
1 
 

THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 

 

 NONA TOBIN,  

 

 Appellant, 

v. 

 

BRIAN CHIESI, an individual; DEBORA 

CHIESI, an individual; QUICKEN LOANS, 

INC.; JOEL A. STOKES, an individual; 

JOEL A. STOCKS and SANDRA F. 

STOKES as Trustees of the JIMIJACK 

IRREVOCABLE TRUST; REDROCK 

FINANCIAL SERVICES; and 

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, LLC, 

 

  Respondents. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Case No.: 82294 

Dist. Court No.: A-19-799890-C 

   

   

 

    

 

 

 

 

APPENDIX  

VOLUME 19 of 22 

 

 

 Prepared and Submitted by: 

 

 /s/ John W. Thomson   

JOHN W. THOMSON, ESQ. 

Nevada Bar No. 5802 

THOMSON LAW PC 

2450 St. Rose Pkwy, Ste 120 

Henderson, NV 89074 

Tel: 702-478-8282 

Fax: 702-541-9500 

Attorney for Appellant Nona Tobin 

 

 

Electronically Filed
Oct 01 2021 10:15 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 82294   Document 2021-28225



2 
 

 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
  

No. Volume Document Name Bates 

1. Volume 19 Brian and Debora Chiesi and 

Quicken Loan Inc’s Joinder to 

Defendant Red Rock Financial 

Services’ Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiffs Amended Complaint  

AA3801-AA3812   

2. Volume 19 Request for Judicial Notice AA3813-AA4001 

       

       

       

       

       

       

       

      

    

     

     

    

    

     

     

     

    

 



 

(File No. 10595-5) Page 1 of 12 

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 
  

 

 

M
A

U
R

IC
E 

W
O

O
D

 
95

25
 H

ill
w

oo
d 

D
ri

ve
, S

ui
te

 1
40

 
L

as
 V

eg
as

, N
ev

ad
a 

89
13

4 
T

el
:  

(7
02

) 4
63

-7
61

6 
 F

ax
:  

(7
02

) 4
63

-6
22

4 
 
JMOT 
AARON R. MAURICE, ESQ.   
Nevada Bar No. 6412 
BRITTANY WOOD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7562  
ELIZABETH E. ARONSON, ESQ.    
Nevada Bar No. 14472 
MAURICE WOOD  
9525 Hillwood Drive, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Telephone:  (702) 463-7616 
Facsimile:  (702) 463-6224 
E-Mail: amaurice@mauricewood.com 
 bwood@mauricewood.com 
 earonson@mauricewood.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
BRIAN CHIESI AND DEBORA CHIESI, 
erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora 
Chiesti, and QUICKEN LOANS INC.  

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

* * * 
NONA TOBIN, an individual,  

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 

 
BRIAN CHIESTI, an individual; DEBORA 
CHIESTI, an individual; QUICKEN LOANS 
INC.; JOEL A. STOKES, an individual; 
SANDRA STOKES as Trustees of JIMIJACK 
IRREVOCABLE TRUST; JIMIJACK 
IRREVOCABLE TRUST; NATIONSTAR 
MORTGAGE LLC; RED ROCK FINANCIAL 
SERVICES; DOES I through X inclusive; and 
ROE CORPORATIONS I through V, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 CASE NO. A-19-799890-C 
 
DEPT NO. 22  
 
BRIAN AND DEBORA CHIESI AND 
QUICKEN LOAN INC.’S JOINDER 
TO DEFENDANT RED ROCK 
FINANCIAL SERVICES’ MOTION 
TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF’S 
AMENDED COMPLAINT 
 
Hearing Date: July 28, 2020 
 
Hearing Time: 8:30 a.m.  
 
[filed concurrently with Request for 
Judicial Notice]  

COME NOW, Defendants, Brian Chiesi and Debora Chiesi (collectively, “Chiesis”), 

erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora Chiesti, and Quicken Loans Inc. (together with the 

Chiesis, “Chiesi Defendants”), by and through their attorneys of record, MAURICE WOOD, and 

hereby file their Joinder to Red Rock Financial Services’ (“Red Rock”) Motion to Dismiss 

Plaintiff’s Amended Complaint. 

Case Number: A-19-799890-C

Electronically Filed
7/6/2020 9:35 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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This Joinder is made and based on the Points & Authorities herein, any pleadings on file 

with the Court and any oral argument which this Court may choose to entertain.   

POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. 

INTRODUCTION 

Plaintiff Nona Tobin (“Tobin”), both in her individual capacity and in her capacity as 

trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, has been attempting to set aside the August 15, 2014 NRS 

Chapter 116 foreclosure sale (“HOA Foreclosure”) of 2763 White Sage Drive, Henderson, Nevada 

89052 (“Property”) for years.  Specifically, on January 31, 2017, and February 1, 2017, Tobin, in 

her capacity as Trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, filed three pleadings in the matter of Joel 

A. Stokes and Sandra F. Stokes, trustees of the Jimijack Irrevocable Trust vs. Bank of America et 

al., Case No. A-15-720032-C (“Quiet Title Litigation”): (1) “Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim for Quiet 

Title Against Sun City Anthem Community Association, Inc.”; (2) “Nona Tobin’s Answer to 

Plaintiff’s Complaint and Counterclaim”; and (3) “Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim Against Thomas 

Lucas d/b/a Opportunity Homes, LLC” (collectively, “Tobin’s Quiet Title Claims”).  In the Quiet 

Title Litigation, like here, Tobin asserted that the HOA Foreclosure was void and that various 

parties were allegedly unjustly enriched by the HOA Foreclosure.   

With regard to the claims asserted in the Quiet Title Litigation against the HOA, Judge 

Kishner determined that the HOA properly followed the processes and procedures of NRS Chapter 

116 for the HOA Foreclosure.  On that basis, summary judgment was entered in favor of the HOA. 

With regard to the counterclaim, following a bench trial, Judge Kishner entered judgment in favor 

of the Jimijack Irrevocable Trust finding: (1) issue and claim preclusion, and the doctrine of the 

law of the case precluded all claims against the Jimijack Irrevocable Trust as each claim was 

contingent upon a finding that the HOA Foreclosure was void; and (2) even if the claims were not 

barred by issue and claim preclusion, the counterclaims failed based on Tobin’s own trial 

testimony in which she acknowledged the house had been subject to multiple short sales, the Trust 

was in default with the lender and the HOA, and Tobin had received the Notice of Foreclosure 

Sale.  The Orders entered by Judge Kishner in the Quiet Title Litigation constitute a final judgment.   

AA3802
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The final judgment in the Quiet Title Litigation was appealed to the Nevada Supreme Court 

and remains pending.  Rather than seeking a stay of the judgment pending appeal, Tobin filed this 

new action, asserting the same claims that were previously rejected by Judge Kishner’s final 

judgment.  

As set forth in Red Rock’s Motion, and as will be demonstrated below, Tobin’s claims here 

are barred by issue preclusion and claim preclusion which act to bar further claims by parties or 

their privies based on claims that were or could have been raised in the initial case.  Accordingly, 

Tobin’s Amended Complaint should be dismissed with prejudice and this Court should award 

Defendants their attorney’s fees pursuant to NRS 18.010(2)(b) to deter Tobin from her ongoing 

pattern of vexatious litigation.  

II. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS RELEVANT TO THE CHIESI DEFENDANTS 

A. Tobin is in privity with the Hansen Trust 

In 2003, Gordon B. Hansen and Marilyn Hansen purchased the Property for $388,311.  See 

Request for Judicial Notice (“RJN”), Exhibit 1.    On June 11, 2004, Marilyn Hansen transferred 

her interest in the Property to Gordon Hansen. See RJN Exhibit 2.  On July 22, 2004, Gordon 

Hansen obtained a loan secured by the Property.  See Amended Complaint ¶13(b).   

On August 27, 2008, Gordon Hansen transferred the Property to the Gordon B. Hansen 

Trust (“Hansen Trust”).  See RJN Exhibit 3.  

In 2012, Mr. Hansen died. At the time of Mr. Hansen’s death, two loans secured by the 

Property had balances in excess of the Property’s fair market value (the first loan had an 

outstanding balance of $389,000 and the second loan had an outstanding balance of $15,000).  See 

Amended Complaint ¶13(a)-(b).  

In 2012, the Hansen Trust defaulted on the HOA assessments for the Property.  See RJN, 

Exhibit 4 (Finding of Fact No. 4).  

On October 3, 2012, Tobin sent a letter to the HOA informing the HOA that Gordon 

Hansen passed away (“Tobin Letter”).  See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Finding of Fact No. 7).  The Tobin 

Letter acknowledged that the HOA assessments were delinquent and advised the HOA that Tobin 

AA3803
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was attempting to short sell the Property.  The Tobin Letter also advised the HOA that no further 

assessments would be paid during the short sale process.  See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Finding of Fact No. 

9).  No further HOA assessments were paid after the Tobin Letter. See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Finding of 

Fact No. 10). The HOA thereafter properly followed the processes and procedures in foreclosing 

upon the Property in accordance with NRS Chapter 116.  See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Conclusion of Law 

No. 11).  

The HOA Foreclosure took place on August 15, 2014, whereby the HOA, through its agent 

Red Rock, sold the Property to Thomas Lucas representing Opportunity Homes, LLC for $63,100.  

See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Finding of Fact No. 30).   

On August 22, 2014, a foreclosure deed was recorded transferring title to the Property to 

Opportunity Homes, LLC.  See RJN Exhibit 5.  

On June 9, 2015, Opportunity Homes, LLC transferred its interest in the Property to F. 

Bondurant, LLC.  See RJN Exhibit 6.  

On June 9, 2015, F. Bondurant, LLC transferred its interest in the Property to Joel A. Stokes 

and Sandra F. Stokes, as Trustees of the Jimijack Irrevocable Trust (“Jimijack”).  See RJN Exhibit 

7. On June 16, 2015, Jimijack initiated the Quiet Title Litigation.   

On November 15, 2016, Tobin in her capacity as Trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, 

filed a Motion to Intervene in the Quiet Title Litigation.  See RJN Exhibit 8. 

On January 11, 2017, the Order Granting Applicant Nona Tobin’s Motion to Intervene was 

entered in the Quiet Title Litigation. See RJN Exhibit 9. 

On January 31, 2017, Tobin, in her capacity as Trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, 

filed a document entitled “Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim for Quiet Title Against Sun City Anthem 

Community Association, Inc.” See RJN Exhibit 10.  

On February 1, 2017, Tobin, in her capacity as Trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, 

filed a document entitled “Nona Tobin’s Answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint and Counterclaim”. See 

See RJN Exhibit 11.  

AA3804
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On February 1, 2017, Tobin, in her capacity as Trustee of the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, 

filed a document entitled “Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim Against Thomas Lucas d/b/a Opportunity 

Homes, LLC”. See RJN Exhibit 12. 

Despite the fact that the valid HOA Foreclosure extinguished the Gordon B. Hansen Trust’s 

interest in the Property, on March 28, 2017, Nona Tobin, in her capacity as the trustee of the 

Gordon B. Hansen Trust, recorded a wild deed, purporting to transfer the Property to Nona Tobin 

by Quitclaim Deed.  See RJN, Exhibit 13. The Quitclaim Deed to Tobin constitutes a “wild” deed 

(i.e., a deed outside the chain of title (see Snow v. Pioneer Title Ins. Co., 84 Nev. 480, 444 P.2d 

125 (Nev. 1968))), as, at the time the Quitclaim Deed was recorded, the Gordon B. Hansen Trust’s 

interest in the Property had already been extinguished as a result of the valid HOA Foreclosure 

conducted nearly three years earlier.  See RJN, Exhibit 4 (Conclusion of Law No. 11).   

There is no question that Nona Tobin, in her individual capacity, is in privity with the 

Gordon B. Hansen Trust, as the Quitclaim Deed purports to transfer any interest the Gordon B. 

Hansen Trust had in the Property to Nona Tobin, individually. Bower v. Harrah's Laughlin, Inc., 

125 Nev. 470, 481, 215 P.3d 709, 718 (Nev. 2009)(A person is in privity with another if the person 

acquired an interest in the subject matter affected by the judgment through one of the parties such 

as by inheritance, succession, or purchase).   

On April 17, 2019, Judge Kishner entered her Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 

Order on Cross-Defendant Sun City Anthem Community Association’s Motion to Summary 

Judgment (“Quiet Title Order”).  See RJN Exhibit 4. Judge Kishner’s Quiet Title Order includes 

detailed factual findings with regard to the HOA Foreclosure.  Judge Kishner found:  
 
HOA has met its burden in establishing that there is no genuine issue 
of material fact and that it is entitled to summary judgment.  Tobin 
has failed to meet her burden in opposing the Motion . . . The totality 
of the facts evidence that the HOA properly followed the processes 
and procedures in foreclosing upon the Property.  

See RJN Exhibit 4 (Conclusion of Law No. 11).  

Judge Kishner thereafter conducted a bench trial to resolve the only remaining claims in 

the Quiet Title Litigation – the Counterclaims asserted by the Hansen Trust in the Answer and 

Counterclaim. See RJN Exhibit 14, n.1. Following the bench trial, Judge Kishner entered judgment 

AA3805
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in favor of the Jimijack finding that issue and claim preclusion, and the doctrine of the law of the 

case precluded all claims against Jimijack as each claim was contingent upon a finding that the 

HOA Foreclosure was void.  See id. at Conclusion of Law Nos. 1-4.  Because the Court had already 

determined in its Quiet Title Order that the HOA Foreclosure followed the processes and 

procedures of NRS Chapter 116, the Court found that none of the remaining claims could stand 

against the Jimijack as Jimijack acquired title to the Property through the purchaser at the valid 

HOA Foreclosure. In addition, the Court found that even if the claims were not barred by issue 

and claim preclusion, the Counterclaims failed based on Tobin’s own trial testimony in which she 

acknowledged the house had been subject to multiple short sales, the Trust was in default with the 

lender and the HOA, and Tobin had received the Notice of Foreclosure Sale.  Id. at Conclusion of 

Law No. 5.  

On July 24, 2019, the Judgment was recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, 

Nevada.  Id.   

B. The Chiesi Defendants are in privity with Jimijack 

On May 1, 2019, Joel A. Stokes and Sandra F. Stokes, as Trustees of the Jimijack 

Irrevocable Trust, transferred the Property to Joel A. Stokes. See RJN Exhibit 15. Thereafter, on 

December 27, 2019, Joel Stokes sold the Property to the Chiesis for $505,000.  See RJN Exhibit 

16.  To finance their purchase of the Property the Chiesis obtained a $353,500 loan from Quicken 

Loans, Inc. See RJN Exhibit 17.  Having acquired their interest in the Property from Joel Stokes, 

the Chiesi Defendants are in privity with a party to the Quiet Title Litigation.  Bower v. Harrah's 

Laughlin, Inc., 125 Nev. 470, 481, 215 P.3d 709, 718 (Nev. 2009)(A person is in privity with 

another if the person acquired an interest in the subject matter affected by the judgment through 

one of the parties such as by inheritance, succession, or purchase).  Tobin’s Amended Complaint 

does not allege – nor is there any evidence to suggest – that the Chiesi Defendants’ purchase of 

the Property was not at arm’s length, for fair market value.  The Chiesi Defendants purchased the 

Property (and in the case of the lender, lent money secured by the Property) in good faith, for 

valuable consideration.  Tobin’s assertion of an interest in the Property by way of the wild deed 

AA3806
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fails as a matter of law.  See Snow v. Pioneer Title Ins. Co., 84 Nev. 480, 444 P.2d 125 (Nev. 

1968).       

III. 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5), dismissal of a claim is appropriate if it appears with certainty 

that a plaintiff can prove no set of facts which would entitle him or her to relief under the claim.  

Edgar v. Wagner, 101 Nev. 226, 228, 699 P.2d 110, 112 (Nev. 1985).  In making this 

determination, all allegations pled must be accepted as true.  Capital Mortgage Holding v. Hahn, 

101 Nev. 314, 705 P.2d 126 (Nev. 1985).  The test for determining whether the allegations are 

sufficient to assert a claim for relief is whether the allegations give fair notice of the nature and 

basis of a legally sufficient claim and the relief requested.  See Riviera v. City of Reno, 100 Nev. 

68, 70, 675 P.2d 407, 408 (Nev. 1984).  The allegations in the complaint must be legally sufficient 

to constitute the elements of the claim asserted. See Malfabon v. Garcia, 111 Nev. 793, 796, 898 

P.2d 107, 108 (Nev. 1995).  Where the plaintiff has failed to state the necessary elements of the 

predicate claim, or has pled a claim which is legally barred as pled, the plaintiff fails to state a 

claim upon which relief can be granted pursuant to Rule 12(b)(5), and the claim must be dismissed.  

See Hale v. Burkhardt, 104 Nev. 632, 764 P.2d 866 (Nev. 1988).  Whether claim preclusion is 

available is a question of law. G.C. Wallace, Inc. v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 127 Nev. 701, 

705, 262 P.3d 1135, 1137 (Nev. 2011). 

 As will be demonstrated below, Tobin’s Amended Complaint fails to state a claim against 

the Chiesi Defendants upon which relief may be granted.  Accordingly, dismissal is required under 

NRCP 12(b)(5).   

IV. 

ARGUMENT 

A. Tobins’s Amended Complaint is barred by claim preclusion.  

In 2008, the Nevada Supreme Court clarified Nevada law regarding res judicata and 

collateral estoppel, adopting the modern terminology of claim and issue preclusion respectively, 

and establishing separate tests for each.  See Five Star Capital Corp. v. Ruby, 124 Nev. 1048, 194 

AA3807
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P.3d 709 (2008).  The Five Star Court set forth a three-part test for determining whether claim 

preclusion should apply: (1) the parties or their privies are the same; (2) the final judgment is valid; 

and (3) the subsequent action is based on the same claims or any part of them that were or could 

have been brought in the first case.  Id. at 1054, 194 P.3d at 713.  The majority of state and federal 

courts utilize these three factors.  Id. at 1054, 194 P.3d at 713.  Claim preclusion generally applies 

to all grounds of recovery, regardless of the nature or category of damages request.  Id. At 1058, 

194 P.3d at 715. A policy-driven doctrine, claim preclusion is designed to promote finality of 

judgments and judicial efficiency by requiring a party to bring all related claims against its 

adversary in a single suit, on penalty of forfeiture. Id.  “[A]ll claim based on the same facts and 

alleged wrongful conduct that were or could have been brought in the first proceeding are subject 

to claim preclusion.”  G.C. Wallace, 127 Nev. 701, 707, 262 P.3d 1135, 1139 (Nev. 2011)(finding 

that because a tenant’s default gave rise to both a landlord’s summary eviction as well as the 

landlord’s later damages for breaching the lease, the two actions were based upon an identical set 

of facts that could have been brought simultaneously).  Here, each of the three Five-Star factors 

are met such that this Court should dismiss Tobin’s Amended Complaint.  

1. The parties or their privies are the same. 

Even though Nona Tobin did not have a record interest in the Property at the time she 

moved to intervene in the Quiet Title Litigation, there is no question that Nona Tobin, in her 

individual capacity, is in privity with the Gordon B. Hansen Trust, as the Quitclaim Deed purports 

to transfer any interest the Gordon B. Hansen Trusts had in the Property to Nona Tobin, 

individually. Bower v. Harrah's Laughlin, Inc., 125 Nev. 470, 481, 215 P.3d 709, 718 (Nev. 

2009)(A person is in privity with another if the person acquired an interest in the subject matter 

affected by the judgment through one of the parties such as by inheritance, succession, or 

purchase).  See RJN, Exhibit 13. Although the Quitclaim Deed to Tobin constitutes a “wild” deed 

(i.e., a deed outside the chain of title (see Snow v. Pioneer Title Ins. Co., 84 Nev. 480, 444 P.2d 

125 (Nev. 1968))), Tobin is nonetheless bound by the final judgment entered against the Gordon 

B. Hansen Trust.  Bower v. Harrah's Laughlin, Inc., 125 Nev. 470, 481, 215 P.3d 709, 718 (Nev. 

2009). 

AA3808
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2. The final judgment is valid. 

The Quiet Title Litigation resulted in a final judgment entered on June 24, 2019.  See RJN, 

Exhibit 14.  Before entry of the final judgment, Tobin, in her capacity as trustee, appealed. Rather 

than seeking a stay of the judgment pending appeal, Tobin filed this new action, asserting the same 

claims that were previously rejected by Judge Kishner’s final judgment.  Regardless, a judgment 

on appeal retains its preclusive effect for purposes of both claim and issue preclusion.  See Edwards 

v. Ghandour, 123 Nev. 105, 117, 159 P.3d 1086, 1094 (Nev. 2007), disagreed with on other 

grounds in Five Star, 124 Nev. at 1053-54, 194 P.3d at 712-13. 

3. The subsequent action is based on the same claims. 

Issue preclusion may be applicable “even though the causes of action are substantially 

different, if the same fact issue is presented.”  LaForge v. State, University System, 116 Nev. 415, 

420, 997 P.2d 130,134 (Nev. 2000)(citing Clark v. Clark, 80 Nev. 52, 56, 389 P.2d 69, 71 (1964)).  

The court in the prior action must have addressed and decided the same underlying factual issues. 

Id.   

Here, while the claims for relief have been restated, the issue presented in the Amended 

Complaint is the same issue that was previously fully adjudicated in the Quiet Title Litigation, i.e., 

whether the HOA Foreclosure was proper.  Compare RJN Exhibits 10-12 with the Amended 

Compliant in this action. In both of the Orders entered in the Quiet Title Litigation, Judge Kishner 

considered, and rejected as futile, Tobin’s attempt to challenge the validity of the sale – based on 

Tobin’s own letter and trial testimony.  See RJN, Exhibits 4 and 14.  

By filing a second complaint regarding the same transaction that was involved in the Quiet 

Title Litigation, Tobin is impermissibly attempting to have this Court substitute its judgment for 

that of Judge Kishner – and worse the Nevada Supreme Court’s review of the Quiet Title 

Litigation. Tobin’s Amended Complaint goes against the public policy reasons supporting claim 

preclusion which is founded upon the “public policy of limiting litigation by preventing a party 

who had one full and fair opportunity to litigate an issue from again drawing it into controversy.”  

Bower v. Harrah’s Laughlin, Inc., 125 Nev. 37, 215 P.3d 709, 718 (Nev. 2009).  Tobin has already 

caused several of the Defendants to this action to needlessly incur thousands of dollars in attorney’s 
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fees defending against the frivolously filed Quiet Title Litigation.  Now, Tobin also forces new 

innocent purchasers to defend against her frivolous claims.   

Tobin’s Amended Complaint constitutes a pattern of harassing and vexatious litigation.  

This is preciously the type of case that the public policy supporting claim preclusion is designed 

to prevent.  Accordingly, this Court should find that Tobin’s Complaint is barred by the doctrine 

of claim preclusion.  
 

B. This Court should award the Chiesi Defendants their attorney’s fees incurred in 
defense of Tobin’s frivolous claims.   
 

When a claim is brought or maintained without reasonable ground, NRS 18.010(2)(b) 

allows the Court to award the prevailing party its attorney’s fees incurred in defending against the 

groundless claims. NRS 18.010(2)(b) provides: 
(2) In addition to the cases where an allowance is authorized by 
specific statute, the court may make an allowance of attorney’s fees 
to a prevailing party: 
. . . . 
 
(b) Without regard to the recovery sought, when the court finds that 
the claim, counterclaim, cross-claim or third-party complaint or 
defense of the opposing party was brought or maintained without 
reasonable ground or to harass the prevailing party. The court 
shall liberally construe the provisions of this paragraph in favor 
of awarding attorney’s fees in all appropriate situations. It is the 
intent of the Legislature that the court award attorney’s fees pursuant 
to this paragraph and impose sanctions pursuant to Rule 11 of the 
Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure in all appropriate situations to 
punish for and deter frivolous or vexatious claims and defenses 
because such claims and defenses overburden limited judicial 
resources, hinder the timely resolution of meritorious claims and 
increase the costs of engaging in business and providing 
professional services to the public. 
 

(emphasis added).  

The Nevada Supreme Court has interpreted NRS 18.010(2)(b) to require the trial court to 

determine whether a party had reasonable grounds for its claims or defenses.  See Bergman v. 

Boyce, 109 Nev. 670, 856 P.2d 560 (Nev. 1993)(finding that the trial court abused its discretion 

in denying defendant’s motion for attorney’s fees where some of plaintiff’s claims were 

groundless).  A claim is groundless if the claim is not supported by any credible evidence.  Id. at 

675, 856 P.2d at 563.    
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Here, as set forth above, Tobin’s Amended Complaint is the latest in a pattern of harassing 

and vexatious litigation.  Although Judge Kishner previously denied the parties’ request for 

sanctions, the Court did so “without prejudice.” Unless this Court imposes sanctions against Tobin 

by requiring Tobin to reimburse the Chiesi Defendants for their attorney’s fees, Tobin will 

continue to abuse the legal system by filing further frivolous and vexatious claims that overburden 

the limited judicial resources of this Court, thereby hindering the timely resolution of meritorious 

claims and increasing the costs of engaging in business and providing professional services to the 

public.  This is precisely the type of case the Nevada Legislature sought to deter by enacting NRS 

18.010(2)(b).   Accordingly, this Court should award the Chiesi Defendants their reasonable 

attorney’s fees.   

V. 

CONCLUSION 

As demonstrated above and as previously determined by Judge Kishner, Tobin’s claims 

against the Chiesi Defendants find no support in fact or law.  Accordingly, Tobin’s Amended 

Complaint should be dismissed, with prejudice, and this Court should award the Chiesi Defendants 

their attorney’s fees pursuant to NRS 18.010(2)(b) to deter Tobin from continuing her pattern of 

vexatious litigation.  

DATED this 6th day of July, 2020. 

      MAURICE WOOD    

 
By /s/Brittany Wood   

AARON R. MAURICE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 006412 
BRITTANY WOOD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 007562 
ELIZABETH E. ARONSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 14472 
9525 Hillwood Drive, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 

 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
BRIAN CHIESI AND DEBORA CHIESI, 
erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora 
Chiesti, and QUICKEN LOANS INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Maurice Wood, and that on the 6th day of July, 

2020, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing BRIAN AND DEBORA 

CHIESI AND QUICKEN LOAN INC.’S JOINDER TO DEFENDANT RED ROCK 

FINANCIAL SERVICES’ MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF’S AMENDED 

COMPLAINT in the following manner: 

  (ELECTRONIC SERVICE)  Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-referenced 

document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of Electronic 

Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the Court’s Master 

Service List. 

 
/s/ Brittany Wood  
An Employee of MAURICE WOOD  
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RJFN 
AARON R. MAURICE, ESQ.   
Nevada Bar No. 6412 
BRITTANY WOOD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 7562  
ELIZABETH E. ARONSON, ESQ.    
Nevada Bar No. 14472 
MAURICE WOOD  
9525 Hillwood Drive, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 
Telephone:  (702) 463-7616 
Facsimile:  (702) 463-6224 
E-Mail: amaurice@mauricewood.com 
 bwood@mauricewood.com 
 earonson@mauricewood.com 
 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
BRIAN CHIESI AND DEBORA CHIESI, 
erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora 
Chiesti, and QUICKEN LOANS INC.  

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

* * * 
NONA TOBIN, an individual,  

Plaintiff, 
 
vs. 

 
BRIAN CHIESTI, an individual; DEBORA 
CHIESTI, an individual; QUICKEN LOANS 
INC.; JOEL A. STOKES, an individual; 
SANDRA STOKES as Trustees of JIMIJACK 
IRREVOCABLE TRUST; JIMIJACK 
IRREVOCABLE TRUST; NATIONSTAR 
MORTGAGE LLC; RED ROCK FINANCIAL 
SERVICES; DOES I through X inclusive; and 
ROE CORPORATIONS I through V, inclusive, 
 

Defendants. 

 CASE NO. A-19-799890-C 
 
DEPT NO. 22  
 
REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE 
 
Hearing Date: July 28, 2020 
 
Hearing Time: 8:30 a.m.  
 
[filed concurrently with Joinder to 
Motion to Dismiss]  

COME NOW, Defendants, Brian Chiesi and Debora Chiesi (collectively, “Chiesis”), 

erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora Chiesti, and Quicken Loans Inc. (together with the 

Chiesis, “Chiesi Defendants”), by and through their attorneys of record, MAURICE WOOD, and 

hereby request that this Court take judicial notice of the following: 

Case Number: A-19-799890-C

Electronically Filed
7/6/2020 9:44 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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1. Grant, Bargain, Sale Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, 

Nevada on July 31, 2003, as Instrument Number 200307310004442.  A true and correct copy is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

2. Quitclaim Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on June 

11, 2004, as Instrument Number 200406110005547.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 2. 

3. Grant, Bargain, Sale Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, 

Nevada on August 27, 2008, as Instrument Number 200808270003627.  A true and correct copy 

is attached hereto as Exhibit 3. 

4. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order on Cross-Defendant Sun City 

Anthem Community Association’s Motion for Summary Judgment filed on April 17, 2019, in the 

Eighth Judicial District Court for the State of Nevada in the matter of Joel A. Stokes and Sandra 

F. Stokes, trustees of the Jimijack Irrevocable Trust vs. Bank of America et al., Case No. A-15-

720032-C (“Quiet Title Litigation”).  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 4. 

5. Foreclosure Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on 

August 22, 2014, as Instrument Number 201408220002548.  A true and correct copy is attached 

hereto as Exhibit 5. 

6. Quitclaim Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on June 

9, 2015, as Instrument Number 201506090001537.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 6. 

7. Quitclaim Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on June 

9, 2015, as Instrument Number 201506090001545.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 7. 

8. Motion to Intervene Into Consolidated Quiet Title Cases A-15-720032-C and 

Former Case A-16-730078 filed on November 15, 2016, in the Quiet Title Litigation.  A true and 

correct copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 

9. Order Granting Applicant Nona Tobin’s Motion to Intervene filed on January 11, 

2017, in the Quiet Title Litigation.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 9. 

AA3814



 

(File No. 10595-5) Page 3 of 5 

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 
  

 

 

M
A

U
R

IC
E 

W
O

O
D

 
95

25
 H

ill
w

oo
d 

D
ri

ve
, S

ui
te

 1
40

 
L

as
 V

eg
as

, N
ev

ad
a 

89
13

4 
T

el
:  

(7
02

) 4
63

-7
61

6 
 F

ax
:  

(7
02

) 4
63

-6
22

4 

10. Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim for Quiet Title Against Sun City Anthem Community 

Association, Inc. (HOA) filed on January 31, 2017, in the Quiet Title Litigation.  A true and correct 

copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 10. 

11. Nona Tobin’s Answer to Plaintiff’s Complaint and Counterclaim filed on February 

1, 2017, in the Quiet Title Litigation.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 11. 

12. Nona Tobin’s Crossclaim Against Thomas Lucas d/b/a Opportunity Homes, LLC 

filed on February 1, 2017, in the Quiet Title Litigation.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto 

as Exhibit 12. 

13. Quitclaim Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on 

March 28, 2017, as Instrument Number 201703280001452.  A true and correct copy is attached 

hereto as Exhibit 13. 

14. Notice of Entry of Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law and Judgment recorded 

in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on July 24, 2019, as Instrument Number 

201907240003355.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 14. 

15. Quitclaim Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, Nevada on May 

1, 2019, as Instrument Number 201905010003348.  A true and correct copy is attached hereto as 

Exhibit 13. 

16. Grant, Bargain, Sale Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, 

Nevada on December 27, 2019, as Instrument Number 201912270001345.  A true and correct 

copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 16. 

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  

/ / /  
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17. Grant, Bargain, Sale Deed recorded in the Official Records of Clark County, 

Nevada on December 27, 2019, as Instrument Number 201912270001346.  A true and correct 

copy is attached hereto as Exhibit 17. 

DATED this 6th day of July, 2020. 

      MAURICE WOOD    

 
By /s/Brittany Wood   

AARON R. MAURICE, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 006412 
BRITTANY WOOD, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 007562 
ELIZABETH E. ARONSON, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 14472 
9525 Hillwood Drive, Suite 140 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89134 

 
Attorneys for Defendants, 
BRIAN CHIESI AND DEBORA CHIESI, 
erroneously sued as Brian Chiesti and Debora 
Chiesti, and QUICKEN LOANS INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Maurice Wood, and that on the 6th day of July, 

2020, I caused to be served a true and correct copy of the foregoing REQUEST FOR JUDICIAL 

NOTICE in the following manner: 

  (ELECTRONIC SERVICE)  Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2, the above-referenced 

document was electronically filed on the date hereof and served through the Notice of Electronic 

Filing automatically generated by the Court’s facilities to those parties listed on the Court’s Master 

Service List. 

 
/s/ Brittany Wood  
An Employee of MAURICE WOOD  
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