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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
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Petitioners, 
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THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF 
NEVADA AND THE HONORABLE  
CHRISTY CRAIG, DISTRICT COURT 
JUDGE,  

                   Respondents,  

 

TYRONE SPREWELL,  

                    Real Party in Interest. 
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SUPREME COURT NO. 84319 

District Court Case No. A-19-789252-C 
 

 

 

 
JIMMY WILSON AND TWANA 
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The Honorable Christy Craig, District Court Judge; 
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NRAP 26.1 DISCLOSURE 

The undersigned counsel of record certifies that the following are persons and 

entities as described in NRAP 26.1(a), and must be disclosed.  These representations 

are made in order that the judges of this court may evaluate possible disqualification 

or recusal.  Petitioners are individuals residing in the State of Nevada and there is no 

parent corporation or public held company that owns 10% or more of the stock.   

Law firms who have appeared or are expected to appear for Petitioners is 

Trevor J. Hatfield, Esq. of Hatfield & Associates, Ltd.   

DATED this 21st day of March 2022.  
 
HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 
 
        /s/ Trevor J. Hatfield 
 
By:_______   
____________________________ 
TREVOR J. HATFIELD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 007373 
703 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 388-4469 Tel. 
(702) 386-9825 Fax 
thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com 
Attorney of Record for Petitioners  
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

                  I. INTRODUCTION AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On March 3, 2022, Petitioners Jimmy L. Wilson and Twana Hatcher 

submitted their original Petition for Writ of Mandamus from·the Eighth Judicial 

District Court, Clark County, the Honorable Christy Craig,  District Judge 

( Supreme Court No. 84319). The Petition was subsequently transferred to The 

Court of Appeals of the State of Nevada on March 11, 2022. (Appeals Court No. 

84319-CO)   Petitioner filed an Errata to Petitioner’s Original Petition for Writ 

of Mandamus on March 17, 2022 in The Court of Appeals of the State of 

Nevada.   

The relief Petitioners are seeking is a writ of mandamus or prohibition 

directing the district court to vacate its Order denying Petitioner’s motion to dismiss 

or summary judgment; vacate the Order granting Plaintiff’s countermotion for 

sanctions pursuant to EDCR 7.60; vacate the Order granting Plaintiff’s 

countermotion for additional sanctions pursuant to EDCR 7.60; the Entry of 

Summary Judgment in favor of Petitioner, or, in the alternative, to Stay the 

Execution of the Court’s Order granting Plaintiff’s countermotion for additional 

sanctions pursuant to EDCR 7.60.   See Exhibit 1, Petition for Writ of Mandamus. 

At the time of filing the Petition all of the above orders had been filed.  See 

Exhibit 2,  Notice of Entry of Order and Order Denying Defendants’ Additional 
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Motions and Granting Plaintiff additional Sanctions to be paid by January 28, 

2022. 

On February 11, 2022, in district court, Plaintiff filed a Motion for Order 

Holding Defendants in Contempt for Intentionally and Willfully Violating the 

Court’s Order Pursuant to NRS 22.010(3) and for Attorney’s Fees Pursuant to 

E.D.C.R. 7.60(b)(3) and/or (5).  See Exhibit 3,  Plaintiff’s Motion.

On February 14, 2022, the Court filed a Notice of Hearing for Plaintiff’s 

Motion for Order Holding Defendants in Contempt; Defendants’ Countermotion 

for Stay to take place on March 23, 2022 at 8:30 a.m.  See Exhibit 4,  Notice of 

Hearing. 

On March 1, 2022, in district court, Petitioners filed their Response to 

Plaintiff’s Motion for Order Holding Defendants in Contempt; Defendants’ 

Countermotion for Stay or Other Relief from the Court’s Order.  See Exhibit 5,  

Defendants/Counterclaimants’ Response and Countermotion for Stay. 

On March 16, 2022, in district court Plaintiff filed his Reply in Support of 

Motion for Order Holding Defendants in Contempt, and Opposition to 

Countermotion for Stay or Other Relief from the Court’s Order.  See Exhibit 6, 

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Motion and Opposition to Countermotion for 

Stay.  The appellate court has not taken any action at this time.   

/// 
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With the hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for Order Holding Defendants in 

Contempt and Defendants’ Countermotion for Stay scheduled for March 23, 

2022 at 8:30 a.m. and the trial in this matter currently scheduled to proceed on a 

five-week stack beginning on April 18, 2022, Petitioners respectfully request a 

stay of the Hearing scheduled for Wednesday, March 23, 2022, at  8:30 a.m. pending a 

decision on Petitioners' writ petition from either the Supreme Court of Nevada 

or the Nevada Court of Appeals, or other relief as may be appropriate. 

II.  LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Pursuant to NRAP 8, a party may move for a stay or injunction pending appeal 

or resolution of original writ proceedings.· 

NRAP 8(a)(2) states as follows: 

(2) Motion in the Court; Conditions on Relief.  A motion for the relief
mentioned in Rule 8(a)(1) may be made to the Supreme Court or the Court of
Appeals or to one of its justices or judges.

(A) The Motion shall:

(i) show that moving first in the district court would be

impracticable; or 

(ii) state that, a motion having been made, the district court

denied the motion or failed to afford the relief requested and state any 

reasons given by the district court for its action. 

(B) The motion shall also include:

(i) the reasons for granting the relief requested and the facts

relied on; 

(ii) originals or copies of affidavits or other sworn statements

supporting facts subject to dispute; and 

(iii) relevant parts of the record.

(C) The moving party musts give reasonable notice of the motion

to all parties. 
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 (D)  In an exceptional case in which time constraints make 

consideration by a panel impracticable, the motion may be considered 

by a single justice or judge. 

 (E)  The court may condition relief on a paraty’s filing a bond or 

other appropriate security in the district court. 

 

 

Here Petitioners filed a countermotion to stay execution pursuant to NRCP 

62 whereby Petitioners are relieved of the Order to pay sanctions pending the 

outcome of Petitioners’ writ or mandamus or prohibition and motion for stay.  See, 

NRAP 8.  Alternatively, Petitioners request that the Court stay enforcement of 

payment of the sanctions pending the outcome of trial, which is currently scheduled 

to proceed on April 18, 2022 on a five-week stack, and either add to the judgment, 

if in favor of Plaintiff, or deduct the sanctions from the judgment, if in favor or 

Petitioners.  

Alternatively, Petitioners request that the court permit Petitioners to post a 

supersedeas bond in lieu of paying the sanctions ordered. 

Reasons for Granting the Requested Relief 

In deciding whether to issue a stay, the Court generally considers the 

· following factors: 

(1) Whether the object of the appeal or writ petition will be defeated if the 

stay is denied; 

(2) Whether appellan_t/petitioner will suffer irreparable or serious injury · if 

the stay is denied; · 
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(3) Whether respondent/real party in interest will suffer irreparable or  

serious injury if the stay is granted; and  

(4) Whether- appellant/petitioner is likely to prevail on the merits in the 

appeal or writ petition.  Hansen v: Eighth Judicial Dist. Cowt ex rel. Cty. of 

Clark, 1 J 6 Nev. 650, 657, 6 .P.3d 982, 986 (2000). NRAP 8(c). 

 Here, the object of Petitioners' writ petition will be defeated if the stay is 

denied, as the whole purpose of the writ petition is to determine whether the 

holding of holding of MB Am., Inc. v. Alaska Pac. Leasing, 132 Nev. 78, 367 P.3d 

1286, (2016), should apply to this case and whether the district court judge erred in  

denying  Petitioner’s motion(s) and granting Defendant’s countermotion for 

sanctions pursuant to EDCR 7.60, and whether the district court judge erred in 

denying Petitioner’s motion to alter or amend the Court’s denial of Petitioner’s 

motion(s) and granting of Defendant’s countermotion for additional sanctions 

pursuant to EDCR 7.60.   

Petitioner will also suffer irreparable injury if the stay is denied, as once 

judgment debtor collection of the sanctions granted to Plaintiffs occurs, either by 

collection efforts or by finding Petitioners in contempt and compelling payment, before 

the Writ can be decided, the damage cannot be undone.  Petitioners should not 

have to suffer contempt proceedings and potential payment or collection efforts 

when they have a writ petition pending as to the issues set forth above.    
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No irreparable injury will result to the real party in interest if the stay 

is granted. The judgment was only recently entered November 29, 2021         

See Exhibit 2.  

Finally, Petitioners believe that they are likely to prevail on the merits of their 

writ petition.  As set forth in the writ petition, the underlying judgment was only 

granted because Plaintiff misrepresented the law to the district court and 

therefore the district court has failed to correctly apply the law and has 

erroneously sanctioned Petitioners.   

CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, due to the urgency of this matter Petitioners seek an emergency 

stay of proceedings until at least the trial court makes a decision regarding Petitioner’s 

motion for stay.   

DATED this 21st day of March 2022.  
 
Respectfully submitted,  
 
 
HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 
 
         /s/ Trevor J. Hatfield 
By: _______________________ 
_____________________________ 
TREVOR J. HATFIELD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 007373 
703 South Eighth Street 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 388-4469 Tel. 
(702) 386-9825 Fax 
thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com 
Attorney of Record for Petitioners 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

 I, the undersigned, declare under penalty of perjury, that I am over the age of 

eighteen (18) years, and I am not a party to, nor interested in, this action.  On March 

21, 2022, I submitted to the above-entitled Court for electronic filing and service 

upon the Court’s Service List for the above-referenced case and served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing JIMMY WILSON AND TWANA HATCHER’s 

MOTION FOR EMERGENCY STAY OF HEARING ON MARCH 23, 2022          

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS upon the following by the method 

indicated: 

 Via electronic mial as set forth below: 

TYRONE SPREWELL 

c/o HONG & HONG LAW OFFICE 

Joseph Y. Hong, Esq. 

1980 Festival Plaza Drive, Suie 650 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89135 

yosuphonglaw@gmail.com 

Real Party in Interest 

 

/// 

 

/// 

 

/// 

 

/// 

 

/// 

 

/// 
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 Via electronic mail on March 21, 2022 of the documents(s) listed above 

addressed as set forth below: 

Honorable Christy Craig, Dept. 32 

Regional Justice Center 

200 Lewis Avenue 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155 

Respondent 

 

       /s/ Freda P. Brazier   

                                                             An employee of Hatfield & Associates, Ltd. 

 



EXHIBIT ONE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT ONE 





















































EXHIBIT TWO 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT TWO 



Case Number: A-19-789252-C

Electronically Filed
11/29/2021 10:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT















EXHIBIT THREE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT THREE 



Case Number: A-19-789252-C

Electronically Filed
2/11/2022 5:00 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT





































EXHIBIT FOUR 
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

**** 

 

Tyrone Sprewell, Plaintiff(s) 

vs. 

Jimmy Wilson, Defendant(s) 

Case No.: A-19-789252-C 

  

Department 32 
 

 

 

NOTICE OF HEARING 

 

 

      Please be advised that the Plaintiff, Tyrone Sprewell's, Motion for Order Holding 

Defendants, Jimmy L. Wilson And Twana Hatcher, in Contempt for Intentionally and 

Willfully Violating the Court's Order Pursuant To NRS 22.010(3) and for Attorney's Fees 

Pursuant to E.D.C.R. 7.60(b)(3) and/or (5) in the above-entitled matter is set for hearing as 

follows:  

Date:  March 23, 2022 

Time:  8:30 AM 

Location: RJC Courtroom 05D 

   Regional Justice Center 

   200 Lewis Ave. 

   Las Vegas, NV 89101 

 

NOTE: Under NEFCR 9(d), if a party is not receiving electronic service through the 

Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System, the movant requesting a 

hearing must serve this notice on the party by traditional means. 

 

 STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CEO/Clerk of the Court 

 

 

By: 

 

 

/s/ Chaunte Pleasant 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

I hereby certify that pursuant to Rule 9(b) of the Nevada Electronic Filing and Conversion 

Rules a copy of this Notice of Hearing was electronically served to all registered users on 

this case in the Eighth Judicial District Court Electronic Filing System. 

 

 

By: /s/ Chaunte Pleasant 

 Deputy Clerk of the Court 
 

Case Number: A-19-789252-C

Electronically Filed
2/14/2022 12:59 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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OPPC 

TREVOR J. HATFIELD, ESQ 

Nevada Bar No. 7373 

HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 

703 S. Eighth Street 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Telephone:  (702) 388-4469 

Facsimile:  (702) 386-9825 

Email:  thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com 

 

Attorney for Defendants/Counterclaimants  

 

 
EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

TYRONE SPREWELL, 

Plaintiff/ Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

JIMMY L. WILSON, individually; TWANA 
HATCHER, individually; DOES I through 
X; ROE BUSINESS ENTITIES I through X, 
inclusive, 

Defendants/Counterclaimants. 
 
 
 
AND ALL RELATED MATTERS 

 

CASE NO:   A-19-789252-C  

DEPT NO:   XXXII 

 

DEFENDANTS/COUNTERCLAIMANTS’  

RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION 

FOR ORDER HOLDING DEFENDANTS 

IN CONTEMPT; DEFENDANTS’ 

COUNTERMOTION FOR STAY OR 

OTHER RELIEF FROM THE COURT’S 

ORDER 

 
HEARING DATE 

DATE:   March 23, 2022 

 

TIME:     8:30 a.m. 
 

 

Defendants/Counterclaimants JIMMY L. WILSON and TWANA HATCHER 

(hereinafter “Wilson”) by and through their attorney of record Trevor J. Hatfield, Esq. of the law 

firm of HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES, LTD, hereby file this Response to Plaintiff’s (hereinafter 

“Sprewell”) Motion For Order holding defendants, Jimmy Wilson and Twana Hatcher, in 

Contempt for Intentionally and Willfully Violating the Court’s Order Pursuant to NRS 22.020(3) 

and for Attorney’s Fees Pursuant to E.D.C.R. 7.60(b)(3) and/or (5).   

Case Number: A-19-789252-C

Electronically Filed
3/1/2022 5:13 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

mailto:thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com
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This Response1 is based upon the pleadings and papers filed herein and the attached 

memorandum of points and authorities and any oral argument this Court may entertain upon 

hearing of this matter. 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. 

Defendants do not have contempt for the Court or its Order to pay sanctions of $5,000 to  

Plaintiff.  The cause for Defendants’ failure to pay Plaintiff is that Defendants are not in a 

financial position to pay Defendants the sanctions that were ordered.  In addition, Defendants 

have or will be seeking writ relief to the appellate court, the filing of which was delayed due to 

Defendants’ staff having contracted covid-19 and being out of the office.   

Defendants respectfully believe that their writ is meritorious; on December 8, 2021, an 

unsuccessful settlement conference was held.  The Settlement Judge, the Honorable Judge Krall, 

was apprised of points and authorities of Defendants’ writ, as was also the Honorable Justice 

Mark Gibbons2.  Both Judge Krall and Justice Gibbons stated that the state of the law3 required 

that this case be dismissed for Plaintiff's failure to mediate prior to litigation, that the parties 

have created an equitable conversion4 of the property from Plaintiff to Defendants, that if the real 

estate purchase agreement between the parties is ruled a deed of trust and subject to judicial 

foreclosure then Defendants have a one year right of redemption, and that the sanctions ordered 

 
1 Counsel for the parties stipulated to an extension of time for Defendants to respond to Plaintiff’s motion to March 1, 

2022, due to counsel’s staff having contracted covid-19 and being out of the office.   

 
2 Justice Gibbons also read the Settlement Conference briefs submitted by the parties as initially it was believed that 

Judge Krall was not going to be available for the Settlement Conference.  

 
3 MB Am., Inc. v. Alaska Pac. Leasing, 132 Nev. 78, 367 P.3d 1286, (2016) 

 
4 Harrison v. Rice, 89 Nev. 180, 183, 510 P.2d 633, 635 (1973) (citations omitted). 
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by the court appear to be unwarranted,5 in their opinion.  In short, Judge Krall6 and Justice 

Gibbons disagree with the Court’s orders and would find judgment in favor of Defendants.    

II. 

 Defendants countermove for a stay of execution pursuant to NRCP 62 whereby 

Defendants are relieved of the Order to pay sanctions pending the outcome of Defendants’ writ 

for mandamus or prohibition and motion for stay.  See, NRAP 8.  Alternatively, Defendants 

request that the Court stay enforcement of payment of the sanctions pending the outcome of trial, 

which is currently scheduled to proceed on April 18, 2022 on a five-week stack, and either add 

to the judgment, if in favor of Plaintiff, or deduct the sanctions from the judgment, if in favor or 

Defendants.   

 Alternatively, Defendants request that the court permit Defendants to post a supersedeas 

bond in lieu of paying the sanctions ordered.   

DATED this 1st day of March, 2022         HATFIELD & ASSOCIATES, LTD. 

   

     /s/ Trevor J. Hatfield 

By:______________________________ 

TREVOR J. HATFIELD, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 007373 

703 South Eighth Street 

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

(702) 388-4469 Tel. 

(702) 386-9825 Fax 

thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com 

 

Attorney for Defendants/Counterclaimants 

 

 

 

 

 
5 Detwiler v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court of Nev., 486 P.3d 710, 713, (2021).    

 
6  Judge Krall remarked that it her opinion counsel for Defendants has been treated “shabbily” in this case.     

mailto:thatfield@hatfieldlawassociates.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1st day of March 2022, service of the foregoing       

DEFENDANTS/COUNTERCLAIMANT’S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF’S MOTION 

FOR ORDER HOLDING DEFENDANTS IN CONTEMPT; DEFENDANTS’ 

COUNTERMOTION FOR STAY OR OTHER RELIEF FROM THE COURT’S ORDER 

was submitted electronically for filing and service with the Eighth Judicial District Court in 

accordance with the E-service list of this case  

DATED:   March 1, 2022    Freda P. Brazier    

      An Employee of Hatfield & Associates, Ltd. 



EXHIBIT SIX 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT SIX 



Case Number: A-19-789252-C

Electronically Filed
3/16/2022 11:20 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
































