Adam Flatto."   Exhibit 12 to Claimant's 
Appx. at Ex. 3.

Secondly, the Respondents have yet to perform under the terms of the Redemption Agreement.  
Specifically, Section 2(a) requires payment by the Company to Redeemer.  Exhibit A to 
Supplemental Declaration of Jay Bloom in support of Respondents’ Arbitration Brief.  
Respondents concede that payment has not been made and that Respondents only “intend[]” to 
“fully perform” at a later point in time, when sufficient funds are available.  Supplemental 
Declaration of Jay Bloom in support of Respondents’ Arbitration Brief ¶ 16.  The Redemption 

--
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Agreement, therefore, does not constitute a basis for Respondents to refuse to make company 
records available to Claimant as a Member of Respondents.

Finally, Respondents contend the records inspection request is overbroad. NRS 86.241(2) 
applies to the fact of this case:

2.* * Each member of a limited-liability company is entitled to obtain from the 
company, from time to time upon reasonable demand, for any purpose 
reasonably related to the interest of the member as a member of the company:

      (a)* The records required to be maintained pursuant to subsection 1;

      (b)* True and, in light of the member’s stated purpose, complete records 
regarding the activities and the status of the business and financial condition of 
the company;

      (c)* Promptly after becoming available, a copy of the company’s federal, 
state and local income tax returns for each year;

      (d)* True and complete records regarding the amount of cash and a 
description and statement of the agreed value of any other property or services 
contributed by each member and which each member has agreed to contribute in 
the future, and the date on which each became a member; and

      (e)* Other records regarding the affairs of the company as is just and 
reasonable under the circumstances and in light of the member’s stated purpose 
for demanding such records.

The right to obtain records under this subsection includes, if reasonable, the right 
to make copies or abstracts by photographic, xerographic, electronic or other 
means.

 

The language of subsection (e) applies here and justifies Claimant requesting the records 
requested, even if not specifically listed in the previous sections. These include litigation 
information and insurance policies. Given the circumstances of the request – pending litigation 
by Respondents, representations by Respondents suggesting the viability of the companies is in 
jeopardy, and the proposal that members sign a Redemption Agreement that substantially 
compromises their rights as members – all justify the categories of information requested by 
Claimant. The fact that Respondents have spent more than three years resisting the requested 
inspection further supports the justification to examine all these categories of documents.

 



Therefore, the Panel awards in favor of Claimant and against Respondents in all respects on the 
primary claim, and orders Respondents to forthwith, but no later than ten ( 10) calendar days 
from the date of this AWARD, make all the requested documents and information available 
from both companies to Claimant for inspection and copying. 

Claimant has requested an award of attorneys' fees and costs. Section 13.9 of the Operating 
Agreement at Exhibit 3 to the Appendix sets forth the following pertinent language: "The 
arbitrators shall make findings of fact and law in writing in support of his (sic) decision, and 
shall award reimbursement of attorney fees and other costs of arbitration to the prevailing party 
as the arbitrator deems appropriate." 

In this case, the Panel deems it appropriate to award all of the attorneys' fees requested by 
Claimant against Respondents, in the amount of $17,011.50. The Panel also deems it 
appropriate to award to Claimant and against Respondent all of the arbitration filing fee(s) paid 
by the Claimant, and all of the fees for the arbitration Panel paid by Claimant. The total sum of 
$23,975.00 shall be paid by Respondents to Claimant within ten (10) calendar days of the date 
ofthis AWARD. 

The administrative fees of the American Arbitration Association totaling $4,400.00 and the 

compensation of the arbitrators totaling $19,575.00 shall be borne Respondent. Therefore, 

Respondent shall reimburse Claimant the sum of $23,975.00, representing that portion of said 

fees and expenses in excess of the apportioned costs previously incurred by Claimant. 

This Award is in full settlement of all claims submitted to this arbitration. All claims not 
expressly granted herein are hereby denied. 

This A ward may be executed in any number of counterparts, each of which shall be deemed an 
original, and all of which shall constitute together one and the same instrument. 

Date: hilip J. Dabney, Esq., 
Arbitrator and Panel Chair 
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9-15-2020
A)~·L f3ak.-

Date: Nikki L. Baker, Esq., 
Arbitrator 

sHZf~ / 
Anthony J. DiRaimondo, Esq., 

Arbitrator 
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NEOJ 
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 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company aka 1st ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 

   Defendants. 

CASE NO.  A-20-822273-C 
DEPT. 13  
 
 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
CONFIRM ARBITRATION AWARD AND 
DENYING DEFENDANTS' 
COUNTERMOTION TO MODIFY 
AWARD; AND JUDGMENT 
 

 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO CONFIRM 

ARBITRATION AWARD AND DENYING DEFENDANTS' COUNTERMOTION TO 
MODIFY AWARD; AND JUDGMENT 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Granting Plaintiff's Motion to Confirm Arbitration 

Award and Denying Defendants' Countermotion to Modify Award; and Judgment, a copy of which 

is attached hereto, was entered in the above-captioned case on the 17th day of November, 2020. 

DATED this 17th day of November, 2020.  

   GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 

 
  /s/ Erika Pike Turner      
ERIKA PIKE TURNER (NV Bar No. 6454) 
DYLAN T. CICILIANO (NV Bar. No. 12348) 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff   

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
11/17/2020 1:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, hereby certifies that on the 17th day of November, 2020, he served a copy 

of the NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 

CONFIRM ARBITRATION AWARD AND DENYING DEFENDANTS' 

COUNTERMOTION TO MODIFY AWARD; AND JUDGMENT, by electronic service in 

accordance with Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Odyssey 

E-File & Serve system addressed to: 

Joseph A. Gutierrez, Esq.  
Danielle J. Barraza, Esq.  
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES  
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Email: jag@mgalaw.com 
           djb@mgalaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants 
 
 
 

 
 /s/ Max Erwin 
An Employee of  
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP
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ORDR 
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
ERIKA PIKE TURNER 
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
Email: eturner@gtg.legal 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company aka 1st ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 

   Defendants. 

CASE NO.  A-20-822273-C 
DEPT. 13  
 
 
ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S 
MOTION TO CONFIRM ARBITRATION 
AWARD AND DENYING DEFENDANTS’ 
COUNTERMOTION TO MODIFY 
AWARD; AND JUDGMENT  
 
Date of Hearing: November 2, 2020 
Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m. 
 

 

On October 1, 2020, Plaintiff TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC (“Plaintiff”) filed the 

Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award (the “Motion”).  Defendants First 100, LLC and First One 

Hundred Holdings, LLC (“Defendants”) filed their Limited Opposition to Confirm Arbitration 

Award (the “Opposition”) and Countermotion to Modify Award Per NRS 38.242 (the 

“Countermotion”) on October 15, 2020, and Plaintiff filed its Reply to Defendants’ Limited 

Opposition to Confirm Arbitration Award and Countermotion to Modify Award Per NRS 38.242  

(the “Reply”) on October 26, 2020.  This Court held a hearing on November 2, 2020. 

The Court, having considered the Motion, the Opposition and Countermotion, and the 

Reply, as well as the oral argument of counsel, finds and concludes as follows: 

On January 7, 2020, Plaintiff initiated an arbitration with the American Arbitration 

Association against Defendants relating to whether Plaintiff was entitled to the production and 

examination of Defendants’ records. The requested records were set forth in Exhibit 13 to 

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
11/17/2020 11:53 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Claimant’s Appendix to Claimant’s Arbitration Brief. 

On September 15, 2020, the Arbitration Panel issued its Decision and Award of Arbitration 

Panel (the “Final Award”) (1) ordering that Defendants “forthwith, but no later than ten (10) 

calendar days from the date of [the Final Award], make all the requested documents and 

information available from both companies to [Plaintiff] for inspection and copying,” and (2) 

awarding attorneys’ fees and arbitration panel fees to Plaintiff in the total sum of $23,975.00, 

which sum was also to be paid within ten (10) calendar days from the date of the Final Award. 

Plaintiff served Defendants with this action and Motion on October 7 and October 8, 2020. 

Defendants are both Nevada limited-liability companies and subject to the Court’s 

jurisdiction.   

NRS 38.239 authorizes an applicant to move for confirmation of a final arbitration 

decision.  The plain language of the statute requires this Court to confirm the Final Award unless 

it is modified, corrected, or vacated.  Furthermore, Defendants do not oppose the confirmation of 

the Final Award.  

Instead, Defendants’ Countermotion requests that the Court modify the Final Award to 

require Plaintiff to pay, in advance, fees and costs associated with Defendants’ production of the 

requested company records.  Defendants contend that the requested modification is permitted 

under NS 38.242(1)(c). 

NRS 38.242 allows an award to be modified or corrected, but only if: 
 
(a) There was an evident mathematical miscalculation or an evident mistake in 
the description of a person, thing or property referred to in the award; 
(b) The arbitrator has made an award on a claim not submitted to the arbitrator 
and the award may be corrected without affecting the merits of the decision upon 
the claims submitted; or 
(c) The award is imperfect in a matter of form not affecting the merits of the 
decision on the claims submitted. 

NRS 38.242(1).  The Court finds that none of these situations apply here. 

 The Court finds that the modification requested in the Countermotion is not a mere 

correction of an “imperfection in a matter of form,” but instead seeks to alter the merits of the Final 

Award to award Defendants relief that was absent from the Final Award.   



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 

LLP 
Attorneys At Law 

7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 

(725) 777-3000  

 

3 

Based upon the foregoing, and good cause appearing therefore, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Plaintiff’s Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award is 

GRANTED. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Plaintiff 

TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, shall have JUDGMENT jointly and severally against 

Defendants FIRST 100, LLC, and FIRST ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS, LLC, aka 1st ONE 

HUNDRED HOLDINGS, LLC, in the amount of TWENTY-THREE THOUSAND, NINE 

HUNDRED AND SEVENTY-FIVE DOLLARS ($23,975.00), plus statutory interest, to be 

adjusted as set forth in NRS 17.130, which as of the date of the entry of Judgment was $3.45 per 

day, from October 8, 2020, until this Judgment is satisfied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that Defendants shall 

make all the requested documents and information available from both companies to Plaintiff for 

inspection and copying, as set forth in the Final Award and Exhibit 13 to Claimant’s Appendix to 

Claimant’s Arbitration Brief. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendants’ Countermotion to Modify Award Per 

NRS 38.242 is DENIED. 

IT IS SO ORDERED this _____ day of ____________________, 2020.  
 
 

      
     DISTRICT JUDGE  

17 November
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Order Granting Plaintiff’s Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award and Denying Defendants’ 
Countermotion to Modify Award; and Judgment 

A-20-822273-C 
 

Respectfully submitted: 

GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
 
 /s/ Dylan T. Ciciliano    
ERIKA PIKE TURNER 
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
DYLAN T. CICILIANO 
Nevada Bar No. 12348 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

Approved as to form and content: 

MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
 
/s/ Danielle J. Barraza                           
JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ  
Nevada Bar No. 9046 
DANIELLE J. BARRAZA  
Nevada Bar No. 13822 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Attorneys for Defendants 
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From: Danielle Barraza <djb@mgalaw.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 11:40 AM
To: Dylan Ciciliano
Cc: Erika Turner; Joseph Gutierrez; Max Erwin
Subject: RE: Order Re: Motion to Confirm

Yes, you can affix my e-signature on this version. 

Thanks, 

Danielle J. Barraza | Associate 
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Tel: 702.629.7900 | Fax: 702.629.7925 
djb@mgalaw.com | www.mgalaw.com 

From: Dylan Ciciliano <dciciliano@Gtg.legal>  
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 11:27 AM 
To: Danielle Barraza <djb@mgalaw.com> 
Cc: Erika Turner <eturner@Gtg.legal>; Joseph Gutierrez <jag@mgalaw.com>; Max Erwin <MErwin@Gtg.legal> 
Subject: RE: Order Re: Motion to Confirm 

Danielle, 

I accepted your redline changes. Can I affix your signature? 

Dylan T. Ciciliano, Esq. 

Attorney 

Phone: 725 777 3000  |  Fax: 725 777 3112 

GARMAN  |  TURNER  |  GORDON 
7251 AMIGO STREET, SUITE 210 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89119 

 Visit us online at www.gtg.legal  

From: Danielle Barraza <djb@mgalaw.com>  
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 11:12 AM 
To: Dylan Ciciliano <dciciliano@Gtg.legal> 
Cc: Erika Turner <eturner@Gtg.legal>; Joseph Gutierrez <jag@mgalaw.com>; Max Erwin <MErwin@Gtg.legal> 
Subject: RE: Order Re: Motion to Confirm 
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Dylan, I’m not seeing that the Court actually made the majority of the findings set forth in the drafted order.  In 
any event, we have kept most of the findings in-tact and made only a few redlines in an effort to come to an 
agreement on this.  See attached. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Danielle J. Barraza | Associate 
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Tel: 702.629.7900 | Fax: 702.629.7925 
djb@mgalaw.com | www.mgalaw.com 
 

From: Dylan Ciciliano <dciciliano@Gtg.legal>  
Sent: Thursday, November 12, 2020 10:15 AM 
To: Danielle Barraza <djb@mgalaw.com> 
Cc: Erika Turner <eturner@Gtg.legal>; Joseph Gutierrez <jag@mgalaw.com>; Max Erwin <MErwin@Gtg.legal> 
Subject: FW: Order Re: Motion to Confirm 
 
Danielle, 
 
I wanted to follow up on the attached. We intend on submitting the order to the Court by noon tomorrow. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Dylan 

Dylan T. Ciciliano, Esq. 

Attorney 
 
Phone: 725 777 3000  |  Fax: 725 777 3112 

GARMAN  |  TURNER  |  GORDON 
7251 AMIGO STREET, SUITE 210 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89119 

 Visit us online at www.gtg.legal  

 

From: Dylan Ciciliano  
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 9:24 PM 
To: Danielle Barraza <djb@mgalaw.com> 
Cc: Erika Turner <eturner@Gtg.legal>; jag@mgalaw.com; Max Erwin <MErwin@Gtg.legal> 
Subject: Order Re: Motion to Confirm 
 
Danielle, 
 
Attached is the draft order on Plaintiff TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC’s Motion to Confirm Arbitration Award. Please let me 
know if I may affix your signature. 
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Thank you, 
 
Dylan 
 

Dylan T. Ciciliano, Esq. 

Attorney 
 
Phone: 725 777 3000  |  Fax: 725 777 3112 

GARMAN  |  TURNER  |  GORDON 
7251 AMIGO STREET, SUITE 210 
LAS VEGAS, NV 89119 

 Visit us online at www.gtg.legal  

 
 
The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information. It is intended only 
for the use of the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, 
dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.  
 
The information contained in this transmission may contain privileged and confidential information. It is intended only 
for the use of the person(s) named above. If you are not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, 
dissemination, distribution or duplication of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please contact the sender by reply email and destroy all copies of the original message.  
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NEFF 
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 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability
company aka 1st ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 

  Defendants. 
 

CASE NO.  A-20-822273-C 
DEPT. 13  
 
 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF 
FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & 
ORDER RE EVIDENTIARY HEARING  
 

 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER 

RE EVIDENTIARY HEARING  

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that a Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law & Order Re 

Evidentiary Hearing, a copy of which is attached hereto, was entered in the above-captioned case 

on the 7th day of April, 2021. 

DATED this 7th day of April, 2021.  

   GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 

  /s/ Erika Pike Turner      
ERIKA PIKE TURNER  
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
DYLAN T. CICILIANO  
Nevada Bar. No. 12348 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff   

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
4/7/2021 2:45 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, hereby certifies that on the 7th day of April, 2021, he served a copy of the 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW & ORDER RE 

EVIDENTIARY HEARING, by electronic service in accordance with Administrative Order 

14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Odyssey E-File & Serve system addressed to: 

Joseph A. Gutierrez, Esq.  
Danielle J. Barraza, Esq.  
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES  
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Email: jag@mgalaw.com 
           djb@mgalaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants 
 
Bart K. Larsen, Esq. 
SHEA LARSEN 
1731 Village Center Circle, Suite 150  
Las Vegas, NV 89134 
Email: blarsen@shea.law 
Attorneys for Raffi Nahabedian 
 

 I further certify that I served a copy of this document by emailing it and mailing a true and 

correct copy thereof via U.S Regular Mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
 
Kenneth E. Hogan, Esq. 
HOGAN HULET PLLC 
1140 N. Town Center Dr., Suite 300 
Las Vegas, NV 89144 
Email: ken@h2legal.com 
Attorneys for Matthew Farkas 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 /s/ Max Erwin 
An Employee of  
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 



Electronically Filed
04/07/2021 1:44 PM

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
4/7/2021 1:45 PM
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: A-20-822273-CTGC/Farkas Funding, LLC, 
Plaintiff(s)

vs. 

First 100, LLC, Defendant(s)

DEPT. NO.  Department 13

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Judgment was served via the 
court’s electronic eFile system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled 
case as listed below:

Service Date: 4/7/2021

Dylan Ciciliano dciciliano@gtg.legal

Erika Turner eturner@gtg.legal

MGA Docketing docket@mgalaw.com

Tonya Binns tbinns@gtg.legal

Bart Larsen blarsen@shea.law

Max Erwin merwin@gtg.legal

If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail 
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last 
known addresses on 4/8/2021
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Attn:  Joseph A. Gutierrez
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue
Las Vegas, NV, 89148
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NEOJ 
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 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company aka 1st ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 

  Defendants. 

CASE NO.  A-20-822273-C 
DEPT. 13  
 
 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER  
 

 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER  

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order, a copy of which is attached hereto, was entered 

in the above-captioned case on the 9th day of February, 2021. 

DATED this 9th day of February, 2021.  

   GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 

  /s/ Erika Pike Turner      
ERIKA PIKE TURNER  
Nevada Bar No. 6454 
DYLAN T. CICILIANO  
Nevada Bar. No. 12348 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112  
Attorneys for Plaintiff   

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
2/9/2021 4:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, hereby certifies that on the 9th day of February, 2021, he served a copy 

of the NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER, by electronic service in accordance with 

Administrative Order 14.2, to all interested parties, through the Court’s Odyssey E-File & Serve 

system addressed to: 

Joseph A. Gutierrez, Esq.  
Danielle J. Barraza, Esq.  
MAIER GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES  
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Email: jag@mgalaw.com 
           djb@mgalaw.com 
Attorneys for Defendants 
 

  
 
 
 

 
 /s/ Max Erwin 
An Employee of  
GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP
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ORDR 
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 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Tel: (725) 777-3000 
Fax: (725) 777-3112 
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Judgment Creditor 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
TGC/FARKAS FUNDING, LLC, 
 
                          Plaintiff/Judgment Creditor, 
 
vs. 
 
FIRST 100, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 
Company; FIRST ONE HUNDRED 
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada limited liability 
company aka 1st ONE HUNDRED HOLDINGS 
LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, 
 

    Defendants/Judgment Debtors. 

CASE NO.  A-20-822273-C 
DEPT. 13  
 
 
ORDER  
 
Date of Hearing:  January 28, 2021 

 

On November 17, 2020, an Order Confirming Arbitration Award, Denying Countermotion 

to Modify Award and Judgment was entered by the Court (the “Judgment”).  On December 18, 

2020, the Court entered an Order to Show Cause Why Defendants /Judgment Debtors First 100, 

LLC and 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC (collectively, “Defendants”) and Jay Bloom (“Bloom”) 

Should Not Be Held in Contempt of Court for failing to comply with the Judgment on the 

Application of Plaintiff/Judgment Creditor TGC/Farkas Funding, LLC (“Plaintiff”), which was 

supplemented on January 20, 2021 (the Application for Order to Show Cause, Order to Show 

Cause entered thereon, and the Supplement are collectively the “OSC”).  On January 19, 2021, the 

Court entered an Order Shortening Time and Order staying post-Judgment discovery on 

Defendants’ Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Vacate Post-Judgment Discovery 

Proceedings on Ex Parte Order Shortening Time (the “Motion to Enforce”).  On January 20, 2021, 

Defendants and Bloom filed a Response to the OSC, incorporating the Motion to Enforce.  The 

Case Number: A-20-822273-C

Electronically Filed
2/9/2021 3:10 PM
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CLERK OF THE COURT
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Court continued the hearing on the OSC from the originally scheduled January 21, 2021 to January 

28, 2021 to correspond with the hearing on the Motion to Enforce. On January 26, 2021, Plaintiff 

filed its Opposition to Defendants’ Motion to Enforce Settlement and Vacate Post-Judgment 

Discovery Proceedings (“Opposition to Motion to Enforce”) and Countermotion 1) To Strike the 

Affidavit of Jason Maier, and 2) For Sanctions (the “Countermotion”).  On January 27, 2021, 

Defendants filed their Reply in Support of Motion to Enforce Settlement Agreement and Vacate 

Post-Judgment Discovery Proceedings and Opposition to Countermotion to Strike the Affidavit of 

Jason Maier and Opposition to Countermotion for Sanctions.  

The Court, having considered the above-referenced papers and hearing the oral arguments 

of counsel for Plaintiff, Erika Pike Turner of Garman Turner Gordon, and counsel for Defendants 

and Bloom, Joseph Gutierrez of Maier Gutierrez & Associates, at the January 28, 2021 hearing of 

the matter, finds that there are material questions of fact that prevent the Court from granting the 

Motion to Enforce.   

Based thereon, the Court is setting an evidentiary hearing for one day, March 3, 2021, on 

the OSC and denying the Motion to Enforce and Countermotion, without prejudice to further 

proceedings.  The Court will reconsider the Motion to Enforce and Countermotion upon the further 

evidence presented at the evidentiary hearing.  The parties can each conduct up to four (4) 

depositions and relax the notice requirements for the depositions to seven (7) days. 

 IT IS SO ORDERED this _____ day of        , 2021. 

 

       
        

     DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 

 

 

9th February
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Respectfully submitted: 

GARMAN TURNER GORDON LLP 
 
 /s/ Erika Pike Turner                 
Erika Pike Turner, Esq., Bar No. 6454 
Dylan T. Ciciliano, Esq., Bar. No. 12348 
7251 Amigo Street, Suite 210 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89119 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 
 
 

 

Reviewed and disapproved: 

MAIER GUTIERREZ &ASSOCIATES 
 
DISAPPROVED                                              
Joseph A. Gutierrez, Esq., Bar No. 9046 
Danielle J. Barraza, Esq., Bar No. 13822 
8816 Spanish Ridge Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148 
Attorneys for Defendants First 100, LLC 
and 1st One Hundred Holdings, LLC 

 
 

See previous page for Judge Denton's Signature

February 9, 2021.
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