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Appellants must complete this docketing statement in compliance with NRAP 14(a).  The 
purpose of the docketing statement is to assist the Supreme Court in screening jurisdiction, 
identifying issues on appeal, assessing presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals under 
NRAP 17, scheduling cases for oral argument and settlement conferences, classifying cases for 
expedited treatment and assignment to the Court of Appeals, and compiling statistical 
information. 
  
          WARNING  
  
This statement must be completed fully, accurately and on time.  NRAP 14(c).  The Supreme 
Court may impose sanctions on counsel or appellant if it appears that the information provided 
is incomplete or inaccurate.  Id. Failure to fill out the statement completely or to file it in a 
timely manner constitutes grounds for the imposition of sanctions, including a fine and/or 
dismissal of the appeal.   
  
A complete list of the documents that must be attached appears as Question 27 on this docketing 
statement.  Failure to attach all required documents will result in the delay of your appeal and 
may result in the imposition of sanctions. 
  
This court has noted that when attorneys do not take seriously their obligations under NRAP 14 
to complete the docketing statement properly and conscientiously, they waste the valuable 
judicial resources of this court, making the imposition of sanctions appropriate.  See KDI Sylvan 
Pools v. Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 344, 810 P.2d 1217, 1220 (1991).  Please use tab dividers to 
separate any attached documents. 

INDICATE FULL CAPTION:

DOCKETING STATEMENT 
     CIVIL APPEALS 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

JOHN ILIESCU, JR., et al., 
 
 
                SEE PREVIOUS PAGE 
                AND ATTACHMENT A

No. 83212

Revised December 2015

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA



1. Judicial District    SECOND Department   15

County   WASHOE Judge   DAVID A. HARDY

District Ct. Case No.   CV19-00459

2. Attorney filing this docketing statement:

Attorney    D. CHRIS ALBRIGHT, ESQ. Telephone   702.384.7111

Firm          ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT
Address     801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4 

    Las Vegas, Nevada  89106 

Client(s)   SEE ATTACHMENT B

If this is a joint statement by multiple appellants, add the names and addresses of other counsel and 
the names of their clients on an additional sheet accompanied by a certification that they concur in the 
filing of this statement.

3. Attorney(s) representing respondents(s):

Client(s)   THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION OF WASHOE COUNTY

Address    6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 
   Reno, Nevada  89511

Firm         WOODBURN AND WEDGE

Telephone   775.688.3000Attorney   DANE W. ANDERSON, ESQ.

Client(s)

Address
Firm

TelephoneAttorney

(List additional counsel on separate sheet if necessary)



4. Nature of disposition below (check all that apply):
Judgment after bench trial

Other disposition (specify):

ModificationOriginal
Divorce Decree:

Review of agency determination
Grant/Denial of declaratory relief
Grant/Denial of injunction
Grant/Denial of NRCP 60(b) relief
Default judgment
Summary judgment
Judgment after jury verdict

Other (specify):
Failure to prosecute
Failure to state a claim
Lack of jurisdiction

Dismissal:

5. Does this appeal raise issues concerning any of the following?

Child Custody
Venue
Termination of parental rights

6. Pending and prior proceedings in this court.  List the case name and docket number  
of all appeals or original proceedings presently or previously pending before this court which 
are related to this appeal:
   

7. Pending and prior proceedings in other courts.  List the case name, number and  
court of all pending and prior proceedings in other courts which are related to this appeal  
(e.g., bankruptcy, consolidated or bifurcated proceedings) and their dates of disposition:
 
The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County vs. John Iliescu, Jr., and 
Sonnia Iliescu, Trustees of the John Iliescu, Jr. and Sonnia Iliescu 1992 Family Trust 
(Washoe County Case No. CV16-02182)



8. Nature of the action.  Briefly describe the nature of the action and the result below:
 
This case involved a suit against the Respondent, Regional Transportation Commission of 
Washoe County (hereinafter the “RTC”), seeking damages and other relief for the RTC 
having, in conjunction with condemning a small portion of a real property parcel owned by 
Appellants, denied the Appellants their use and access on the entirety of the remainder of 
the parcel, for a time, and having damaged other portions of the parcel beyond that portion 
which was condemned. 
 
 
(SEE ATTACHMENT C)

9. Issues on appeal.  State concisely the principal issue(s) in this appeal (attach separate  
sheets as necessary):
 
Whether the District Court erred in granting summary judgment, on the basis of a 
determination that inadequate evidence existed to support the Plaintiffs' claims, including 
inadequate evidence of damages, prior to the completion of discovery and before the 
discovery deadline for gathering such evidence had expired, and even though injunctive 
(specific performance) relief could have been afforded in lieu of compensatory damages. 
 
Whether the lack of an expert witness was sufficient grounds for dismissal of the Plaintiffs' 
claims, and whether the nature of Appellants’ claims required any expert witness. 
 
 
(CONT. - SEE ATTACHMENT D)

10. Pending proceedings in this court raising the same or similar issues.  If you are  
aware of any proceedings presently pending before this court which raises the same or  
similar issues raised in this appeal, list the case name and docket numbers and identify the 
same or similar issue raised:  



11. Constitutional issues.  If this appeal challenges the constitutionality of a statute, and  
the state, any state agency, or any officer or employee thereof is not a party to this appeal,  
have you notified the clerk of this court and the attorney general in accordance with NRAP 44 
and NRS 30.130?

N/A

No
Yes

If not, explain:

12. Other issues.  Does this appeal involve any of the following issues?

Reversal of well-settled Nevada precedent (identify the case(s))
An issue arising under the United States and/or Nevada Constitutions 
A substantial issue of first impression
An issue of public policy
An issue where en banc consideration is necessary to maintain uniformity of this 
court's decisions
A ballot question
If so, explain: The case involves questions of public policy with respect to the rights of a 

public agency vis-a-vis a private citizen property owner during 
construction upon a condemned portion of a larger uncondemned parcel; 
as well as public policy questions with respect to the timing of a motion for 
summary judgment when discovery is still pending.



15. Judicial Disqualification.  Do you intend to file a motion to disqualify or have a 
justice recuse him/herself from participation in this appeal?  If so, which Justice?  
 
       No.  N/A

Was it a bench or jury trial?     N/A

14. Trial.  If this action proceeded to trial, how many days did the trial last?

The matter should be retained by the Nevada Supreme Court under NRAP 17(a)(12), as 
presumptively to be retained by the Nevada Supreme Court, because it involves public policy 
questions of statewide importance relating to the protection of citizens' rights after eminent 
domain and condemnation proceedings, and the duties owed to the citizens by public 
agencies in such cases, and thus, the matter should not be assigned to the Court of Appeals.

13. Assignment to the Court of Appeals or retention in the Supreme Court. Briefly 
set forth whether the matter is presumptively retained by the Supreme Court or assigned to 
the Court of Appeals under NRAP 17, and cite the subparagraph(s) of the Rule under which 
the matter falls. If appellant believes that the Supreme Court should retain the case despite 
its presumptive assignment to the Court of Appeals, identify the specific issue(s) or circum-
stance(s) that warrant retaining the case, and include an explanation of their importance or 
significance:



TIMELINESS OF NOTICE OF APPEAL

16. Date of entry of written judgment or order appealed from   June 6, 2021

If no written judgment or order was filed in the district court, explain the basis for  
seeking appellate review:
 
     N/A

17. Date written notice of entry of judgment or order was served   June 10, 2021
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail/electronic/fax

18. If the time for filing the notice of appeal was tolled by a post-judgment motion
(NRCP 50(b), 52(b), or 59) 
  
 (a) Specify the type of motion, the date and method of service of the motion, and 
      the date of filing.

NRCP 50(b)

NRCP 52(b)

NRCP 59

Date of filing

Date of filing

Date of filing

NOTE: Motions made pursuant to NRCP 60 or motions for rehearing or reconsideration may toll the
             time for filing a notice of appeal.  See AA Primo Builders v. Washington, 126 Nev. ____, 245  
 P.3d 1190 (2010).

 (b) Date of entry of written order resolving tolling motion

 (c) Date written notice of entry of order resolving tolling motion was served
Was service by:

Delivery
Mail



19. Date notice of appeal filed      July 9, 2021
If more than one party has appealed from the judgment or order, list the date each 
notice of appeal was filed and identify by name the party filing the notice of appeal:

20. Specify statute or rule governing the time limit for filing the notice of appeal, 
e.g., NRAP 4(a) or other

        NRAP 4(a)(1)

SUBSTANTIVE APPEALABILITY

21. Specify the statute or other authority granting this court jurisdiction to review 
the judgment or order appealed from:
(a)

NRAP 3A(b)(1)
NRAP 3A(b)(2)
NRAP 3A(b)(3)
Other (specify)

NRS 38.205
NRS 233B.150
NRS 703.376

(b) Explain how each authority provides a basis for appeal from the judgment or order:
 
The Summary Judgment appealed from was a rejection and thus a final disposition of all 
claims then pending (certain claims having been previously dismissed or vacated) as set 
forth in the Appellants' then operative pleading, a First Amended Complaint.  An Order 
granting Summary Judgment which disposes of all claims and parties before the Court, 
except post-judgment issues such as attorneys' fees and costs is final and appealable.  Lee v. 
GNLV Corp., 116 Nev. 424, 996 P.2d 416 (2000).



22. List all parties involved in the action or consolidated actions in the district court: 
      (a) Parties:

Plaintiffs:  John Iliescu, Jr., and Sonnia Iliescu, Trustees of the John Iliescu, Jr. 
and Sonnia Iliescu 1992 Family Trust; John Iliescu, Jr., an individual; and Sonnia 
Iliescu, an individual 
 
Defendants:  The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County

      (b) If all parties in the district court are not parties to this appeal, explain in detail why 
 those parties are not involved in this appeal, e.g., formally dismissed, not served, or 
 other:

23. Give a brief description (3 to 5 words) of each party's separate claims, 
counterclaims, cross-claims, or third-party claims and the date of formal 
disposition of each claim.

The Plaintiffs' First Amended Complaint included claims for Injunctive Relief; Breach 
of Contract; Breach of the Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing – Contract Claim; 
Breach of Fiduciary Duty/Breach of Trust; Declaratory Relief; Waste; Conversion; 
Trespass; Civil Conspiracy; Negligence; and Breach of the Covenant of Good Faith and 
Fair Dealing – Tort Claim.

24. Did the judgment or order appealed from adjudicate ALL the claims alleged 
below and the rights and liabilities of ALL the parties to the action or consolidated 
actions below?

Yes
No

25. If you answered "No" to question 24, complete the following:
(a) Specify the claims remaining pending below:
 
      N/A



(b) Specify the parties remaining below:
 
      N/A

(c) Did the district court certify the judgment or order appealed from as a final judgment 
pursuant to NRCP 54(b)?

Yes
No

(d) Did the district court make an express determination, pursuant to NRCP 54(b), that 
there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of judgment?

No
Yes

26. If you answered "No" to any part of question 25, explain the basis for seeking 
appellate review (e.g., order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)):
 
      N/A.  Also, Order is independently appealable under NRAP 3A(b)(1).  Question 25 is 
      therefore inapplicable.

27. Attach file-stamped copies of the following documents: 
 The latest-filed complaint, counterclaims, cross-claims, and third-party claims 
 Any tolling motion(s) and order(s) resolving tolling motion(s) 
 Orders of NRCP 41(a) dismissals formally resolving each claim, counterclaims, cross- 

      claims and/or third-party claims asserted in the action or consolidated action below, 
      even if not at issue on appeal 
 Any other order challenged on appeal 
 Notices of entry for each attached order



VERIFICATION

I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read this docketing statement, that
the information provided in this docketing statement is true and complete to the
best of my knowledge, information and belief, and that I have attached all required
documents to this docketing statement.

All Appellants (SEE ATTACHMENT F) 
Name of appellant

gj (
Date

Clark County, Nevada 
State and county where signed

D. Chris Albright, Esq.
Name of counsel of record

re of cou 1 •f record

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that on the  day of July  , 2021  , I served a copy of this

completed docketing statement upon all counsel of record:

El By personally serving it upon him/her; or

IZI By mailing it by 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.)

Dane W. Anderson, Esq.
Bronagh M. Kelly, Esq.
WOODBURN AND WEDGE
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500
Reno, Nevada 89511
danderson@woodburnandwedge.com
bkelly@woodburnandwedge.com
Attorneys for Defendant, the Regional
Transportation Commission of Washoe County

Dated this

Michael J. Morrison, Esq.
1495 Ridgeview Drive, #220
Reno, Nevada 89519
venturelawusa@gmail.com
Trial Counsel for Appellants

day of July  , 2021



ATTACHMENT B TO DOCKETING STATEMENT (CASE NO. 83212) 
 

No. 2. – Client(s): 
 
JOHN ILIESCU, JR., AND SONNIA ILIESCU, TRUSTEES OF THE JOHN 
ILIESCU JR. AND SONNIA ILIESCU 1992 FAMILY TRUST; JOHN ILIESCU, 
JR., an individual; and SONNIA ILIESCU, an individual 
 

 

  



ATTACHMENT C TO DOCKETING STATEMENT (CASE NO. 83212) 
 

No. 8. – Nature of the action:  (Cont’d) 
 
More particularly, the Iliescu Plaintiffs sued the RTC for damage the RTC caused to the Iliescu’s 
property. The Iliescu Plaintiffs own real property over which the RTC exercised eminent domain 
for the construction of the Fourth Street/Prater RTC project (“the Project”). During construction 
on the Project, the RTC damaged the portion of the Iliescu’s property over which the RTC did not 
exercise eminent domain, and specifically the paved parking areas of the property that the RTC 
had not condemned.  The RTC’s (or its vendors’) construction crews allegedly drove over and 
parked their vehicles, including personal vehicles, ranging from approximately 20-ton trucks to 
pick-up trucks, SUV’s and automobiles, on the Iliescu property, sometimes precluding Iliescu 
Plaintiffs from using any portion of their property for months at a time.  This action led to physical 
damage (cavities and pothole areas and crushed non-leveled areas) in the parking lot.  This was all 
in breach of stipulated cooperation orders which had been entered in the earlier condemnation 
action, in which RTC had stipulated to minimize interfering with access to the Property.  As a 
consequence, the Iliescu Plaintiffs asserted causes of action against the RTC for breach of contract, 
contractual breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, declaratory relief, 
trespass, civil conspiracy, and negligence.  They sought remedies for the damage to their property, 
the costs to restore the property, the loss of the property’s market value, their loss of use of the 
property, and other related remedies. 

  



ATTACHMENT D TO DOCKETING STATEMENT (CASE NO. 83212) 
 

No. 9. – Issues on appeal:  (Cont’d) 
 
Whether the District Court erred in granting summary judgment by relying on citations to 
deposition testimony which were misconstrued or taken out of context.  
 
Whether the District court erred in granting summary judgment dismissal of breach of contract 
claims on the basis that no contract had been shown to exist, even though earlier orders and 
judgments, in the prior eminent domain case, otherwise relied on in the Court’s Summary 
Judgment Order, were the equivalent of a contract, as said judgments and orders had been 
stipulated to by both sides, and had set forth certain duties agreed to be owed between the two 
parties, including the RTC’s agreement to minimize its interference with the Iliescus’ access at the 
site, and were thus in the nature of an injunction to contract, or a declaratory-judgment as to the 
terms of a contract. 
  



ATTACHMENT E TO DOCKETING STATEMENT (CASE NO. 83212) 
 

No. 27. – List of File-Stamped Documents: 
 

NO. DATE DOCUMENT 
1 12/10/19 Order Granting Stipulation for Entry of Order Dismissing Certain of 

Plaintiffs’ Claims for Relief and Damages with Prejudice 
2 01/07/20 Order Addressing Motion to Dismiss 
3 01/21/20 First Amended Complaint 
4 03/20/20 Order Granting Motion to Dismiss 
5 03/20/20 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Motion to Dismiss 
6 06/09/21 Order Granting Summary Judgment after Supplemental Arguments 
7 06/10/21 Notice of Entry of Order Granting Summary Judgment after 

Supplemental Arguments 
8 07/27/21 Notice of Entry of (1)  Order Granting Stipulation for Entry of Order 

Dismissing Certain of Plaintiffs’ Claims for Relief and Damages with 
Prejudice; and (2)  Order Addressing Motion to Dismiss 

 

  



 

ATTACHMENT E – No. 27 

List of File-Stamped Documents: 

EXHIBIT 1 
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ATTACHMENT E – No. 27 

List of File-Stamped Documents: 

EXHIBIT 2 
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List of File-Stamped Documents: 

EXHIBIT 3 
 
 

  



 

-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

Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511
775-688-3000

 1140 
Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 6883 
WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 
Reno, Nevada 89511 
Telephone:  775-688-3000 
Facsimile:   775-688-3088 
danderson@woodburnandwedge.com 
  
Attorneys for Plaintiff, the Regional Transportation 
Commission of Washoe County 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE  
 
 

JOHN ILIESCU, JR., AND SONNIA 
ILIESCU, TRUSTEES OF THE JOHN 
ILIESCU JR. AND SONNIA ILIESCU 1992 
FAMILY TRUST; JOHN ILIESCU, JR., an 
individual; AND SONNIA ILIESCU, an 
individual, 

 
  Plaintiffs, 
 v. 

  
THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION OF WASHOE COUNTY; 
ROE CORPORATIONS 1-20; and DOES 1 – 
40, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 

Case No.:  CV19-00459 
 
Dept. No.: 15 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
ANSWER TO FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT 

Defendant The Regional Transportation Commission of Washoe County (“RTC”) 

answers Plaintiffs’ First Amended Complaint as follows: 

 1. RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of 

the allegations in paragraph 1 and on that basis denies the same. 

 2. Answering paragraph 2, RTC admits the allegations therein except for the 

last sentence regarding the residency and business activities of “all defendants,” which 

RTC denies based on lack of information. 
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 3. Answering paragraph 3, RTC admits jurisdiction and venue are proper in 

this Court. 

 4. Answering paragraph 4, RTC admits that it initiated a condemnation action 

in October 2016 to acquire certain easement interests on Washoe County APN 008-244-

15 for the purpose of constructing the Fourth Street/Prater Way Bus Rapid Transit Project 

(“the Project”).  RTC denies the remaining allegations of paragraph 4. 

 5. RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of 

the allegations in paragraph 5 and on that basis denies the same. 

 6. RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of 

the allegations in paragraph 6 and on that basis denies the same. 

 7. RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of 

the allegations in paragraph 7 and on that basis denies the same. 

 8, Answering paragraph 8, RTC specifically denies it engaged in any improper 

conduct.  RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or falsity of the 

remaining allegations in paragraph 8 and on that basis denies the same. 

 9. RTC denies the allegations of paragraph 9. 

 10. Answering paragraph 10, RTC specifically denies it engaged in any 

improper conduct.  RTC lacks information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth or 

falsity of the remaining allegations in paragraph 10 and on that basis denies the same. 

 11. RTC denies the allegations of paragraph 11. 

 12. RTC denies the allegations of paragraph 12. 

 13. Paragraphs 13-20 pertain to a cause of action that has been dismissed by the 

Court and therefore no response is required of RTC.  To the extent a response is required, 

these allegations are denied. 

 14. Answering paragraph 21, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer and specifically denies the allegation that RTC and Plaintiffs 

entered into an agreement.  No such agreement was attached to the First Amended 

Complaint and none has been provided despite RTC’s requests. 
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 15. RTC denies the allegations of paragraphs 22-25. 

 16. Answering paragraph 26, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer. 

 17. RTC denies the allegations of paragraph 27. No agreements were attached 

to the First Amended Complaint and none have been provided despite RTC’s requests. 

 18. Paragraph 28 is a statement of law rather than an allegation of fact and 

therefore no response is required of RTC. 

 19. Based on the response to paragraph 28, RTC also denies the allegations of 

paragraph 29 and alleges that it has no information as to what were or were not Plaintiffs’ 

expectations. 

 20. RTC denies the allegations of paragraphs 30-33. 

 21. Paragraphs 34-43 pertain to a cause of action that has been dismissed by the 

Court and therefore no response is required of RTC.  To the extent a response is required, 

these allegations are denied. 

 22. Answering paragraph 44, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer. 

 23. Paragraph 45 is a statement of law rather than an allegation of fact and 

therefore not response is required of RTC. 

 24. RTC denies the allegations of paragraphs 46-49. 

 25. Paragraphs 50-55 pertain to a cause of action that has been dismissed by the 

Court and therefore no response is required of RTC.  To the extent a response is required, 

these allegations are denied. 

 26. Paragraphs 56-61 pertain to a cause of action that has been dismissed by the 

Court and therefore no response is required of RTC.  To the extent a response is required, 

these allegations are denied. 

 27. Answering paragraph 62, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer. 

 28. RTC denies the allegations of paragraphs 63-67. 
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 29. Answering paragraph 68, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer. 

 30. RTC denies the allegations of paragraphs 69-74. 

 31. Answering paragraph 75, RTC incorporates its responses to all prior 

paragraphs in this answer. 

 32. RTC denies the allegations in paragraphs 76-79. 

 33. Paragraphs 79-86 (the First Amended Complaint has two paragraphs 79) 

pertain to a cause of action that has been dismissed by the Court and therefore no response 

is required of RTC.  To the extent a response is required, these allegations are denied. 

 34. To the extent RTC’s responses above have not addressed any particular 

allegations of the First Amended Complaint, RTC hereby denies those allegations. 

Affirmative Defenses 

 1. Plaintiffs fail to state a claim upon which relief can be granted. 

 2. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by estoppel. 

 3. Plaintiffs’ failed to perform under any contracts that may exist between  

them and RTC. 

 4. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by laches. 

 5. Any damage to Plaintiffs’ property was pre-existing.  

6. Any damage to Plaintiffs’ property that was not pre-existing was caused 

either by Plaintiffs and their agents or by third parties over whom RTC exercised no 

control.  

7. Plaintiffs have waived and/or released the claims they now assert. 

8. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by res judicata. 

9. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the applicable statute of limitations. 

10. At all relevant times, Plaintiffs either expressly or impliedly consented to 

the use of their property.   

11. Plaintiffs failed to mitigate their alleged damages. 
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12. RTC reserves the right to amend its answer to add additional affirmative 

defenses as discovery progresses in this matter. 

 Affirmation pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain 

the personal information of any person. 

 DATED: March 23rd, 2020  

 
      WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
       
 

      By /s/ Dane W. Anderson  
       Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
       Nevada Bar No. 6883 
       Attorneys for Plaintiff  
       The Regional Transportation 
       Commission of Washoe County 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 It is hereby certified that service of the foregoing ANSWER TO FIRST 

AMENDED COMPLAINT was made through the Court’s electronic filing and 

notification or, as appropriate, by sending a copy thereof by first-class mail from Reno, 

Nevada addressed as follows:   

 
MICHAEL J. MORRISON, ESQ. 

Nevada State Bar No. 1665 
1495 Ridgeview Dr., #220 

Reno, Nevada 89519 
venturelawusa@gmail.com 

 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

 
 

DATED: March 23, 2020.  
 
 
      /s/ Dianne M. Kelling   
      Employee of Woodburn and Wedge 
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Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
2 Nevada Bar No. 6883 

WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
3 6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 

Reno, Nevada 89511 
4 Telephone: 775-688-3000 

Facsimile: 775-688-3088 
5 danderson@woodburnandwedge.com 

6 Attorneys for Defendant, the Regional Transportation 
Commission of Washoe County 

8 

9 

10 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE ST A TE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

11 
JOHN ILIESCU, JR., AND SONNIA 
ILIESCU, TRUSTEES OF THE JOHN 

12 ILIESCU JR. AND SONNIA ILIESCU 1992 
FAMILY TRUST; JOHN ILIESCU, JR., an 
individual; AND SONNlA ILIESCU, an 13 

individual, 
14 

15 
Plaintiffs, 

V. 

16 
THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 

17 COMMISSION OF WASHOE COUNTY; 
ROE CORPORATIONS 1-20; and DOES 1 -

18 40, inclusive, 

Defendants. 

Case No.: CV19-00459 

Dept. No.: 15 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Woodburn and Wedge 
O I 00 Nc,I Road. Su11c 500 

Reno, NV 89S 11 
775-688-3000 

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Granting Motion to Dismiss was entered in 

the above-entitled action on March 20, 2020, by this Court. A copy of the Order is attached 

hereto as Exhibit 1. 

II I 

II I 

I II 
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Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511
775-688-3000

2535 
Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 6883 
Bronagh M. Kelly, Esq. 
Nevada Bar No. 14555 
WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 
Reno, Nevada 89511 
Telephone:  775-688-3000 
Facsimile:   775-688-3088 
danderson@woodburnandwedge.com 
bkelly@woodburnandwedge.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendant, the Regional Transportation 
Commission of Washoe County 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE  
 
 

JOHN ILIESCU, JR., AND SONNIA 
ILIESCU, TRUSTEES OF THE JOHN 
ILIESCU JR. AND SONNIA ILIESCU 1992 
FAMILY TRUST; JOHN ILIESCU, JR., an 
individual; AND SONNIA ILIESCU, an 
individual, 

 
  Plaintiffs, 
 v. 

  
THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION OF WASHOE COUNTY; 
ROE CORPORATIONS 1-20; and DOES 1 – 
40, inclusive, 
 
  Defendants. 

Case No.:  CV19-00459 
 
Dept. No.: 15 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING SUMMARY JUDGMENT 

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES: 

 PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Granting Summary Judgment After 

Supplemental Arguments was entered in the above-entitled action on June 9, 2021, by this 

Court.  A copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 
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Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511
775-688-3000

Affirmation pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding Notice of Entry of Order 

Granting Summary Judgment does not contain any personal information. 

 Dated: June 10, 2021 

 
      WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
       
 
      By:     /s/ Dane W. Anderson   
       Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
       Nevada Bar No. 6883 
       Bronagh M. Kelly, Esq. 
       Nevada Bar No. 14555 
       
        Attorneys for Defendant 
        The Regional Transportation 
        Commission of Washoe County 



 

-3- 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511
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TABLE OF EXHIBITS 
 

Exhibit 

No. of Pages 
(Including 

Exhibit 
Sheet) Exhibit No. 

Order Granting Summary Judgment After Supplemental 
Arguments filed June 9, 2021 

13 1 
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Woodburn and Wedge
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500

Reno, NV 89511
775-688-3000

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Woodburn and Wedge and that on this date, 

I caused to be sent via electronic delivery through the Court’s E-flex system a true and correct 

copy of the NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER GRANTING SUMMARY 

JUDGMENT to: 

 
MICHAEL J. MORRISON, ESQ. 

1495 Ridgeview Dr., #220 
Reno, Nevada 89519 

venturelawusa@gmail.com 
 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 
 

DATED: June 10, 2021  
 
 
             
      Employee of Woodburn and Wedge 
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G:\DCA\DCA Matters\Iliescu, John\Iliescu v RTC (Washoe) (10684.0050)\Pleadings\NOE of Orders re GRANTING SAO Dismissing Certain & ADDRESSING MTD 7.27.21.doc 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15
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17

18

19

20
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24

25
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CODE:  2540 
D. CHRIS ALBRIGHT, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 4904 
ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT 
801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
Tel: (702) 384-7111 
Fax: (702) 384-0605 
dca@albrightstoddard.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Appellants 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
 
JOHN ILIESCU, JR., AND SONNIA ILIESCU, 
TRUSTEES OF THE JOHN ILIESCU JR. AND 
SONNIA ILIESCU 1992 FAMILY TRUST; 
JOHN ILIESCU, JR., an individual; and SONNIA 
ILIESCU, an individual, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
v. 
 
THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
COMMISSION OF WASHOE COUNTY; ROE 
CORPORATIONS 1-20; and DOES 1 through 40 
inclusive,  
 

Defendants. 

CASE NO. CV19-00459 
 
 
 
 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF: 
(1)  ORDER GRANTING 

STIPULATION FOR ENTRY OF 
ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN OF 

PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 
AND DAMAGES WITH PREJUDICE; 

-AND- 
(2)  ORDER ADDRESSING MOTION 

TO DISMISS 
 

 
TO ALL INTERESTED PARTIES: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Orders were entered in the above-entitled matter as 

follows: 

1. An ORDER GRANTING STIPULATION FOR ENTRY OF ORDER DISMISSING 

CERTAIN OF PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS FOR RELIEF AND DAMAGES WITH 

PREJUDICE, on December 10, 2019 (Transaction #7629013), a copy of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit “1”; and  

/ / / 

/ / / 

F I L E D
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CV19-00459

2021-07-27 02:02:15 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 8564080



2. An ORDER ADDRESSING MOTION TO DISMISS, on January 7, 2020 (Transaction

#7673003), a ex.:) of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "2."

DATED this ).—T 6---y of July, 2021.

ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT

D. CHRIS ALBRIGHT, ESQ., #004904
801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106
Tel: (702) 384-7111
dca@albrightstoddard.com
Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Appellants

AFFIRMATION

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document filed in the Second

Judicial District Court does not contain the social security number of any person.

DATED this day of July, 2021.

ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & ALBRIGHT

D. CHRIS ALBRIGHT, ESQ., #004904
801 South Rancho Drive, Suite D-4
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106
Tel: (702) 384-7111
dca(&,albri ghtstoddard. corn 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs/Appellants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I am an employee of ALBRIGHT, STODDARD, WARNICK & 

ALBRIGHT and that on the   27th   day of July, 2021, I served a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF: (1) ORDER GRANTING STIPULATION FOR 

ENTRY OF ORDER DISMISSING CERTAIN OF PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

AND DAMAGES WITH PREJUDICE; AND (2) ORDER ADDRESSING MOTION TO 

DISMISS upon all counsel of record by electronically serving the document using the Court’s 

electronic filing system: 
 

Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
Bronagh M. Kelly, Esq. 
WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 
Reno, Nevada 89511 
danderson@woodburnandwedge.com 
bkelly@woodburnandwedge.com 
Attorneys for Defendant, the Regional  
Transportation Commission of Washoe County 
 
 
Michael J. Morrison, Esq. 
1495 Ridgeview Drive, #220 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
venturelawusa@gmail.com 
Trial Counsel for Plaintiffs 

 
 
 
 

 

 
An employee of Albright, Stoddard, Warnick & Albright 

 



EXHIBIT “1” 

 



F I L E D
Electronically
CV19-00459

2019-12-10 10:17:19 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7629013





EXHIBIT “2” 



F I L E D
Electronically
CV19-00459

2020-01-07 04:12:05 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7673003





ATTACHMENT F TO DOCKETING STATEMENT (CASE NO. 83212) 
 

VERIFICATION  
 

Name of Appellants: John Iliescu, Jr., and Sonnia Iliescu, Trustees of the John Iliescu Jr. and 
Sonnia Iliescu 1992 Family Trust; John Iliescu, Jr., an Individual; and 
Sonnia Iliescu, an individual 

 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Dane W. Anderson, Esq. 
Bronagh M. Kelly, Esq. 

WOODBURN AND WEDGE 
6100 Neil Road, Suite 500 

Reno, Nevada  89511 
danderson@woodburnandwedge.com 

bkelly@woodburnandwedge.com 
Attorneys for Defendant, The Regional 

Transportation Commission of Washoe County 
 
 

Michael J. Morrison, Esq. 
1495 Ridgeview Drive, #220 

Reno, Nevada  89519 
venturelawusa@gmail.com 
Trial Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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