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LAW OFFICES OF KERMITT L. WATERS
Kermitt L. Waters, Esq., Bar No. 2571
kermitt@kermittwaters.com
James J. Leavitt, Esq., Bar No. 6032
jim@kermittwaters.com
Michael A. Schneider, Esq., Bar No. 8887
michael@kermittwaters.com
Autumn L. Waters, Esq., Bar No. 8917
autumn@kermittwaters.com
704 South Ninth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 733-8877
Facsimile: (702) 731-1964

Attorneys for Plaintiff Landowners 

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

180 LAND COMPANY, LLC, a Nevada limited )
liability company; DOE INDIVIDUALS I through ) CASE NO.: A-17-758528-J
X; DOE CORPORATIONS I through X; and DOE )
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANIES I through X, ) DEPT. NO. XVI

)
Plaintiffs, )

)
vs. )

) PLAINTIFF 180 LAND COMPANY, 
CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a political subdivision ) LLC’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT
 of the State of Nevada; ROE GOVERNMENT ) CITY OF LAS VEGAS’ SECOND SET 
ENTITIES I through X; ROE CORPORATIONS I ) OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION
through X; ROE INDIVIDUALS I through X; ) TO PLAINTIFF 
ROE LIMITED-LIABILITY COMPANIES I )
through X; ROE QUASI-GOVERNMENTAL )
ENTITIES I through X, )

)
Defendants. )

                                                                                   )

TO: CITY OF LAS VEGAS, Defendants

TO: GEORGE F. OGILVIE III, its attorney

COMES NOW PLAINTIFF 180 LAND COMPANY, LLC, by and through its attorneys the

Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters, and hereby responds to Defendant CITY OF LAS VEGAS’

Second Set of Requests for Production of Documents to Plaintiff as follows:
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DEFINITIONS AND GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. “Nondiscoverable/Irrelevant” - The request in question concerns a matter that is not relevant

to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery

of admissible evidence.

2. “Unduly burdensome” - The request in question seeks discovery that is unduly burdensome

or expensive, taking into account the needs of the case, limitation on the party’s resources, and

the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation.

3. “Vague” - The request in question contains a word or phrase that is not adequately defined,

or the overall request is confusing or ambiguous, and the Landowner is unable to reasonably

ascertain what documents City of Las Vegas (“City”) seeks in the request.

4. “Overbroad” and/or “Overly Broad” - The request in question seeks documents beyond the

scope of, or beyond the time period relevant to, the subject matter of this litigation and,

accordingly, seeks documents that are nondiscoverable/irrelevant and is unduly burdensome.

5. The Landowner objects to the City requests to the extent that they seek any information

protected by any absolute or qualified privilege or exemption, including, but not limited to,

the attorney-client privilege, common interest privilege, the attorney work-product exemption,

accountant-client privilege, and/or the consulting expert exemption.

6. The Landowner objects to the City’s requests on the grounds that they are excessively

burdensome and that many of the documents requested may be obtained by the City from

other sources more conveniently, less expensively, and with less burden.

7. Documents will be provided on the basis of documents available to and located by Landowner

at this time.  There may be other and further documents respecting the requests propounded

by the City of which the Landowner, despite its reasonable investigation and inquiry, is

presently unaware.  The Landowner therefore, reserves the right to modify, supplement,

amend, or enlarge any response with such pertinent additional documents as it may

subsequently discover.

8. No incidental or implied admissions will be made by the responses.  The fact that the

Landowner may respond or object to any request, or part thereof, shall not be deemed an

admission that the Landowner accepts or admits the existence of any fact set forth or assumed
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by such request, or that such response constitutes admissible evidence.  The fact that the

Landowner responds to a part of any request is not to be deemed a waiver by it of its

objections, including privilege, to other parts of the request in question.

9. The Landowner objects to any request to the extent that it would impose upon it greater duties

than are set forth under the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.  When necessary, the

Landowner may supplement its responses to requests as required by the Nevada Rules of Civil

Procedures.

10. Each response will be subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, materiality,

propriety, and admissibility, and to any and all other objections on any ground that would

require the exclusion from evidence of any statement herein if any such statements were made

by a witness present and testifying at trial, all of which objections and grounds are expressly

reserved and may be interposed at trial.

11. Any citation to a specific document or Bates-stamp range of documents is based on a

reasonable review.  Other individual documents, document duplicates, or other range of

documents produced in this matter may additionally be responsive and shall not be deemed

non responsive if not specifically indicated/identified.  

12. The Landowner objects to the requests to the extent that they seek information that is

unrelated and/or irrelevant to the value of the property City has taken through this action or

property the Landowner alleges that City has taken prior to and through this action.

13. The Landowner objects to these requests because the requests impose an undue burden to the

extent they ask the Landowner to identify documents already identified and produced in this

action.
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REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 16:

Produce all documents that support your 1st Supplemental Answer to Interrogatory No. 19

stating that “the aggregate of consideration given to the Peccole family for the former Badlands golf

course property was approximately $45 million.”

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 16:

OBJECTION: This request is irrelevant having no application to the City’s taking of the

Subject Property nor the value of the Subject Property.  Further this request is cumulative and/or

duplicative and therefore oppressive and burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already

requested pursuant to the City’s Request to Produce No. 1 and 2.  This request also includes a request

for information that is confidential and privileged.  Without waiving said objections, there are no

documents within the Plaintiffs custody and control that state that the aggregate of

consideration given to the Peccole family for the former Badlands golf course property was $45

million. 

R EQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 17:

Produce all documents related to the dispute between BGC Holdings LLC and Fore Stars Ltd.

regarding the acquisition of the Badlands Property, including but not limited to any settlement

agreement reached in connection with Case No. A543847.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 17:

OBJECTION: This request is cumulative and/or duplicative and therefore oppressive and

burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already requested pursuant to the City’s Request

to Produce No. 1, some of which are equally available to all parties via public filings.  This request

further seeks information outside the scope of this matter that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this

action having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property nor the value of the Subject

Property.  Further, Case No. A543847 is too remote in time to be reasonably related to any claims or

defenses in this matter.  This request also calls for the disclosure of documents which are protected

from disclosure to third parties by a confidentiality provision.
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REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 18:

Produce all documents related to that certain Restrictive Covenant recorded March 14, 2008

in the Official Records of Clark County as Document No. 20080314-0003100, including but not

limited to the Badlands Golf Course Clubhouse Improvements Agreement referenced therein.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 18:

OBJECTION:  This request seeks information which is equally available to all parties via

public filings, and is therefore oppressive and burdensome to Plaintiff.  Further, this request seeks

information that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this action and is not reasonably related to any

claims or defenses in this matter having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property

nor the value of the Subject Property.  Without waiving said objections,  see LO 0035852-0035858.

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 19: 

Produce all documents related to that certain Memorandum of Agreement recorded June 28,

2013 in the Official Records of Clark County as Document No. 201306280004173, including but not

limited to the Settlement Agreement referenced therein.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 19:

OBJECTION.  This request seeks information which is equally available to all parties via

public filings, and is therefore oppressive and burdensome to Plaintiff.  This request  further seeks

information that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this action and is not reasonably related to any

claims or defenses in this matter having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property

nor the value of the Subject Property.  Without waiving said objections, there are no documents

within Plaintiffs control responsive to this request.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 20: 

Produce copies of all public offering statements and related disclosures furnished pursuant to

NRS 116.4102 in connection with the purchase and sale of units in the Queensridge Towers,

including but not limited any attachments or exhibits thereto.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 20:

OBJECTION: This request seeks information which is public and available to all parties, and

is therefore oppressive and burdensome to request from Plaintiff.  This request also requires a

laborious, time consuming search of incidental and/or secondary details.
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Without waiving said objections, see LO0035784 - LO0035819 a copy of a public offering

statement and related disclosure provided to a principal owner of a unit within Queensridge

Towers.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 21:

Produce all public offering statements and related disclosures furnished pursuant to NRS

116.4102 in connection with the purchase and sale of custom lots in the Queensridge Common

Interest Community, including but not limited to any attachments or exhibits thereto.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 21:

OBJECTION: This request seeks documents that are public and available to all parties, and

is therefore oppressive and burdensome to request from Plaintiff.  Without waiving said objections,

see LO0034187-LO0034761 a copy of  the referenced document provided to a principal owner

of a lot within the Queensridge Common Interest Community.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 22: 

Produce all appraisals of the Badlands Property or any portion thereof that have been

completed subsequent to January 1, 2014.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 22:

OBJECTION:  This request seeks documents outside the scope of this case as it references

250 acres of land owned by other entities or part of other parcels and not a part of this case.   Without

waiving said objections, see LO0034762- LO0035783.

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 23:

Produce all estimates of the cost of construction of roadways, sanitary sewers, clean water

delivery, electric power, internet cable, natural gas, flood control, drainage, earthwork, and other

infrastructure for your proposed development of the Badlands Property or any portion thereof.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 23:

OBJECTION:  This request is cumulative and/or duplicative and therefore oppressive and

burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already requested pursuant to the City’s Request

to Produce No 5. This request is also overly broad, indefinite as to time and without reasonable

limitation in its scope.  This request also seeks information that is attorney / expert work product and

requests documents that are non-discoverable under Nevada’s Discovery rules, namely, experts and
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consultants that have been retained and may not be called to testify at trial.  This request seeks expert

reports which are not currently due to be exchanged.  Further, this request is outside the scope of this

case as it requests documents for 250 acres of land owned by other entities or part of other parcels and

not a part of this case. 

THE LANDOWNER RESERVES THE RIGHT TO SUPPLEMENT AND/OR AMEND
THESE RESPONSES AS DISCOVERY CONTINUES AND/OR AS DEEMED

NECESSARY IN THIS MATTER

DATED this 4  day of September, 2020.th

/s/   Elizabeth Ghanem Ham                                        

ELIZABETH GHANEM HAM

In house counsel for the Landowners

LAW OFFICES OF KERMITT L. WATERS
KERMITT L. WATERS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 2571
JAMES J. LEAVITT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6032
MICHAEL SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8917
AUTUMN WATERS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8917

Attorneys for Plaintiff Landowners
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Law Offices of Kermitt L.

Waters, and that on the 4  day of September, 2020, I caused to be served the foregoing document(s):th

PLAINTIFF 180 LAND COMPANY, LLC’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT CITY OF LAS

VEGAS’ SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO PLAINTIFF via the Court’s

electronic filing and/or deposited for mailing in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid and addressed to the

following:

MCDONALD CARANO LLP
George F. Ogilvie III, Esq.
Amanda C. Yen, Esq.
Christopher Molina, Esq.
2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 1200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
gogilvie@mcdonaldcarano.com
ayen@mcdonaldcarano.com
cmolina@mcdonaldcarano.com

LAS VEGA CITY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE  
Bradford Jerbic, City Attorney
Philip R. Byrnes, Esq.
Seth T. Floyd, Esq.
495 S. Main Street, 6  Floorth

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
pbynes@lasvegasnevada.gov
Sfloyd@lasvegasnevada.gov

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER, LLP
Andrew W. Schwartz, Esq.
Lauren M. Tarpey, Esq.
396 Hayes Street
San Francisco, California 94102
schwartz@smwlaw.com
Ltarpey@smwlaw.com

 

 /s/ Evelyn Washington                 
Evelyn Washington, an Employee of the 
Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters
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LAW OFFICES OF KERMITT L. WATERS
Kermitt L. Waters, Esq., Bar No. 2571
kermitt@kermittwaters.com
James J. Leavitt, Esq., Bar No. 6032
jim@kermittwaters.com
Michael A. Schneider, Esq., Bar No. 8887
michael@kermittwaters.com
Autumn L. Waters, Esq., Bar No. 8917
autumn@kermittwaters.com
704 South Ninth Street
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: (702) 733-8877
Facsimile: (702) 731-1964

HUTCHISON & STEFFEN, PLLC
Mark A. Hutchison (4639)
Joseph S. Kistler (3458)
Matthew K. Schriever (10745)
Peccole Professional Park
10080 West Alta Drive, Suite 200
Las Vegas, NV 89145
Telephone: 702-385-2500
Facsimile:  702-385-2086
mhutchison@hutchlegal.com
jkistler@hutchlegal.com
mschriever@hutchlegal.com 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Landowners 

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

180 LAND COMPANY, LLC, a Nevada limited )
liability company; FORE STARS, LTD. A Nevada ) CASE NO.: A-17-758528-J
limited liability company; DOE INDIVIDUALS I ) DEPT. NO.: XVI
through X; DOE CORPORATIONS I through X; )
and DOE LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANIES I )
through X, )

)
Plaintiffs, )

) FIRST SUPPLEMENT TO
vs. ) PLAINTIFF LANDOWNERS

) RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT
CITY OF LAS VEGAS, a political subdivision ) CITY OF LAS VEGAS’ SECOND 
 of the State of Nevada; ROE GOVERNMENT ) SET OF REQUESTS FOR 
ENTITIES I through X; ROE CORPORATIONS I ) PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
through X; ROE INDIVIDUALS I through X; ) TO PLAINTIFF
ROE LIMITED-LIABILITY COMPANIES I )
through X; ROE QUASI-GOVERNMENTAL )
ENTITIES I through X, )

)
Defendants. )

                                                                                   )
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TO: CITY OF LAS VEGAS, Defendants

TO: GEORGE F. OGILVIE III, its attorney

COMES NOW PLAINTIFF 180 LAND COMPANY, LLC, by and through its attorneys the

Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters, and hereby responds to Defendant CITY OF LAS VEGAS’

Second Set of Requests for Production of Documents to Plaintiff as follows:

DEFINITIONS AND GENERAL OBJECTIONS

1. “Nondiscoverable/Irrelevant” - The request in question concerns a matter that is not relevant

to the subject matter of this litigation and is not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery

of admissible evidence.

2. “Unduly burdensome” - The request in question seeks discovery that is unduly burdensome

or expensive, taking into account the needs of the case, limitation on the party’s resources, and

the importance of the issues at stake in the litigation.

3. “Vague” - The request in question contains a word or phrase that is not adequately defined,

or the overall request is confusing or ambiguous, and the Landowner is unable to reasonably

ascertain what documents City of Las Vegas (“City”) seeks in the request.

4. “Overbroad” and/or “Overly Broad” - The request in question seeks documents beyond the

scope of, or beyond the time period relevant to, the subject matter of this litigation and,

accordingly, seeks documents that are nondiscoverable/irrelevant and is unduly burdensome.

5. The Landowner objects to the City requests to the extent that they seek any information

protected by any absolute or qualified privilege or exemption, including, but not limited to,

the attorney-client privilege, common interest privilege, the attorney work-product exemption,

accountant-client privilege, and/or the consulting expert exemption.

6. The Landowner objects to the City’s requests on the grounds that they are excessively

burdensome and that many of the documents requested may be obtained by the City from

other sources more conveniently, less expensively, and with less burden.

7. Documents will be provided on the basis of documents available to and located by Landowner

at this time.  There may be other and further documents respecting the requests propounded

by the City of which the Landowner, despite its reasonable investigation and inquiry, is

presently unaware.  The Landowner therefore, reserves the right to modify, supplement,
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amend, or enlarge any response with such pertinent additional documents as it may

subsequently discover.

8. No incidental or implied admissions will be made by the responses.  The fact that the

Landowner may respond or object to any request, or part thereof, shall not be deemed an

admission that the Landowner accepts or admits the existence of any fact set forth or assumed

by such request, or that such response constitutes admissible evidence.  The fact that the

Landowner responds to a part of any request is not to be deemed a waiver by it of its

objections, including privilege, to other parts of the request in question.

9. The Landowner objects to any request to the extent that it would impose upon it greater duties

than are set forth under the Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure.  When necessary, the

Landowner may supplement its responses to requests as required by the Nevada Rules of Civil

Procedures.

10. Each response will be subject to all objections as to competence, relevance, materiality,

propriety, and admissibility, and to any and all other objections on any ground that would

require the exclusion from evidence of any statement herein if any such statements were made

by a witness present and testifying at trial, all of which objections and grounds are expressly

reserved and may be interposed at trial.

11. Any citation to a specific document or Bates-stamp range of documents is based on a

reasonable review.  Other individual documents, document duplicates, or other range of

documents produced in this matter may additionally be responsive and shall not be deemed

non responsive if not specifically indicated/identified.  

12. The Landowner objects to the requests to the extent that they seek information that is

unrelated and/or irrelevant to the value of the property City has taken through this action or

property the Landowner alleges that City has taken prior to and through this action.

13. The Landowner objects to these requests because the requests impose an undue burden to the

extent they ask the Landowner to identify documents already identified and produced in this

action.
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REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 16:

Produce all documents that support your 1st Supplemental Answer to Interrogatory No. 19

stating that “the aggregate of consideration given to the Peccole family for the former Badlands golf

course property was approximately $45 million.”

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 16:

OBJECTION: This request is irrelevant having no application to the City’s taking of the

Subject Property nor the value of the Subject Property.  Further this request is cumulative and/or

duplicative and therefore oppressive and burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already

requested pursuant to the City’s Request to Produce No. 1 and 2.  This request also includes a request

for information that is confidential and privileged.  Without waiving said objections, there are no

documents within the Plaintiffs custody and control that state that the aggregate of consideration

given to the Peccole family for the former Badlands golf course property was $45 million. 

1  Supplemental Response to Request No. 16:st

Pursuant to a meet and confer with the City, without waiving said objections and with the

additional objection that the Landowners are not obligated to create a document in response to a

request for production of documents, the Landowners have confirmed that no such documents exist.

R EQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 17:

Produce all documents related to the dispute between BGC Holdings LLC and Fore Stars Ltd.

regarding the acquisition of the Badlands Property, including but not limited to any settlement

agreement reached in connection with Case No. A543847.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 17:

OBJECTION: This request is cumulative and/or duplicative and therefore oppressive and

burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already requested pursuant to the City’s Request

to Produce No. 1, some of which are equally available to all parties via public filings.  This request

further seeks information outside the scope of this matter that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this

action having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property nor the value of the Subject

Property.  Further, Case No. A543847 is too remote in time to be reasonably related to any claims or

defenses in this matter.  This request also calls for the disclosure of documents which are protected

from disclosure to third parties by a confidentiality provision.
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REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 18:

Produce all documents related to that certain Restrictive Covenant recorded March 14, 2008

in the Official Records of Clark County as Document No. 20080314-0003100, including but not

limited to the Badlands Golf Course Clubhouse Improvements Agreement referenced therein.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 18:

OBJECTION:  This request seeks information which is equally available to all parties via

public filings, and is therefore oppressive and burdensome to Plaintiff.  Further, this request seeks

information that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this action and is not reasonably related to any

claims or defenses in this matter having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property

nor the value of the Subject Property.  Without waiving said objections,  see LO 0035852-0035858.

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 19: 

Produce all documents related to that certain Memorandum of Agreement recorded June 28,

2013 in the Official Records of Clark County as Document No. 201306280004173, including but not

limited to the Settlement Agreement referenced therein.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 19:

OBJECTION.  This request seeks information which is equally available to all parties via

public filings, and is therefore oppressive and burdensome to Plaintiff.  This request  further seeks

information that is irrelevant to the subject matter of this action and is not reasonably related to any

claims or defenses in this matter having no application to the City’s taking of the Subject Property

nor the value of the Subject Property.  Without waiving said objections, there are no documents

within Plaintiffs control responsive to this request.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 20: 

Produce copies of all public offering statements and related disclosures furnished pursuant to

NRS 116.4102 in connection with the purchase and sale of units in the Queensridge Towers,

including but not limited any attachments or exhibits thereto.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 20:

OBJECTION: This request seeks information which is public and available to all parties, and

is therefore oppressive and burdensome to request from Plaintiff.  This request also requires a

laborious, time consuming search of incidental and/or secondary details.
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Without waiving said objections, see LO0035784 - LO0035819 a copy of a public offering

statement and related disclosure provided to a principal owner of a unit within Queensridge

Towers.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 21:

Produce all public offering statements and related disclosures furnished pursuant to NRS

116.4102 in connection with the purchase and sale of custom lots in the Queensridge Common

Interest Community, including but not limited to any attachments or exhibits thereto.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 21:

OBJECTION: This request seeks documents that are public and available to all parties, and

is therefore oppressive and burdensome to request from Plaintiff.  Without waiving said objections,

see LO0034187-LO0034761 a copy of  the referenced document provided to a principal owner

of a lot within the Queensridge Common Interest Community.  

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 22: 

Produce all appraisals of the Badlands Property or any portion thereof that have been

completed subsequent to January 1, 2014.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 22:

OBJECTION:  This request seeks documents outside the scope of this case as it references

250 acres of land owned by other entities or part of other parcels and not a part of this case.   Without

waiving said objections, see LO0034762- LO0035783.

REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 23:

Produce all estimates of the cost of construction of roadways, sanitary sewers, clean water

delivery, electric power, internet cable, natural gas, flood control, drainage, earthwork, and other

infrastructure for your proposed development of the Badlands Property or any portion thereof.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST TO PRODUCE NO. 23:

OBJECTION:  This request is cumulative and/or duplicative and therefore oppressive and

burdensome to the Plaintiff as it seeks information already requested pursuant to the City’s Request

to Produce No 5. This request is also overly broad, indefinite as to time and without reasonable

limitation in its scope.  This request also seeks information that is attorney / expert work product and

requests documents that are non-discoverable under Nevada’s Discovery rules, namely, experts and
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consultants that have been retained and may not be called to testify at trial.  This request seeks expert

reports which are not currently due to be exchanged.  Further, this request is outside the scope of this

case as it requests documents for 250 acres of land owned by other entities or part of other parcels and

not a part of this case.

1  Supplemental Response to Request No. 23:st

To the extent this request seeks cost estimates for properties other than the Subject Property

(35 acre property) at issue here, then this request is also irrelevant having no application to the City’s

taking of the Subject Property nor the value of the Subject Property.  Further, this request is outside

the scope of this case as it requests documents for land owned by other entities or part of other parcels

and not a part of this case

THE LANDOWNER RESERVES THE RIGHT TO SUPPLEMENT AND/OR AMEND
THESE RESPONSES AS DISCOVERY CONTINUES AND/OR AS DEEMED

NECESSARY IN THIS MATTER

DATED this 6  day of October, 2020.th

/s/   Elizabeth Ghanem Ham                                        

ELIZABETH GHANEM HAM

In house counsel for the Landowners

LAW OFFICES OF KERMITT L. WATERS
KERMITT L. WATERS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 2571
JAMES J. LEAVITT, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6032
MICHAEL SCHNEIDER, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8917
AUTUMN WATERS, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 8917

Attorneys for Plaintiff Landowners
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Law Offices of Kermitt L.

Waters, and that on the 6  day of October, 2020, I caused to be served the foregoing document(s):th

FIRST SUPPLEMENT TO PLAINTIFF LANDOWNERS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT

CITY OF LAS VEGAS’ SECOND SET OF REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION TO PLAINTIFF

via the Court’s electronic filing and/or deposited for mailing in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid and

addressed to the following:

MCDONALD CARANO LLP
George F. Ogilvie III, Esq.
Amanda C. Yen, Esq.
Christopher Molina, Esq.
2300 W. Sahara Ave., Suite 1200
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102
gogilvie@mcdonaldcarano.com
ayen@mcdonaldcarano.com
cmolina@mcdonaldcarano.com

LAS VEGA CITY ATTORNEY’S OFFICE  
Bradford Jerbic, City Attorney
Philip R. Byrnes, Esq.
Seth T. Floyd, Esq.
495 S. Main Street, 6  Floorth

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
pbynes@lasvegasnevada.gov
Sfloyd@lasvegasnevada.gov

SHUTE, MIHALY & WEINBERGER, LLP
Andrew W. Schwartz, Esq.
Lauren M. Tarpey, Esq.
396 Hayes Street
San Francisco, California 94102
schwartz@smwlaw.com
Ltarpey@smwlaw.com

 

 /s/ Evelyn Washington                 
Evelyn Washington, an Employee of the 
Law Offices of Kermitt L. Waters
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Attorneys for City of Las Vegas

OST HEARING REQUESTED 

(Per July 16, 2020 Order Granting 
Request For District Court to Decide All 
Discovery Disputes the hearing 
of this motion is to be handled by 
the Honorable Timothy Williams) 
Date/hearing:  November 17, 2020
Time/hearing:  9:00 a.m.

Case Number: A-17-758528-J

Electronically Filed
10/22/2020 1:13 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURTCLERK KKKKKKK OF THE COURTRTURTRTRTURTTTT
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/s/ George F. Ogilvie III

Attorneys for City of Las Vegas
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2nd Supplemental Response to Request No. 1:
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2nd Supplemental Response to Request No. 5:
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1st Supplemental Response to Request No. 16:
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1st Supplemental Response to Request No. 23:

1st Supplement to Answer to Interrogatory No. 20: 
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1. The Developer is Intentionally Concealing Documents and Other Evidence 
Showing It Paid Less than $4.5 Million Dollars for the 250-Acre Badlands 
Property

.  Importantly, while the Developer initially 

claimed in its interrogatory responses that it paid $45 million to acquire the Badlands Property, 

the documents and communications the Developer has long fought to keep private tell a 

fundamentally different story. 
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