
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

JOHN DATTALA }
} Case # 84762 

Appellant }
vs. }

}   
PRECISION ASSETS and }
ACRY DEVELOPMENT LLC and }
WFG NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY} 

}
Respondents }

APPELLANT’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
TO FILE ANSWERING BRIEF OF RESPONDENT PRECISION ASSETS

Before the Court is Respondent Precision Assets’ request for an

extension of 60 days to file their Answering Brief,  until Monday, November

21, 2022.  Appellant John Dattala [Dattala] opposes that request.  

Dattala timely filed his Opening Brief on August 21, 2022, making

answering briefs for each respondent due September 20, 2022.  On

September 14, 2022 Respondent WFG NATIONAL TITLE INSURANCE

COMPANY [WFG] timely requested an extension, and it’s opening brief is

due October 4, 2022.

The Answering Brief of Respondent ACRY DEVELOPMENT LLC
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was not filed by the due date and as of September 26, 2022 no extension

of the deadline has been requested.   Thus, ACRY DEVELOPMENT LLC

acquiesces to Dattala’s arguments in the Opening Brief.

ALL ISSUES WERE REPEATEDLY ARGUED AND BRIEFED IN

DISTRICT COURT

There is nothing new in this appeal.   The district court made the

decision which resulted in this appeal, and a timely motion for

reconsideration filed and heard which is also on appeal.

There is no surprise to any party as to the law nor is there a factual

dispute.  In fact, a factual dispute is precluded because the FINDINGS OF

FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF  LAW AND JUDGMENT [FFCL] filed October

15, 2021 [Exhibit 1] was not appealed.  References in in Exhibit 1 are to

the bates page numbers.  The factual findings relevant to Precision assets

are briefly discussed below and are now final, unappealed findings. 

ALL THREE RESPONDENTS HAVE BEEN CONTINUALLY

REPRESENTED BY LAW FIRMS 

Although this is now the third law firm to represent Precision Assets,
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it has been represented throughout the litigation by substantial Nevada law

firms.   The other two corporate parties have also been represented by 

substantial Nevada law firms throughout the litigation and in this appeal.  In

contrast to Dattala has been represented by a sole practitioner.   

JUSTICE IS DENIED

This case is the poster child for the old saying that justice delayed is

justice denied.  In March and April, 2019 Dattala was deprived through

fraud and forgery of ownership of two parcels of real property he owned,

being houses located at 50 Sacramento Drive and 59 Sacramento Drive in

Las Vegas. [Exhibit 1 1535 - 1543]   This was over three years ago.   

Precision Assets is intentionally delaying the decision from this court

which, under the law, will result in restoration of his property to him.

It’s unexplained why Precision Assets waited until literally the day

before its opening brief was due to hire new counsel, whose first act was to

request a 60 day continuance.   NRAP 31(a)(1)(B) makes  the Answering

Brief due 30 days from the opening brief is served.   Precision Assets asks

for an ADDITIONAL 60 days after that date solely based on the newly hired

attorneys’ existing case deadlines, which they knew about before agreeing
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to be retained.   It’s prior counsel represented it throughout the district

court case starting in October, 2018. It had different counsel until that time. 

So this is law firm number three.

MOTION IS MISLEADING

The Opening Brief, while being 41 pages, is only  5,756 words, less

than half the 14,000 words authorized by  NRAP 32(a)(7).    Dattala’s brief

is succinct and based on the undisputed facts in the unappealed FFCL.

 As to the six issues, only four apply to  Precision Assets and these

are very straightforward.

FINDINGS OF FACT ARE THAT TITLE TO DATTALA’S REAL

PROPERTY WAS ACQUIRED BY FRAUD AND FORGERY.

Dattala was the victim of fraud and forgery.   See

Exhibit 1, 1540:2 - 3,   1536:31 - 1537:26, 1537:13-25, 1538:27 - 6,

1539:13-18, and 1540:2-3.  

Nevada does not allow a thief to transfer  title.  This is based on

unambiguous statutory authority enacted over a 150 years ago.  

Additionally, Dattala’s title was stolen through the use of forged signatures.
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[Exhibit 1, 1539:7-18]   The factual findings entered on October 15, 2021

eliminated any doubt about the existence of the material fact that Dattala

was deprived of ownership of the Subject Properties by fraud, the

recording of fraudulent deeds and by use of forged documents. 

Therefore any deed to the two Subject Properties at issue was void

as to Precision Assets pursuant to NRS 111.025 and NRS 111.175: 

NRS 111.025  Conveyances void against purchasers are void

against their heirs or assigns.  Every conveyance, charge, instrument

or proceeding declared to be void by the provisions of this chapter,

as against purchasers, shall be equally void as against the heirs,

successors, personal representatives or assigns of such purchaser

NRS 111.175  Conveyances made to defraud prior or subsequent

purchasers are void.  Every conveyance of any estate, or interest in

lands, or the rents and profits of lands, and every charge upon lands,

or upon the rents and profits thereof, made and created with the

intent to defraud prior or subsequent purchasers for a valuable

consideration of the same lands, rents or profits, as against such

purchasers, shall be void.

Yet, the Court awarded Precision Assets free and clear title to the

two Subject Properties, without a trial.
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The FFCL states as a fact that the deeds to Precision Asset’s seller

were forged and/or obtained by fraud.   This has been the issue for over a

year and Precision Assets solely wants to delay the ruling that the deeds it

received to the Subject Properties are void.

CONCLUSION

Thus, Dattala opposes Precision Assets’ Motion for an extension the

deadline to file it’s Answering Brief.    The motion should be denied. 

If any extension is granted,  it should only be to October 4, 2022, the

same date of  WFG’s extended deadline.

/s/ Benjamin B. Childs, Sr.
______________________________
BENJAMIN B. CHILDS, Sr.ESQ.
NEVADA BAR # 3946 
Attorney for Appellant

///
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

APPELLANT’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

TO FILE ANSWERING BRIEF OF RESPONDENT PRECISION ASSETS, with

Exhibit, was served through the Nevada Supreme Court File and Serve system to

opposing counsel at filing on September 26, 2022.  Electronic service is in lieu of

mailing.

/s/ Benjamin B. Childs, Sr.
______________________________
BENJAMIN B. CHILDS, Sr.ESQ.
NEVADA BAR # 3946 
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