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I. INTRODUCTION

This appeal and cross-appeal stem from a preliminary injunction prohibiting the
dissolution and sale of the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners Association ("GSRUOA").
Appellants challenged the interlocutory injunction because it imposed a court and
receiver-supervised process that conflicts with the GSRUOA's governing documents
and Nevada's Uniform Common-Interest Ownership Act. Respondents
cross-appealed, arguing that the district court's preliminary injunction did not go far
enough.

While this appeal has been pending, a Final Judgment and then an Amended
Final Judgment were entered. The Amended Final Judgment awarded Respondents
more than $8 million in compensatory damages and more than $9 million in punitive
damages for a total award exceeding $17.5 million. Both sides have appealed from the
Amended Final Judgment.

The Amended Final Judgment, however, does not continue or make permanent
the preliminary injunction or the receivership. As a result, the preliminary injunction
and receivership automatically dissolved upon entry of the Amended Final Judgment.
Therefore, this appellate proceeding has been rendered moot, and the Court should
dismiss.

To conserve judicial resources, this proceeding should be stayed pending the
outcome of this motion and merits briefing should be reset later only if the Court does

not dismiss.



II. STATEMENT OF FACTS

In 2005, eatlier owners of the Grand Sierra Resort ("GSR") created a program
to sell 670 hotel rooms as private condominiums. Bylaws and CC&Rs were adopted in
compliance with the Uniform Common-Interest Ownership Act (NRS Chapter 116).
(See Ex. A.) In 2011, Appellants purchased the GSR, which was then a bank-owned
property. The next year, Respondents, who are condo owners, filed this action alleging
certain improprieties and mismanagement of the GSRUOA. Respondents' operative
Second Amended Complaint contains no allegations related to the dissolution of the
GSRUOA or the sale of any units. (See generally Ex. B.)) The Second Amended
Complaint did not request injunctive relief of any kind. (Id.) It only sought damages and
other equitable relief like the appointment of a receiver. (I4.) In 2015, the district court
appointed a receiver over the GSRUOA. (Ex. C at 1.)

After more than a decade of litigation — including a default, an $8 million-dollar
compensatory award, a trip to this Court, and a remand — Appellants called a meeting
of the GSRUOA in March 2022 to vote on dissolving the unit owners association and
selling the units. (Ex. D at 1.) Section 9.1 of the Seventh Amended CC&Rs expressly
allows for the contemplated GSRUOA termination and sale. (Ex. A-1 at 48.) The
meeting was scheduled for March 14, 2022. (Ex. D.)

On March 1, 2022, Respondents moved for a temporary restraining order to stop
the meeting and to prevent the duly-authorized vote. The district court (Senior Justice

Nancy Saitta) granted the temporary restraining order on March 11, 2022. (See Ex. E
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at 2.) No written order was entered, but a preliminary injunction hearing was set for
March 25, 2022. (I4.) Nine months later, on December 5, 2022, re-assigned Senior Judge
Elizabeth Gonzalez entered a written order granting a preliminary injunction
("the Preliminary Injunction Order"). (Id. at 7-8.)

Although the Preliminary Injunction Order allowed the unit owners to hold a
vote to decide whether to terminate the GSRUOA, it unlawfully imposed a "court
supervised" process with additional requirements and conditions found nowhere in
NRS Chapter 116. (Id. at 7 ("The Court concludes that Plaintiffs will not suffer
irreparable harm if the statutory process under NRS 116.2118 et seq. along with Court
supervision as outlined herein is followed.") (emphasis added).! As patt of the extra-statutory,
court-supervised process, the Preliminary Injunction Order inserted the Receiver into
the GSRUOA wind-up process and, worse, enjoins Appellants from selling the units as

the statutes allow. (Id.)?

! A sufficient number of unit owners voted to terminate and pursue a sale at the

meeting and the parties entered a stipulation allowing the Receiver to execute an
Agreement to Terminate Condominium Hotel, Condominium Hotel Association, and
Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements.
(Ex. F at Ex. 1.) Despite this stipulation, the Preliminary Injunction Order enjoined any
sale of the units and continued the Receiver's unlawful involvement.

z The Preliminary Injunction Order also permitted Respondents to submit their
own appraisal even though NRS 116.21185(1) expressly requires 25 percent of all unit
owners to object to the association's appraisal before separate appraisals can be done.
(See Ex. E at 6 n.5, 7.) Respondents have not met the 25 percent threshold and, again,
there is no claim in Respondents' operative complaint encompassing any of these issues.
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Appellants filed this appeal to challenge the Preliminary Injunction Order and
the violation of their statutory, contractual, and property rights. Respondents
cross-appealed. Respondents argue that the district court erred "in allowing
Respondents to terminate the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners Association and sell
the condominium units therein without putting a mechanism in place to retain such
assets in order to satisfy the judgments rendered." (Cross-Appellants' Docketing
Statement at 4-5, on file.)

A few important things happened after the Preliminary Injunction Order. First,
a Final Judgment was entered on February 2, 2023. (Ex. G.) Then, after Respondents
filed a partially-successful Rule 59(e) motion, an Amended Final Judgment was entered
on April 10, 2023. (Ex. H.) Third, Appellants appealed from the Amended Final
Judgment and Respondents have again cross-appealed. (See Case No. 86092.)
Appellants also posted a $29+ million supersedeas bond to secure their appellate rights.
(Ex. L)

Significantly, the Amended Final Judgment does not convert the prior
preliminary injunction into a permanent injunction. (Ex. H.) Nor does the Amended
Final Judgment continue or re-appoint the Receiver. (I4.) The Amended Final Judgment
only enters judgment on compensatory and punitive damages in favor of Respondents
and dismisses Appellants' counterclaims. (Id.) Thus, the Preliminary Injunction Order

and Receivership automatically dissolved when the Amended Final Judgment was



entered, and these appeals (both the initial appeal and cross-appeal) have been rendered
moot.
III. ARGUMENT

Mootness is a question of justiciability. Personhood Nevada v. Bristol, 126 Nev. 599,
002, 245 P.3d 572, 574 (2010) (dismissing appeal from preliminary injunction as moot).
"This court's duty is not to render advisory opinions but, rather, to resolve actual
controversies by an enforceable judgment." Id. A controversy must be present from
beginning to end, and later occurrences or procedural events may moot a case. Id.

This Court has held that the entry of a final judgment "necessarily and
automatically" dissolves a preliminary injunction. Chavez v. Bennett, 489 P.3d 912,
2021 WL 2644771, at *3 (Nev. 2021) (unpublished disposition); see also All. for Am.'s
Future v. State ex rel. Miller, 128 Nev. 878, 381 P.3d 588, 2012 WL 642540, at *1 (2012)
(unpublished disposition) (dismissing preliminary injunction appeal as moot where
neither party "moved to convert the preliminary injunction into a permanent one");
Manzonie v. State ex rel. De Ricco, 81 Nev. 53, 55, 398 P.2d 694, 695 (1965) (dismissal of
complaint mooted preliminary injunction appeal).

The federal courts agree. Circuit courts of appeal recognize that a preliminary
injunction "is zpso facto dissolved by a dismissal of the complaint or the entry of a final
decree in the cause."" Fundicao Tupy S.A. v. U.S., 841 F.2d 1101, 1103 (Fed. Cir. 1988)
(quoting 7 J. Moore, J. Lucas, & K. Sinclait, Jr., Moore's Federal Practice §| 65.07 at 65-114

to 65-115 (2d ed. 1987)) (citation omitted); see also 11 C. Wright & A. Miller, Federal
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Practice & Procedure: Civil § 2947 (3d ed. April 2023 Update) ("a preliminary injunction
normally lasts until the completion of the trial on the merits, unless it is dissolved eatlier
by court order or the consent of the parties.").

Thus, challenges to a preliminary injunction become moot "'[w]ith the entry of
the final judgment," because "the life of the preliminary injunction came to an end, and

it no longer had a binding effect on any one."

U.S. ex rel. Bergen v. Lawrence,
848 F.2d 1502, 1512 (10th Cir. 1988) (quoting Madison Square Garden Boxing, Inc. v.
Shavers, 562 F.2d 141, 144 (2d Cir. 1977)); Adams v. Baker, 951 F.3d 428, 429
(6th Cir. 2020) ("A final decision on the merits thus extinguishes a preliminary
injunction.") (quotations omitted).

When a preliminary injunction automatically dissolves, this Court cannot grant
either side effective relief related to it. Adams, 951 F.3d at 429 (citing U.S. Philips Corp.
v. KBC Bank N.17., 590 F.3d 1091, 1093 (9th Cir. 2010); Hankins v. Temple Uni.,
829 F.2d 437, 438 n.1 (3d Cir. 1987); Am. Postal Workers Union, AFL-CIO v. U.S. Postal
Serv., 764 F.2d 858, 860 n.3 (D.C. Cir. 1985)).

The same happens to a receivership when a final judgment is entered. "It is the
rule that a receivership 'pendente lite' terminates with the rendition of the
judgment . ..." Carpenson v. Najarian, 254 Cal. App. 2d 856, 862, 62 Cal. Rptr. 687, 692
(Ct. App. 1967). This Court observed that "[t]he use of a receiver pendente lite is an

ancillary remedy used to preserve the value of assets pending outcome of the

principal case." Jobnson v. Steel, Inc., 100 Nev. 181, 183, 678 P.2d 676, 678 (1984)
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(emphasis added).”* A receivership "is allowable only in, or in connection with, an action
pending for some other purpose." 75 C.J.S. Receivers § 5 (April 2023 update). Once
that purpose is over, the receivership simultaneously ends. See id.; see also NRS 32.010.
Here, the entry of the Amended Final Judgment automatically dissolved the
December 5, 2022 Preliminary Injunction Order and the Receivership. The
Amended Final Judgment did not convert the Preliminary Injunction Order into a
permanent injunction, and it did not somehow carry over or reappoint the Receiver.
(Ex. H.) What is more, both sides have appealed the Amended Final Judgment. Since
the Preliminary Injunction Order and Receivership terminated upon entry of the
Amended Final Judgment, the propriety of the court-supervised dissolution and sale
process is no longer a live controversy. This is also true for the preliminary injunction
elements that Respondents have cross-appealed. The Court need not — indeed, cannot
— reach the merits or grant effective relief to either Appellants or Respondents.

Therefore, this appeal does not present a justiciable controversy over the Preliminary

3 Overruled on other grounds by Shoen v. SAC Holding Corp., 122 Nev. 0621,
137 P.3d 1171 (2000).

4 See also Hous. Auth. of City of N. Las Vegas v. Citibank (8. Dakota) N.A.,
127 Nev. 1142, 373 P.3d 923, 2011 WL 5868407, at *1 (2011) (unpublished disposition)
(receivership appeal moot after discharge); Muney v. Armould, 495 P.3d 125,
2021 WL 4238755, at * 1 (Nev. 2021) (unpublished disposition) (holding that appeal
was moot because receiver was discharged during appeal so court could not grant
effective relief).



Injunction Order or Receivership, and this appellate proceeding must be dismissed as

moot.

IV. CONCLUSION

For these reasons, Appellants respectfully request that the Court dismiss this

matter (appeal and cross-appeal) as moot and that briefing be stayed while the Court

considers this motion.

Alternatively, if the Court denies the motion, Appellants request that their

opening brief be due 30 days after the Court's decision.

DATED this 9th day of May, 2023.

PISANELLI BICE PLLC

By: __ /s/ Jordan T. Smith
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., #12097
Brianna Smith, Esq., #11795
Daniel R. Brady, Esq., #15508
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Appellants
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An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC
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EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION BATES NO.

A-1 Seventh Amendment to Condominium Declaration 001-114
of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and

Reservations of Fasements for Hotel-Condominiums
at Grand Sierra Resort dated June 27, 2007

A-2 Bylaws of Grand Sierra Resort Unit-Owners' 115-135

Association dated December 15, 2006

B Second Amended Complaint dated March 26, 2013 136-162

C Order Appointing Receiver and Directing 163-173
Defendants' Compliance dated January 7, 2015

D Notice of Meeting of the Members dated March 14, 174-178
2022

E Notice of Entry of December 5, 2022 Order dated 179-193
December 5, 2022

F Order Approving Parties Stipulation dated 194-215
February 7, 2023

G Final Judgment dated February 2, 2023 216-220

H Amended Final Judgment dated April 10, 2023 221-225

I Supersedeas Bond on Appeal dated March 13, 2023 226-232

PISANELLI BICE PLLC

By: /s/ Jordan T. Smith
Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097
Brianna Smith, Esq., Bar No. 11795
Daniel R. Brady, Esq., Bar No. 15508
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorneys for Appellants MEI-GSR Holdings, I.LC;
Gage Village Commercial Development, ILC; and
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ARCY NUNN, individually; HENRY
NUNN, individually; MADELYN VAN DER
BOKKE, individually; LEE VAN DER
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the PEDERSON 1990 TRUST; LOU ANN
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individually; BARBARA ROSE QUINN
individually; KENNETH RICHE,
individually; MAXINE RICHE, individually;
NORMAN CHANDLER, individually;
BENTON WAN, individually; TIMOTHY D.
KAPLAN, individually; SILKSCAPE INC.;
PETER CHENG, individually; ELISA
CHENG, individually; GREG A.
CAMERON, individually; TMI PROPERTY
GROUP, LLC; RICHARD LUTZ,
individually; SANDRA LUTZ, individually;
MARY A. KOSSICK, individually; MELVIN
CHEAH, individually; DI SHEN,
individually; NADINE’S REAL ESTATE
INVESTMENTS, LLC; AJIT GUPTA,
individually; SEEMA GUPTA, individually;
FREDRICK FISH, individually; LISA FISH,
individually; ROBERT A. WILLIAMS,
individually; JACQUELIN PHAM,
individually; MAY ANN HOM, as Trustee of
the MAY ANN HOM TRUST; MICHAEL
HURLEY, individually; DOMINIC YIN,
individually; DUANE WINDHORST,
individually; MARILYN WINDHORST,
individually; VINOD BHAN, individually;
ANNE BHAN, individually; GUY P.
BROWNE, individually; GARTH A.
WILLIAMS, individually; PAMELA Y.
ARATANI, individually; DARLENE
LINDGREN, individually; LAVERNE
ROBERTS, individually; DOUG MECHAM,
individually; CHRISINE MECHAM,
individually; KWANGSOO SON,
individually; SOO YEUN MOON,
individually; JOHNSON AKINDODUNSE,
individually; IRENE WEISS, as Trustee of
the WEISS FAMILY TRUST; PRAVESH
CHOPRA, individually; TERRY POPE,
individually; NANCY POPE, individually;
JAMES TAYLOR, individually; RYAN
TAYLOR, individually; KI HAM,
individually; YOUNG JA CHOI,
individually; SANG DAE SOHN,
individually; KUK HYUNG (CONNIE),
individually; SANG (MIKE) YOO,
individually; BRETT MENMUIR, as Trustee
of the CAYENNE TRUST; WILLIAM
MINER, JR., individually; CHANH
TRUONG, individually; ELIZABETH
ANDERS MECUA, individually;
SHEPHERD MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT
BRUNNER, individually; AMY BRUNNER,
individually; JEFF RIOPELLE, individually;
PATRICIA M. MOLL, individually;
DANIEL MOLL, individually: and DOE
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PLAINTIFFS 1 THROUGH 10, inclusive,
Plaintiffs,
Vs.

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevada Limited
Liability Company, GRAND SIERRA
RESORT UNIT OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION,
a Nevada nonprofit corporation, GAGE
VILLAGE COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Nevada Limited
Liability Company and DOE DEFENDANTS
1 THROUGH 10, inclusive,

Defendants.

COME NOW Plaintiffs (“Plaintiffs” or “Individual Unit Owners”), by and through their
counsel of record, Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson, and for their causes of action
against Defendants hereby complain as follows:

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

The Parties

1. Plaintiff Albert Thomas is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

2. Plaintiff Jane Dunlap is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

3. Plaintiff John Dunlap is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

4. Plaintiff Barry Hay is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

5. Plaintiff Marie-Annie Alexander, as Trustee of the Marie-Annie Alexander Living

Trust, is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of California.
6. Plaintiff Melissa Vagujhelyi, as Co-Trustee of the George Vagujhelyi and Melissa
Vagujheyli 2001 Family Trust Agreement U/T/A April 13, 2001, is a competent adult and is a

resident of the State of Nevada.
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Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501

7. Plaintiff George Vagujhelyi, as Co-Trustee of the George Vagujhelyi and Melissa
Vagujheyli 2001 Family Trust Agreement U/T/A April 13, 2001, is a competent adult and is a

resident of the State of Nevada.

8. Plaintiftf D’Arcy Nunn is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

9. Plaintiff Henry Nunn is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

10. Plaintiff Lee Van Der Bokke is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

11.  Plaintiff Madelyn Van Der Bokke is a competent adult and is a resident of the
State of California.

12. Plaintiff Donald Schreifels is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

13. Plaintiff Robert R. Pederson, individually and as Trustee of the Pederson 1990
Trust, is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of California.

14. Plaintiff Lou Ann Pederson, individually and as Trustee of the Pederson 1990

Trust, is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of California.

15.  Plaintiff Lori Ordover is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Connecticut.

16.  Plaintiff William A. Henderson is a competent adult and is a resident of the State
of California.

17. Plaintiff Christine E. Henderson is a competent adult and is a resident of the State
of California.

18.  Plaintiff Loren D. Parker is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Washington.

19.  Plaintiff Suzanne C. Parker is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Washington.

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT
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20.
York.

21.
California.

22,
New York.

23.
York.

24.

Plaintiff Michael Izady is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of New

Plaintiff Steven Takaki is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Farad Torabkhan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Sahar Tavakol is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of New

Plaintiff M&Y Holdings is a Nevada Limited Liability Company with its

principal place of business in Nevada.

25.

Plaintiff JL&YL Holdings, LLC is a Nevada Limited Liability Company with its

principal place of business in Nevada.

26.

Minnesota.

217.
California.
28.
California.
29.
California.
30.
California.
31.
California.
32.
California.
33.

California.

Plaintiff Sandi Raines is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff R. Raghuram is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Usha Raghuram is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Lori K. Tokutomi is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Garett Tom is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Anita Tom is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Ramon Fadrilan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Faye Fadrilan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT
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Suite 600
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34, Plaintiff Peter K. Lee, as Trustee of the Lee Family 2002 Revocable Trust, is a
competent adult and is a resident of the State of California.

35. Plaintiff Monica L. Lee, as Trustee of the Lee Family 2002 Revocable Trust, is a
competent adult and is a resident of the State of California.

36.  Plaintiff Dominic Yin is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

37.  Plaintiff Elias Shamieh is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

38. Plaintiff Nadine’s Real Estate Investments, LLC, is a North Dakota Limited

Liability Company.

39.  Plaintiff Jeffery James Quinn is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Hawaii.

40.  Plaintiff Barbara Rose Quinn is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Hawaii.

41.  Plaintiff Kenneth Riche is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Wisconsin.

42. Plaintiff Maxine Riche is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Wisconsin.

43. Plaintiff Norman Chandler is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Alabama.

44,  Plaintiff Benton Wan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

45. Plaintiff Timothy Kaplan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

46. Plaintiff Silkscape Inc. is a California Corporation.

47.  Plaintiff Peter Cheng is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

California.
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48.
California.
49.
California.
50.
51.
California.
52.
California.
53.
California.
54.
California.
55.
56.
California.
57.
California.

58.

Minnesota.

59.
60.

Minnesota.

6l.
California.

62.

Plaintiff Elisa Cheng is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Greg A. Cameron is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff TMI Property Group, LLC is a California Limited Liability Company.

Plaintiff Richard Lutz is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Sandra Lutz is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Mary A. Kossick is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Melvin H. Cheah is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Di Shen is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of Texas.

Plaintiff Ajit Gupta is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Seema Gupta is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Fredrick Fish is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Lisa Fish is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of Minnesota.

Plaintiff Robert A. Williams is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff Jacquelin Pham is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

Plaintiff May Ann Hom, as Trustee of the May Ann Hom Trust, is a competent

adult and is a resident of the State of California.
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63. Plaintiff Michael Hurley is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

64. Plaintiff Dominic Yin is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

65.  Plaintiff Duane Windhorst is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

66.  Plaintiff Marilyn Windhorst is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

67.  Plaintiff Vinod Bhan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

68.  Plaintiff Anne Bhan is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

69.  Plaintiff Guy P. Browne is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

70.  Plaintiff Garth Williams is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

71. Plaintiff Pamela Y. Aratani is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

72. Plaintiff Darleen Lindgren is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

73.  Plaintiff Laverne Roberts is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Nevada.

74. Plaintiff Doug Mecham is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Nevada.

75. Plaintiff Chrisine Mecham is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Nevada.

76. Plaintiff Kwangsoo Son is a competent adult and is a resident of Vancouver,
British Columbia.
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77. Plaintiff Soo Yeun Moon is a competent adult and is a resident of Vancouver,

British Columbia.

78. Plaintiff Johnson Akindodunse is a competent adult and is a resident of the State
of California.
79.  Plaintiff Irene Weiss, as Trustee of the Weiss Family Trust, is a competent adult

and is a resident of the State of Texas.

80.  Plaintiff Pravesh Chopra is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

81.  Plaintiff Terry Pope is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of Nevada.

82.  Plaintiff Nancy Pope is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of Nevada.

83.  Plaintiff James Taylor is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

84.  Plaintiff Ryan Taylor is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

85.  Plaintiff Ki Ham is a competent adult and is a resident of Surry B.C.

86. Plaintiff Young Ja Choi is a competent adult and is a resident of Coquitlam, B.C.

87. Plaintiff Sang Dae Sohn is a competent adult and is a resident of Vancouver, B.C.

88.  Plaintiff Kuk Hyung (“Connie”) is a competent adult and is a resident of
Coquitlam, B.C.

89.  Plaintiff Sang (“Mike”) Yoo is a competent adult and is a resident of Coquitlam,
British Columbia.

90. Plaintiff Brett Menmuir, as Trustee of the Cayenne Trust, is a competent adult and
is a resident of the State of Nevada.

91. Plaintiff William Miner, Jr., is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

92.  Plaintiff Chanh Truong is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of

California.
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93. Plaintiff Elizabeth Anders Mecua is a competent adult and is a resident of the
State of California.
94.  Plaintiff Shepherd Mountain, LLC is a Texas Limited Liability Company with its

principal place of business in Texas.

95.  Plaintiff Robert Brunner is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

96.  Plaintiff Amy Brunner is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
Minnesota.

97.  Plaintiff Jeff Riopelle is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
California.

98.  Plaintiff Patricia M. Moll is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of
[llinois.

99.  Plaintiff Daniel Moll is a competent adult and is a resident of the State of Illinois.

100. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all relevant times
herein, Defendant MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC (“MEI-GSR”) is a Nevada Limited Liability
Company with its principal place of business in Nevada.

101.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all relevant times
herein, Defendant Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC (“Gage Village”) is a Nevada
Limited Liability Company with its principal place of business in Nevada.

102. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that Gage Village is related
to, controlled by, affiliated with, and/or a subsidiary of MEI-GSR.

103.  Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon allege that at all relevant times
herein, Defendant Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association (the “Unit Owners’
Association”) is a Nevada nonprofit corporation with its principal place of business in Nevada.

104. The true names and capacities whether individual, corporate, associate or
otherwise of Plaintiff Does and Defendant Does 1 through 10, are unknown to Plaintiffs, and
Plaintiffs therefore include them by such fictitious names. Plaintiffs will amend this Complaint

to allege their true names and capacities when such are ascertained. Plaintiffs are informed and
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believe and thereon allege that each of the fictitiously named Defendant Does is liable to
Plaintiffs in some manner for the occurrences that are herein alleged.

MEI-GSR’s Control of the Unit Owners’ Association is to Plaintiffs’ Detriment

105. The Individual Unit Owners re-allege each and every allegation contained in
paragraphs 1 through 102 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate
them by this reference as if fully set forth below.

106. The Grand Sierra Resort Condominium Units (“GSR Condo Units”) are part of
the Grand Sierra Unit Owners Association, which is an apartment style hotel condominium
development of 670 units in one 27-story building. The GSR Condo Units occupy floors 17
through 24 of the Grand Sierra Resort and Casino, a large-scale hotel casino, located at 2500
East Second Street, Reno, Nevada.

107.  All of the Individual Unit Owners: hold an interest in, own, or have owned, one or
more GSR Condo Units.

108. Defendants Gage Village and MEI-GSR own multiple GSR Condo Units.

109. Defendant MEI-GSR owns the Grand Sierra Resort and Casino.

110.  Under the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Reservations of
Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort (“CC&Rs”), there is one voting
member for each unit of ownership (thus, an owner with multiple units has multiple votes).

111.  Because Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Village control more units of ownership
than any other person or entity, they effectively control the Unit Owners’ Association by having
the ability to elect Defendant MEI-GSR’s chosen representatives to the Board of Directors (the
governing body over the GSR Condo Units).

112. As a result of Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Village controlling the Unit
Owners’ Association, the Individual Unit Owners effectively have no input or control over the
management of the Unit Owners’ Association.

113. Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Village have used, and continue to use, their
control over the Defendant Unit Owners’ Association to advance Defendants MEI-GSR and

Gage Villages’ economic objectives to the detriment of the Individual Unit Owners.
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114. Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Villages’ control of the Unit Owners’
Association violates Nevada law as it defeats the purpose of forming and maintaining a
homeowners’ association.

115.  Further, the Nevada Division of Real Estate requires a developer to sell off the
units within 7 years, exit and turn over the control and management to the owners.

116. Under the CC&Rs, the Individual Unit Owners are required to enter into a “Unit
Maintenance Agreement” and participate in the “Hotel Unit Maintenance Program,” wherein
Defendant MEI-GSR provides certain services (including, without limitation, reception desk
staffing, in-room services, guest processing services, housekeeping services, Hotel Unit
inspection, repair and maintenance services, and other services).

117. The Unit Owners’ Association maintains capital reserve accounts that are funded
by the owners of GSR Condo Units. The Unit Owners’ Association collects association dues of
approximately $25 per month per unit, with some variation depending on a particular unit’s
square footage.

118.  The Individual Unit Owners pay for contracted “Hotel Fees,” which include taxes,
deep cleaning, capital reserve for the room, capital reserve for the building, routine maintenance,
utilities, etc.

119. Defendant MEI-GSR has systematically allocated and disproportionately charged
capital reserve contributions to the Individual Unit Owners, so as to force the Individual Unit
Owners to pay capital reserve contributions in excess of what should have been charged.

120. Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Development have failed to pay proportionate
capital reserve contribution payments in connection with their Condo Units.

121. Defendant MEI-GSR has failed to properly account for, or provide an accurate
accounting for the collection and allocation of the collected capital reserve contributions.

122.  The Individual Unit Owners also pay “Daily Use Fees” (a charge for each night a
unit is occupied by any guest for housekeeping services, etc.).

123. Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Village have failed to pay proportionate Daily

Use Fees for the use of Defendants’ GSR Condo Units.
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124. Defendant MEI-GSR has failed to properly account for the contracted “Hotel
Fees” and “Daily Use Fees.”

125.  Further, the Hotel Fees and Daily Use Fees are not included in the Unit Owners’
Association’s annual budget with other assessments that provide the Individual Unit Owners’ the
ability to reject assessment increases and proposed budget ratification.

126. Defendant MEI-GSR has systematically endeavored to increase the various fees
that are charged in connection with the use of the GSR Condo Units in order to devalue the units
owned by Individual Unit Owners.

127.  The Individual Unit Owners’ are required to abide by the unilateral demands of
MEI-GSR, through its control of the Unit Owners’ Association, or risk being considered in
default under Section 12 of the Agreement, which provides lien and foreclosure rights pursuant
to Section 6.10(f) of the CC&R’s.

128. Defendants MEI-GSR and/or Gage Village have attempted to purchase, and
purchased, units devalued by their own actions, at nominal, distressed prices when Individual
Unit Owners decide to, or are effectively forced to, sell their units because the units fail to
generate sufficient revenue to cover expenses.

129. Defendant MEI-GSR and/or Gage Village have, in late 2011 and 2012, purchased
such devalued units for $30,000 less than the amount they purchased units for in March of 2011.

130. The Individual Unit Owners effectively pay association dues to fund the Unit
Owners’ Association, which acts contrary to the best interests of the Individual Unit Owners.

131. Defendant MEI-GSR’s interest in maximizing its profits is in conflict with the
interest of the Individual Unit Owners. Accordingly, Defendant MEI-GSR’s control of the Unit

Owners’ Association is a conflict of interest.

MEI-GSR’s Rental Program

132.  As part of Defendant MEI-GSR’s Grand Sierra Resort and Casino business

operations, it rents: (1) hotel rooms owned by Defendant MEI-GSR that are not condominium
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units; (2) GSR Condo Units owned by Defendant MEI-GSR and/or Gage Village; and (3) GSR
Condo Units owned by the Individual Condo Unit Owners.

133.  Defendant MEI-GSR has entered into a Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental
Agreement with Individual Unit Owners.

134. Defendant MEI-GSR has manipulated the rental of the: (1) hotel rooms owned by
Defendant MEI-GSR; (2) GSR Condo Units owned by Defendant MEI-GSR and/or Gage
Village; and (3) GSR Condo Units owned by Individual Condo Unit Owners so as to maximize
Defendant MEI-GSR’s profits and devalue the GSR Condo Units owned by the Individual Unit
Owners.

135. Defendant MEI-GSR has rented the Individual Condo Units for as little as $0.00
to $25.00 a night.

136.  Yet, MEI-GSR has charged “Daily Use Fees” of approximately $22.38, resulting
in revenue to the Individual Unit Owners as low as $2.62 per night for the use of their GSR
Condo Unit (when the unit was rented for a fee as opposed to being given away).

137. By functionally, and in some instances actually, giving away the use of units
owned by the Individual Unit Owners, Defendant MEI-GSR has received a benefit because those
who rent the Individual Units frequently gamble and purchase food, beverages, merchandise, spa
services and entertainment access from Defendant MEI-GSR.

138. Defendant MEI-GSR has rented Individual Condo Units to third parties without
providing Individual Unit Owners with any notice or compensation for the use of their unit.

139.  Further, Defendant MEI-GSR has systematically endeavored to place a priority on
the rental of Defendant MEI-GSR’s hotel rooms, Defendant MEI-GSR’s GSR Condo Units, and
Defendant Gage Village’s Condo Units.

140. Such prioritization effectively devalues the units owned by the Individual Unit
Owners.

141. Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Village intend to purchase the devalued units at

nominal, distressed prices when Individual Unit Owners decide to, or are effectively forced to,
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sell their units because the units fail to generate sufficient revenue to cover expenses and have no
prospect of selling their persistently loss-making units to any other buyer.

142,  Some of the Individual Unit Owners have retained the services of a third party to
market and rent their GSR Condo Unit(s).

143. Defendant MEI-GSR has systematically thwarted the efforts of any third party to
market and rent the GSR Units owned by the Individual Unit Owners.

144. Defendant MEI-GSR has breached the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental
Agreement with Individual Condo Unit Owners by failing to follow its terms, including but not
limited to, the failure to implement an equitable Rotational System as referenced in the
agreement.

145. Defendant MEI-GSR has failed to act in good faith in exercising its duties under
the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental Agreements with the Individual Unit Owners.

FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Petition for Appointment of Receiver as to
Defendant Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association)

146. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
143 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

147. Because Defendant MEI-GSR and/or Gage Village controls more units of
ownership than any other person or entity, Defendant MEI-GSR and Gage Village effectively
control the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association by having the ability to elect
Defendant MEI-GSR’s chosen representatives to the Board of Directors (the governing body
over the GSR Condo Units).

148. As a result of Defendant MEI-GSR controlling the Grand Sierra Resort Unit-
Owners’ Association, Plaintiffs effectively have no input or control over the management of the

Unit Owners’ Association.
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149. Defendant MEI-GSR has used, and continues to use, its control over the
Defendant Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association to advance Defendant MEI-GSR’s
economic objectives to the detriment of Plaintiffs.

150.  Plaintiffs are entitled to a receiver pursuant to NRS § 32.010.

151. Pursuant to NRS § 32.010, the appointment of a receiver is appropriate in this
case as a matter of statute and equity.

152.  Unless a receiver is appointed, Defendant MEI-GSR will continue to control the
Unit Owners’ Association to advance Defendant MEI-GSR’s economic objections to the
detriment of Plaintiffs.

153. Without the grant of the remedies sought in this Complaint, Plaintiffs have no
adequate remedy at law to enforce their rights and Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable harm unless
granted the relief as prayed for herein.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendant Grand Sierra Resort
Unit Owners’ Association, as set forth below.

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Intentional and/or Negligent Misrepresentation as to Defendant MEI-GSR)

154. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
151 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

155. Defendant MEI-GSR made affirmative representations to Plaintiffs regarding the
use, rental and maintenance of the Individual Unit Owners’ GSR Condo Units.

156. Plaintiffs are now informed and believe, and thereon allege, that these
representations were false.

157. The Defendant MEI-GSR knew that the affirmative representations were false, in
the exercise of reasonable care should have known that they were false, and/or knew or should

have known that it lacked a sufficient basis for making said representations.
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158. The representations were made with the intention of inducing Plaintiffs to
contract with Defendant MEI-GSR for the marketing and rental of Plaintiffs’ GSR Condo Units
and otherwise act, as set out above, in reliance upon the representations.

159.  Plaintiffs justifiably relied upon the affirmative representations of Defendant
MEI-GSR in contracting with Defendant MEI-GSR for the rental of their GSR Condo Units.

160. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s misrepresentations,
Plaintiffs have been, and will continue to be, harmed in the manner herein.

161. Plaintiffs are further informed and believe, and thereon allege, that said
representations were made by Defendant MEI-GSR with the intent to commit an oppression
directed toward Plaintiffs by intentionally devaluing there GSR Condo Units. As a result,
Plaintiffs are entitled to an award of exemplary damages against the Defendant, according to
proof at the time of trial.

162. In addition, as a direct, proximate and necessary result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s
bad faith and wrongful conduct, Plaintiffs have been forced to incur costs and attorneys’ fees and
thus Plaintiffs hereby seek an award of said costs and attorneys’ fees as damages pursuant to
statute, decisional law, common law and this Court’s inherent powers.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set forth
below.

THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Breach of Contract as to Defendant MEI-GSR)

163. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
160 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

164. Defendant MEI-GSR has entered into a Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental
Agreement (the “Agreement”) with Individual Condo Unit Owners.

165. Defendant MEI-GSR has breached the Agreement with Individual Unit Owners
by failing to follow its terms, including but not limited to, the failure to implement an equitable

Rotational System as referenced in the agreement.
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166. The Agreement is an enforceable contract between Defendant MEI-GSR and
Plaintiffs.

167. Plaintiffs have performed all of their obligations and satisfied all of their
conditions under the Agreement, and/or their performance and conditions were excused.

168. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s breaches of the
Agreement as alleged herein, Plaintiffs have been, and will continue to be, harmed in the manner

herein alleged.

169. In addition, as a direct, proximate and necessary result of Defendant’s bad faith
and wrongful conduct, Plaintiffs have been forced to incur costs and attorneys’ fees which they
are entitled to recover under the terms of the Agreement.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set forth
below.

FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Quasi-Contract/Equitable Contract/Detrimental Reliance as to Defendant MEI-GSR)

170. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
167 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

171. Defendant MEI-GSR is contractually obligated to Plaintiffs. The contractual
obligations are based upon the underlying agreements between Defendant MEI-GSR and
Plaintiffs, and principles of equity and representations made by MEI-GSR.

172.  Plaintiffs relied upon the representations of Defendant MEI-GSR and trusted
Defendant MEI-GSR with the marketing and rental of their GSR Condo Units.

173.  Due to the devaluation of the GSR Condo Units caused by Defendant MEI-GSR’s
actions, the expenses they have had to incur, and their inability to sell the Property in its current
state, Plaintiffs have suffered damages.

174. Defendant MEI-GSR was informed of, and in fact knew of, Plaintiffs’ reliance

upon its representations.
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175. Based on these facts, equitable or quasi-contracts existed between Plaintiffs and
Defendant MEI-GSR’s actions as described hereinabove.

176. Defendant MEI-GSR, however, has failed and refused to perform its obligations.

177.  These refusals and failures constitute material breaches of their agreements.

178.  Plaintiffs have performed all of their obligations and satisfied all conditions under
the contracts, and/or their performance and conditions, under the contracts, were excused.

179. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s wrongful conduct as
alleged herein, the Plaintiffs have been, and will continue to be, harmed in the manner herein
alleged.

180. In addition, as a direct, proximate and necessary result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s
wrongful conduct, Plaintiffs have been forced to incur costs and attorneys’ fees and thus
Plaintiffs hereby seek an award of said costs and attorneys’ fees as damages pursuant to statute,
decisional law, common law and this Court’s inherent powers.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set forth
below.

FIFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Breach of the Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing as to
Defendant MEI-GSR)

181. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
178 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

182. As alleged herein, Plaintiffs entered into one or more contracts with Defendant
MEI-GSR, including the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental Agreement.

183. Under the terms of their respective agreement(s), Defendant MEI-GSR was
obligated to market and rent Plaintiffs’ GSR Condo Units.

184. Defendant MEI-GSR has manipulated the rental of: (1) the hotel rooms owned by
Defendant MEI-GSR; (2) GSR Condo Units owned by Defendant MEI-GSR and Defendant
Gage Village; and (3) GSR Condo Units owned by Plaintiffs so as to maximize Defendant MEI-
GSR’s profits and devalue the GSR Condo Units owned by Plaintiffs.
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185. Every contract in Nevada has implied into it, a covenant that the parties thereto
will act in the spirit of good faith and fair dealing.

186. Defendant MEI-GSR has breached this covenant by intentionally making false
and misleading statements to Plaintiffs, and for its other wrongful actions as alleged in this
Complaint.

187. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s breaches of the implied
covenant of good faith and fair dealing, Plaintiffs have been, and will continue to be, harmed in
the manner herein alleged.

188. In addition, as a direct, proximate and necessary result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s
bad faith and wrongful conduct, Plaintiffs have been forced to incur costs and attorneys’ fees
and thus Plaintiffs hereby seek an award of said costs and attorneys’ fees as damages pursuant to
statute, decisional law, common law and this Court’s inherent powers.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set forth
below.

SIXTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Consumer Fraud/Nevada Deceptive Trade Practices Act Against Defendant MEI-GSR)

189. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
186 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

190. NRS § 41.600(1) provides that “[a]n action may be brought by any person who is
a victim of consumer fraud.”

191.  NRS § 41.600(2) explains, in part, “‘consumer fraud’ means . . . [a] deceptive
trade practice as defined in NRS §§ 598.0915 to 598.0925, inclusive.”

192.  NRS Chapter 598 identifies certain activities which constitute deceptive trade
practices; many of those activities occurred in MEI-GSR’s dealings with Plaintiffs.

193. Defendant MEI-GSR, in the course of its business or occupation, knowingly made

false representations and/or misrepresentations to Plaintiffs.
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194. Defendant MEI-GSR failed to represent the actual marketing and rental practices
implemented by Defendant MEI-GSR, as the Defendant was contractually and legally required
to do.

195. Defendant MEI-GSR’s conduct, as described in this Complaint, constitutes
deceptive trade practices and is in violation of, among other statutory provisions and
administrative regulations, NRS §§ 598.0915 to 598.0925.

196. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant MEI-GSR’s deceptive trade
practices, Plaintiffs have suffered damages.

197. Plaintiffs are also entitled to recover their costs in this action and reasonable
attorneys’ fees, as allowed by law.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set forth
below.

SEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Declaratory Relief as to Defendant MEI-GSR)

198. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
195 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

199. As alleged hereinabove, an actual controversy has arisen and now exists between
Plaintiffs and Defendant MEI-GSR, regarding the extent to which Defendant MEI-GSR has the
legal right to control the Grand Sierra Resort Unit-Owners’ Association to advance Defendant
MEI-GSR’s economic objections to the detriment of Plaintiffs.

200. The interests of Plaintiffs and Defendant MEI-GSR are completely adverse as to
the Plaintiffs.

201. Plaintiffs have a legal interest in this dispute as they are the owners of record of
certain GSR Condo Units.

202. This controversy is ripe for judicial determination in that Plaintiffs have alluded to

and raised this issue in this Complaint.
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203. Accordingly, Plaintiffs seek a judicial declaration that Defendant MEI-GSR
cannot control the Grand Sierra Resort Unit-Owners’ Association to advance Defendant MEI-
GSR’s economic objectives to the detriment of Plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs request judgment against Defendant MEI-GSR, as set
forth below.

EIGHTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Conversion as to Defendant MEI-GSR)

204. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
201 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

205. Defendant MEI-GSR wrongfully committed a distinct act of dominion over the
Plaintiffs’ property by renting their GSR Condo Units both at unreasonably low rates so as to
only benefit Defendant MEI-GSR, and also renting said units without providing any
compensation or notice to Plaintiffs.

206. Defendant MEI-GSR’s acts were in denial of, or inconsistent with, Plaintiffs’ title
or rights therein.

207. Defendant MEI-GSR’s acts were in derogation, exclusion, or defiance of the
Plaintiffs’ title or rights therein.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendant MEI-GSR, as set
forth below.

NINTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Demand for Accounting as to Defendant MEI-GSR and Defendant Grand Sierra Unit
Owners Association)

208. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
205 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

209. The Nevada Revised Statutes impose certain duties and obligations upon trustees,

fiduciaries, managers, advisors, and investors.
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210. Defendant MEI-GSR has not fulfilled its duties and obligations.

211. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and thereon allege, that they are interested
parties in the Defendant Grand Sierra Unit Owners Association and Defendant MEI-GSR’s
endeavors to market, maintain, service and rent Plaintiffs’ GSR Condo Units.

212.  Among their duties, Defendant Grand Sierra Unit Owners Association and
Defendant MEI-GSR are required to prepare accountings of their financial affairs as they pertain
to Plaintiffs.

213.  Defendant Grand Sierra Unit Owners Association and Defendant MEI-GSR have
failed to properly prepare and distribute said accountings.

214.  Accordingly, Plaintiffs are entitled to a full and proper accounting.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendants MEI-GSR and the
Grand Sierra Unit Owners Association, as set forth below.

TENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Specific Performance Pursuant to NRS 116.112, Unconscionable Agreement)

215. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
212 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

216. As alleged herein, Plaintiffs entered into one or more contracts with Defendant
MEI-GSR, including the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental Agreement and the Unit Maintenance
Agreement.

217. The Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental Agreement is unconscionable pursuant to
NRS § 116.112 because MEI-GSR has manipulated the rental of the: (1) hotel rooms owned by
Defendant MEI-GSR; (2) GSR Condo Units owned or controlled by Defendant MEI-GSR; and
(3) GSR Condo Units owned by Individual Unit Owners so as to maximize Defendant MEI-
GSR’s profits and devalue the GSR Condo Units owned by the Individual Unit Owners.

218. The Unit Maintenance Agreement is unconscionable pursuant to NRS § 116.112
because of the excessive fees charged and the Individual Unit Owners’ inability to reject fee

Increases.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendant MEI-GSR, as set
forth below.

ELEVENTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Unjust Enrichment / Quantum Meruit against Defendant Gage Village
Development)

219. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
216 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

220. Defendant Gage Village has unjustly benefited from MEI-GSR’s devaluation of
the GSR Condo Units.

221. Defendant Gage Village has unjustly benefited from prioritization of its GSR
Condo Units under MEI-GSR’s rental scheme to the immediate detriment of the Individual Unit
Owners.

222. It would be inequitable for the Defendant Gage Village to retain those benefits
without full and just compensation to the Individual Unit Owners.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendant Gage Village, as set
forth below.

TWELFTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(Tortious Interference with Contract and /or Prospective Business Advantage
against Defendants MEI-GSR and Gage Development)

223. Plaintiffs re-allege each and every allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through
220 of this Complaint as though fully stated herein and hereby incorporate them by this reference
as if fully set forth below.

224.  Individual Unit Owners have contracted with third parties to market and rent their
GSR Condo Units.

225. Defendant MEI-GSR has systematically thwarted the efforts of those third parties
to market and rent the GSR Condo Units owned by the Individual Unit Owners.

226. Defendant MEI-GSR has prioritized the rental of GSR Condo Units Owned by

Defendant Gage Village to the economic detriment of the Individual Unit Owners.
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227. Defendant Gage Village has worked in concert with Defendant MEI-GSR in its
scheme to devalue the GSR Condo Units and repurchase them.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request judgment against the Defendants as follows:

1. For the appointment of a neutral receiver to take over control of Defendant

Grand Sierra Unit Owners’ Association;

2. For compensatory damages according to proof, in excess of $10,000.00;

3. For punitive damages according to proof;

4. For attorneys’ fees and costs according to proof;

5. For declaratory relief;

6. For specific performance;

7. For an accounting; and

8. For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper.
AFFIRMATION

Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does
not contain the social security number of any person.
RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 26" day of March, 2013.

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,
MILLER & WILLIAMSON

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501

By: _/s/ Jarrad C. Miller
G. David Robertson, Esq.
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq.
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that [ am an employee of Robertson, Johnson,
Miller & Williamson, 50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600, Reno, Nevada 89501, over the age of
18, and not a party within this action. I further certify that on the 26™ day of March, 2013, I
electronically filed the foregoing SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT with the Clerk of the

Court by using the ECF system which served the following parties electronically:

Sean L. Brohawn, Esq.

50 W. Liberty Street, Suite 1040

Reno, NV 89501

Attorneys for Defendants / Counterclaimants

/s/ Kimberlee A. Hill
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson
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CODE: 3245 F I L E )
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) —

Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. (NV Bar No. 11874)
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson JAN -7 2015

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 JACQUEKINE BRYANT, C

Reno, Nevada 89501 By: /
(775) 329-5600 DEPUTY/CLE

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; et al.,

Plaintiffs,

VS. Case No. CV12-02222
Dept. No. 10
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevada Limited
Liability Company, GRAND SIERRA
RESORT UNIT OWNERS® ASSOCIATION,
a Nevada nonprofit corporation, GAGE
VILLAGE COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Nevada Limited
Liability Company and DOE DEFENDANTS
1 THROUGH 10, inclusive,

Defendants.

ORDER APPOINTING RECEIVER AND DIRECTING DEFENDANTS* COMPLIANCE

This Court having examined Plaintiffs' Motion for Appointment of Receiver ("Motion"),
the related opposition and reply, and with good cause appearing finds that Plaintiffs have
submitted the credentials of a candidate to be appointed as Receiver of the assets, properties.
books and records, and other items of Defendants as defined herein below and have advised the
Court that this candidate is prepared to assume this responsibility if so ordered by the Court.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to this Court's October 3, 2014 Order, and
N.R.S. §32.010(1), (3) and (6), effective as of the date of this Order, James S. Proctor, CPA,
CFE, CVA and CFF ("Receiver”) shall be and is hereby appointed Receiver over Defendant
Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners' Association, A Nevada Non-Profit Corporation ("GSRUOA").

The Receiver is appointed for the purpose of implementing compliance, among all

condominium units, including units owned by any Defendant in this action (collectively, “the
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Property”), with the Covenants Codes and Restrictions recorded against the condominium units,
the Unit Maintenance Agreements and the original Unit Rental Agreements (“Governing
Documents™). (See, Exhibits i, 2 and 3.)

The Receiver is charged with accounting for all income and expenses associated with the
compliance with the Governing Documents from forty-five (45) days from the date of entry of
this Order until discharged.

All funds collected and/or exchanged under the Governing Documents, including those
collected from Defendants, shall be distributed, utilized, or, held as reserves in accordance with
the Governing Documents,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Receiver shall conduct itself as a neutral agent,
of this court and not as an agent of any party.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Receiver is appointed without the need of filing
or posting of a bond.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendants ME]-GSR Holdings, LL.C and Gage
Village Commercial shall cooperate with the Receiver in accomplishing the terms described in
this Order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, to enforce compliance with the Goveming
Documents the Receiver shall have the following powers, and responsibilities, and shall be

authorized and empowered to:

1 General
a. To review and/or take control of:
i all the records, correspondence, insurance policies, books and accounts of

or relating to the Property which refer to the Property, any ongoing construction
and improvements on the Property, the rent or liabilities pertaining to the
Property.

ii. all office equipment used by Defendants in connection with development;
improvement, leasing, sales, marketing and/or conveyance of the Property and the

buildings thereon; including all computer equipment, all software programs and
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passwords, and any other information, data, equnipment or items necessary for the
operations with respect to the Property, whether in the possession and control of
Defendants or its principals, agents, servants or employees; provided, however
that such books, records, and office equipment shall be made available for the use
of the agents, servants and employees of Defendants in the normal course of the
performance of their duties not involving the Property.

il. all deposits relating to the Property, regardless of when received, together
with all books, records, deposit hooks, checks and checkbooks, together with
names, addresses, contact names, telephone and facsimile numbers where any and
all deposits are held, plus all account numbers.

iv. all accounting records, accounting sofiware, compauters, laptops,
passwords, books of account, general ledgers, accounts receivable records,
accounts payable records, cash receipts records, checkbooks, accounts, passbooks,
aﬁd all other accounting documents relating, to the Property.

v. all accounts receivable, payments, rents, including all statements and
records of deposits, advances, and prepaid contracts or rents, if applicable,
inclnding, any deposits with utilities and/or government entities relating to the
Property.

vi. all insurance policies relating to the Property.

vii.  all documents relating’ to repairs of the Property, including all estimated
Ccosts or repair.

viii,  documents reasonably requested by Receiver.

To use or collect:

i. The Receiver may nse any federal taxpayer identification number relating
to the Property for any lawful purpose.

ii. The Receiver is anthorized and directed to collect and; open all mail of

GSRUOA relating to the Property.
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c. The Receiver shall not become personally liable for environmental contamination
or health and safety violations.

d. The Receiver is an officer and master of the Court and, is entitled to effectuate the
Receiver's duties conferred by this Order, including the authority to communicate ex.parfe on the
record with the Court when in the opinion of the Receiver, emergency judicial action is
necessary.

c. All persons and entities owing, any money to GSRUCA directly or indirectly
relating to the Property shall pay the same directly to the Receiver. Without limiting the
generality of the foregoing; upon presentation of a conformed copy of this order, any financial
institution holding deposit accounts, funds or property of GSRUOA turnover to the Receiver
such funds at the request of the Receiver.

2 Employment

To hire, employ, and retain attorneys, certified public accountants; investigators, secunity
guards, consultants, property management companies, brokers, appraisers, title companies,
licensed construction control companies, and any other personnel or employees which the
Receiver deems necessary to assist it in the discharge of his duties.

3. Insurance

a. To maintain adequate insurance for the Property to the same extent and, in the
same manner as, it has heretofore been insured, or as in the judgment of the Receiver may seem
fit and proper, and to request all presently existing policies to be amended by adding the
Receiver and the receivership estate as an additional insured within "10-days of the entry of the
order appointing the Receiver. 1f there is inadequate insurance or if there are insufficient funds in
the receivership estate to procure’ adequate insurance, the Receiver is directed to immediately
petition the court for instructions. The Receiver may, in his discretion, apply for any bond or
insurance providing coverage for the Receiver's conduct and operations of the property, which
shall be an expense of the Property, during the period in which the Property is uninsured or

underinsured. Receiver shall not be personally responsible for any claims arising therefore.
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1 b. To pay all necessary insurance premiums for such insurance and all taxes and
2 |l assessments levied on the Property during the receivership.

3 4. Treatment of Contracts

4 a. To continue in effect any contracts presently existing and not in default relating to

5 || the Property.

6 b. To negotiate, enter into and modify contracts affecting any part or all of the
7 || Property.
8 C. The Receiver shall not be bound by any contract between Defendants and any

9 || third party that the Receiver does not expressly assume in writing, including any portion of any
10 || lease that constitutes the personal obligation of Defendants, but which does not affect a tenant’s
11 || quiet enjoyment of its leasehold estate.

12 d To notify all local, state and federal govemnmental agencies, all vendors and
13 || suppliers, and any and all others who provide goods or services to the Property of his
14 || appointment-as Receiver of GSRUOA.

15 e No insurance company may cancel its existing current-paid policy as a resuit of
16 || the appointment of the Receiver, without prior order of this Court.

17 5. Collection

18 To demand, collect and receive all dues, fees, reserves, rents and revenues derived from
19 Y the Property.

20 6. Litigation

21 a. To bring and prosecute all proper actions for (i) the collection of rents or any
22 || other income derived from the Property, (ii) the removal from the Property of persons not

23 || entitled to entry thereon, (iii) the protection of the Property, (iv) damage caused to the Property;

24 || and (v) the recovery of possession of the Property.
25 b. To settle and resolve any actual or potential litigation, whether or not an action
26

has been commenced, in a manner which, in the exercise of the Receiver's judgment is most

27 || beneficial to the receivership estate.
28
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7. Reporting

a. The Receiver shall prepare on a monthly basis. commencing the month ending 30
days after his appointment, and by the last day of each month thereafter, so long as the Property
shall remain in his possession or care, reports listing any Receiver fees (as described herein
below), receipts and disbursements, and any other significant operational issues that have
occurred during the preceding month. The Receiver is directed to file such reports with this
Court. The Receiver shall serve a copy of this report on the attorneys of record for'the parties to

this action.

b. The Receiver shall not be responsible for the preparation and filing of tax returns
on behalf of the parties.
8. Receivership Funds /Payments/ Disbursements

a. To pay and discharge out of the Property's rents and/or GSRUOA monthly dues
collections all the reasonable and necessary expenses of the receivership and the costs and
expenses of operation and maintenance of the Property, including all of the Receiver's and
related fees, taxes, governmental asscssments and charges and the nature thereof lawfully
imposed upon the Property.

b. To expend funds to purchase merchandise, materials, supplies and services as the
Receiver deems necessary and advisable to assist him in performing his duties hereunder and to
pay therefore the ordinary and usual rates and prices out of the funds that may come into the
possession of the Receiver.

C. To apply, obtain and pay any reasonable fees for any lawful license permit or
other governmental approval relating to the Property or the operation thereof, confirm the
existence of and, to the extent, permitted by law, exercise the privilege of any existing license or
permit or the operation thereof, and do all things necessary to protect and maintain such licenses,
permits and approvals.

d. To open and utilize bank accounts for receivership funds.

ORDER APPOINTING RECEIVER
PAGE 6

169




Robertson, Johnson,

S e e

1
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

Miller & Williamson
30 West Liberty Street,

Suite 600
Renn Nevada 894901

e. To present for payment any checks, money orders or other forms of payment
which constitute the rents and revenues of the Property, endorse same and collect the proceeds
thereof.

9. Administrative Fees and Costs

a. The Receiver shall be compensated at a rate that is commensurate with industry
standards. As detailed below, a monthly report will be created by the Receiver describing the fee,
and work performed. In addition, the Receiver shall be reimbursed for all expenses incurred by
the Receiver on behalf of the Property.

b. The Receiver, his consultants, agents, employees, legal counsel, and professionals
shall be paid on an interim monthly basis. To be paid on a monthly basis, the Receiver must
serve, a statement of account on all parties each month for the time and expense incurred in the
preceding calendar month. If no objection thereto is filed with the Court and served on the
attorneys of record for the parties to this action on or within ten (10) days following service
thereof, such statement of account may be paid by the Receiver. If an objection is timely filed
and served, such statement of account shall not be paid absent further order of the Court. In the
event objections are timely made to fees and expenses, the portion of the fees and expenses as to
which no objection has been interposed may be paid immediately following the expiration of the
ten-day objection period: The portion of fees and expenses to which: an objection has been
timely interposed may be paid within ten (10) days of an agreement among the parties or entry of
a Court order adjudicating the matter.

C. Despite the periodic payment of Receivet's fees and administrative expenses, such
fees and expenses shall be submitted to the Court for final approval and confirmation in the form
of either, a stipulation among the parties or the, Receiver's final account and report.

d. To generally do such other things as may be necessary or incidental to the
foregoing specific powers directions and general authorities and take actions relating to
theProperty beyond the scope contemplated by the provisions set forth above, provided the

Recciver obtains prior court approval for any actions beyond the scope contemplated herein.
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10. Order in Aid of Receiver

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED Defendants, and their agents, servants and employees,
and those acting in concert with them, and each of them, shall not engage in or perform directly
or indirectly, any or all of the following acts:

a. Interfering with the Receiver, directly or indirectly; in the management and
operation of the Property.

b. Transferring, concealing, destroying, defacing or altering any of the instruments,
documents, ledger cards, books, records, printouts or other writings reiating to the Property, or
any portion thereof.

c. Doing any act which will, or which will tend to, impair, defeat, divert, prevent or
prejudice the preservation of the Property or the interest of Plaintiffs in the Property.

d. Filing suit against the Receiver or taking other action against the Receiver without
an order of this Court permitting the suit or action; provided, however, that no prior court order
is required to file a motion in this action to enforce the provisions of the Order or any other order
of this Court in this action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Defendants and any other person or entity who may
have possession, custody or control of any Preperty, including any of their agents,
representatives, assignees, and employees shall do the following:

a. Turn over to the Receiver all documents which constitute or pertain to all
licenses, permits or, governmental approvals relating to the Property.

b, Turn over to the Receiver all documents which constitute or pertain to insurance
policies, whether currently in effect or lapsed which retate to the Property.

C. Turn over to the Receiver all contracts, teases and subleases, royalty agreements,
licenses, assignments or other agreements of any kind whatsoever, whether currently in effect or
lapsed, which relate to .any interest in the Property.

d. Tum over to the Receiver all documents pertaining to past, present or future

construction of any type with respect to alt or any part of the Property.
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e Turn over to the Receiver all rents, dues, reserves and revenues derived from the
Property wherever and in whatsoever mode maintained.

f Nothing in the Order shall be intended to, nor shall be construed to, require the
Defendants to turn over any documents protected from disclosure by either the attorney-client
privilege or the attorney work product privilege.

gz Immediately advise the Receiver about the nature and extent of insurance

coverage on the Property.

h. Immediately name the Receiver as an additional insured on each insurance policy
on the Property.
i DO NOT cancel, reduce, or modify the insurance coverage.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that nothing contained herein, nor any powers conferred
on the Receiver pursuant to this Order, shall in any manner delegate, confer, empower or grant to
the Receiver any interest in the management of the gaming assets of the property, or confer any
rights to share in the management or the profit or loss of the casino operations, nor in any
manner manage any portion of the Property not specifically included in this order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Receiver shall promptly, if requested to do so,
execute any further additional documents reasonably requested by Defendants’ lenders or others
to confirm that other than as set forth herein, no transference, sale, hypothecation, or other

encumbrance has resulted which would create a change in ownership or management of MEI-
GSR.

- 23
DATED this ¢ day of e~ <ﬁ-rzr’

I
DISTRICT COGRT JUDGE

Submitted by:

/s/ Jarrad C. Miller
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq.
Attorney for Plaintiffs
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Unit Maintenance Agreements

Unit Rental Agreements
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111
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MEETING OF THE MEMBERS

The purpose of this notice and agenda is to inform you of the date, time, place and action items of the upcoming
scheduled Grand Sierra Resort (GSR) Meeting of the Unit Owners Members. This Notice and Agenda has
been prepared and mailed by the Hotel Unit Owner. The purpose is to vote on the proposed Termination and
Sale of the Property and to talk about any items that unit owners wish to discuss. Drafted minutes of this meeting
will be available to homeowners upon request 30 days after the meeting date (in electronic format at no charge
to the unit’s owner or, in paper format at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per page for the first 10 pages, and 10
cents per page thereafter). Any unit owner may speak to the Association or executive board, unless the
executive board is meeting in executive session.

Date & Time: Thursday, March 14, 2022 | 9:30 a.m. | Zoom

Zoom Invite;
htips://us06web.zoom.us/j/873543714057pwd=73IxeHk4L3g30WM2SHEvdzhiSilsdz09

Call in via phone: 1 669 900 6833

Find your local number (hitps://us06web.zoom.us/w/kewko8b9t)
Meeting 1D: 873 5437 1405

Passcode: 845527

MEMBERS’ MEETING AGENDA

ACTIOM MAY TAKEN ON ALL ITEMS LISTED

1. Call to Order, Introductions and Detennination of Quorum - A unit’s owner may record on audiotape or any
other means of sound reproduction a meeting of the units’ owners if the unit’s owner, before recording the
meeting, provides notice of his or her intent to record the meeting to the other units® owners who are in attendance
at the meeting. The quorum will be determined, whether in person or by proxy. All proxies will be identified.

2. Homeowner Comments: This period is devoted to comments by units’ owners regarding any matter affecting
the association and discussion of those comments. Except in emergencies, no action may be taken upon a matter
raised under this item of the agenda until the matter itself has been specifically included on an agenda as an item
upon which action may be taken. A time limit per owner may be implemented.

3. New Business

a) Should the condominium hote] be terminated? If the hotel unit owner and at least eighty percent (80%) of the
owners entitled to vote (whether in person or by proxy), vote yes, the condominium hotel shall be terminated.

b) Upon termination of the condominium hotel, should the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions
and Reservation of Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort recorded December 15, 2006
as Document No. 3475705, Official records Washoe County, Nevada and all amendments thereto, including
but not limited to the Seventh Amendment to Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions,
Restrictions and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort and the Ninth Amendment to
Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums
at Grand Sierra Resort (collectively “Declaration™) be terminated? If the hotel unit owner and at least eighty
percent (80%) of the owners entitled to vote (whether in person or by proxy), vote yes, the Declaration shall
be terminated.
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Notice of Members Meeting March 14, 2022
Page 2 of 2

c)

d)

4.

Upon termination of the condominium hotel, should six-hundred and seventy-six Hotel Units together with
an undivided interest in the Common Elements appurtenant and non-severable to each Unit as set forth and
defined in the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements for Hotel-
Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort recorded December 15, 2006 as Document No. 3475705, Official
records Washoe County, Nevada and amendments thereto, the Shared Facilities Unit and all other property
incident to the hotel be sold at fair market value, as determined by an independent appraiser and as detailed
in the sales contract attached to the proxy. If the hotel unit owner and at least eighty percent (80%) of the
owners entitled to vote (whether in person or by proxy), vote yes, the sale is approved. Upon the sale of the
units, the Association will be terminated pursuant to applicable law as required.

Upon termination of the condominium hotel, should the Association be terminated? If the hotel unit owner

and at least eighty percent (80%) of the owners entitled to vote (whether in person or by proxy), vote yes, the
Association shall be terminated.

Adjournment
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GRAND SIERRA RESORT UNIT OWNERS ASSOCIATION
SPECIAL MEMBERSHIP MEETING — March 14, 2022 at 9:30 a.m.
LOCATION:

Reno, NV
REVOCABLE PROXY

The undersigned member(s) of the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners Association (the
“Association”) hereby revoke(s) all previous proxies, acknowledges receipt of the notice of the Special
Membership Meeting to be held via Zoom on March 14, 2022 at 9:30 am., and appoints
as proxy holder of the member. (Please write the name of the person
to whom you wish to assign your proxy and provide the proxy to that person so it can be used at the
meeting. Your proxy may only be assigned to a member of your immediate family, a tenant of the
unit’s owner who resides in the condominium hotel, another unit owner, or the hotel unit owner. If
your unit is owned by more than one person, each owner of the unit may vote or register protest to
the casting of votes by the other owners of the unit through an executed proxy.) By this proxy, the
proxy holder shall have the power of substitution and revocation and power to use this proxy and
otherwise represent the member at said meeting and any adjournment thereof in the same manner set out
below. Any act the proxy holder shall take pursuant to this proxy shall have the same effect as if the
member were present and so acting. This proxy shall be used for the purpose of establishing a quorum. In
addition, in regard to voting on the matters specifically set forth below or on other matters not set forth
below which may come before the meeting, the proxy holder is to use this proxy as follows:

The proxy holder is hereby instructed to:(check only one)

() ABSTAIN FROM VOTING
() VOTE AND CAST THE MEMBER'’S VOTE AS FOLLOWS:
1. Should the condominium hotel be terminated? If the hotel unit owner and at least eighty

percent (80%) of the owners of units at the Condominium Hotel entitled to vote, vote yes,
the condominium hotel shall be terminated.

YES " NO

2. Upon termination of the condominium hotel, should the Declaration of Covenants,
Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at
Grand Sierra Resort recorded December 15, 2006 as Document No. 3475705, Official
records Washoe County, Nevada and all amendments thereto, including but not limited to
the Seventh Amendment to Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions,
Restrictions and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort and the
Ninth Amendment to Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions
and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort (collectively
“Declaration”) be terminated? If the hotel unit owner and at least eighty percent (80%) of
the owners entitled to vote, vote yes, the Declaration shall be terminated.

YES NO

Page 1of2
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3. Upon termination of the hotel condominium, should six-hundred and seventy Hotel Units
together with an undivided interest in the Common Elements appurtenant and non-
severable to each Unit as set forth and defined in the Declaration of Covenants,
Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at
Grand Sierra Resort recorded December 15, 2006 as Document No. 3475705, Official
records Washoe County, Nevada and amendments thereto, the Shared Facilities Unit and
all other property incident to the hotel be sold at fair market value, as determined by an
independent appraiser and as detailed in the sales contract attached to this proxy? If the
hotel unit owner and at least eighty percent (80%) of the owners entitled to vote, vote yes,
the sale is approved. Upon the sale of the units, the Association will be terminated
pursuant to applicable law as required,

YES NOC

4. Upon termination of the hotel Condominium, should the Association be terminated? If
the hotel unit owner and at least eighty percent (80%) of the owners entitled to vote, vote
yes, the Association shall be terminated.

YES NO

The Special Membership Meeting may be adjourned or continued from time to time to
allow the Members to cast their votes. The ballots and proxies returned for the March 14, 2022
Special Membership Meeting will be considered valid at any adjourned or continued meetings.

Member’s Signature Date Member’s Signature Date

Mailing Address Mailing Address

Property Address in Association if Different from Mailing Address

Page 2 of 2
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ABRAN VIGIL, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7548

ANN HALL, EsQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5447

DAVID C. MCELHINNEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 0033
MERUELO GROUP, LLC

Legal Services Department

5% Floor Executive Offices

2535 Las Vegas Boulevard South
Las Vegas, NV 89109

Tel: (562) 454-9786
abran.vigil@meruelogroup.com
ann.hall@meruelogroup.com
david.mcelhinney@meruelogroup.com

Attorneys for Defendants MEI-GSR Holdings,
LLC, AM-GSR Holdings, LLC, and GAGE
VILLAGE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT,
LLC

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, et. al.,
Plaintiff{(s),
v.

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, AM-GSR
Holdings, LLC., a Nevada Limited Liability
Company, GRAND SIERRA RESORT UNIT
OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION, a Nevada
Nonprofit Corporation, GAGE VILLAGE
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC., a

Nevada Limited Liability Company, and DOES

I-X inclusive,

Defendant(s).

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF DECEMBER 5, 2022 ORDER

FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-12-05 02:30:10 PM
Alicia L. Lerud
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9392740

Case No. CV12-02222

Dept. No.: 10

Defendants, MEI-GSR, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; GAGE VILLAGE
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company’ and, AM-GSR
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HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company (hereinafter referred to as
“Defendants”), by and through their counsel, David C. McElhinney, Associate General Counsel
with the Meruelo Group gives notice that on December 5th, 2022 the Court issued its Order
addressing and ruling upon Plaintiffs” Application for Temporary Restraining Order, and Motion

for Preliminary Injunction, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.

AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the social
security number of any person.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this December 5, 2022.

[s/ David C. McElhinney, Esq.
ABRAN VIGIL, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7548

ANN HALL, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5447

DAvVID C. MCELHINNEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 0033
MERUELO GROUP, LLC
Legal Services Department
5" Floor Executive Offices
2535 Las Vegas Boulevard South
Las Vegas, NV 89109
Attorneys for Defendants
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am employed in County of Clark, State of Nevada

and, on this date, December 5, 2022 I deposited for mailing with the United States Postal Service,

and served by electronic mail, a true copy of the attached document addressed to:

G. David Robertson, Esq., SBN 1001
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq., SBN 7093
Briana N. Collings, Esq. SBN 14694
ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER &
WILLIAMSON

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501

Tel: (775) 329-5600
jon@nvlawyers.com
jarrad@nvlawyers.com
briana@nvlawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. SBN 0950
LEMONS, GRUNDY, & EISENBERG
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor

Reno, Nevada 89519

Attorney for Plaintiffs

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq., SBN 780
Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. SBN 8661
ROBISON, SHARP, SULLIVAN & BRUST
71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Tel: (775) 329-3151

Tel: (775) 329-7169
dsharp@rssblaw.com
ssharp@rssblaw.com

Attorneys for the Receiver

Richard M. Teichner

Daniel F Polsenberg, Esq., SBN 2376
Jennifer K Hostetler, Esq. SBN 11994
Dale Kotchka-Alanes, Esq., SBN 13168
LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE
LLP

3993 Howard Hughes Parkway, Suite 600
Las Vegas, NV 89169

Tel: (702) 949-8200
jhostetler@lewisroca.com
dpolsenberg@lewisroca.com
mkotchkaalanes@lewisroca.com

Further, I certify that on the December 5, 2022, I electronically filed the foregoing with the

Clerk of the Court electronic filing system, which will send notice of electronic filings to all

persons registered to receive electronic service via the Court’s electronic filing and service system.

DATED this December 5, 2022

Iliana Godoy
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

1. December 5™, 2022 Order addressing Plaintiffs’ Application for Temporary
Restraining Order, and Motion for Preliminary Injunction.............cccceeveveienenns 4-13 pp.
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FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-12-05 02:30:10 PM
Alicia L. Lerud
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9392740

Exhibit 1
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CVi12-

2022-12-05 (

" Alicia L

Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) Clerk of t

St. District Court Judge Transaction
PO Box 35054

Las Vegas, NV 89133

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, et. al, g ORDER
Ll g Caseit: CV12-02222
b ; Dept. 10 (Senior]udge)
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada )
Limited Liability Company, et al 3
Defendant. %
)
)
)
)

Pursuant to WDCR 12(5) the Coutt after a review of the briefing, exhibits, declarations,' transcripts
and related documents and being fully informed rules on the APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER, AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION (‘the
Injunctive Relief Motion”) related to a meeting noticed by Defendants for March 14, 2022 to hold a
vote on whether the Grand Sietra Resort Unit Owners Association (“GSRUOA”) should be
dissolved.

The Court makes the following factual findings:

! The declarations considered include those filed on Match 28, 2022 after the March 25, 2022 hearing.

ORDER - 1

ED

nically
02222
7:57:17 AM

Lerud

he Court
# 9391147
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The Court makes the following legal conclusions:

After balancing the interests of the parties and in evaluating the legal issues, the Court concludes
that Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable injury if no reliefis granted. The Court has fashioned a remedy
that balances the rights of both parties in this matter.

The Court concludes the Plaintiffs will not suffer irreparable harm if the statutory process under
NRS 116.2118 et seq. along with Court supervision as outlined herein is followed.

The Court concludes Defendants property interest are protected by issuance of this relief.
Therefore, the Court issues the following Orders:

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Grand Sierra unit owners are allowed to proceed with
their vote to terminate the GSRUOA and election to sell the Property as a whole.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that prior to a sale of the Property as a whole, the Court shall enter
an Order on motion to terminate and or modify the Receivership that addresses the issues of
payment to the Receiver and his counsel, the scope of the wind up process of the GSRUOA to be
overseen by the Receiver, as well as the responsibility for any amounts which are awarded as a result
of the pending Applications for OSC.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no sale of the units at GSRUOA or the property rights related to
the GSRUOA and the units which currently compose GSRUOA shall occur until further order of
this Court which includes a process for the resolution of any retained claims by Plaintiffs and
procedure for the determination of fair market value of Plaintiffs’ units under NRS 116.2118 et seq.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Court shall provide supervision of the appraisal process of
the units in order to assure that Plaintiffs are provided an opportunity to submit their own appraisal
of their respective units for consideration and determination of the fair market value of the units and

their allocated interests.

ORDER -7
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | am an employee of THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT;

that on the 5th day of December, 2022, | electronically filed the foregoing with the

Clerk of the Court system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

DALE KOTCHKA-ALANES
DANIEL POLSENBERG, ESQ.
DAVID MCELHINNEY, ESQ.
BRIANA COLLINGS, ESQ.
ABRAN VIGIL, ESQ.
JONATHAN TEW, ESQ.
JARRAD MILLER, ESQ.
TODD ALEXANDER, ESQ.

F. SHARP, ESQ.

STEPHANIE SHARP, ESQ.

G. DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ.
ROBERT EISENBERG, ESQ.
JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ.
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, et. al.,
Plaintiff(s),
V.

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, AM-GSR
Holdings, LLC., a Nevada Limited Liability
Company, GRAND SIERRA RESORT UNIT
OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION, a Nevada
Nonprofit Corporation, GAGE VILLAGE
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC., a
Nevada Limited Liability Company, and DOES
I-X inclusive,

Defendant(s).

ORDER APPROVING PARTIES STIPULATION

FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-02-07 01:48:26 PN
Alicia L. Lerud
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9497069

Case No. CV12-02222

Dept. No.: 10

The Court having received and reviewed the Stipulation signed by attorneys for Plaintiffs
and Defendants and Exhibit 1 attached thereto and the same having been filed with the Court on

February 6, 2023, (“Stipulation”) and good cause appearing,
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IT IS ORDERED that the Receiver shall execute the “certification” of the Agreement to

Terminate, a true and correct copy of which is attached to the Stipulation as Exhibit 1.

Submitted by:

ABRAN VIGIL, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 7548

ANN HALL, ESQ.

Nevada Bar No. 5447

DAvID C. MCELHINNEY, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 0033
MERUELO GROUP, LLC
Attorneys for Defendants
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC,
AM-GSR Holdings, LLC, and
GAGE VILLAGE
COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT, LLC

Dated this l day of February, 2023.

\~4

HonMlizabet

Sr. District Cou
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

February 6, 2023 Signed and Filed Stipulation.............................
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FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-02-06 01:32:45 PM
Alicia L. Lerud
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9494287
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6th
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am employed in County of Clark, State of Nevada
and, on this date, February 6, 2023 I deposited for mailing with the United States Postal Service,

and served by electronic mail, a true copy of the attached document addressed to:

G. David Robertson, Esq., SBN 1001
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq., SBN 7093
Briana N. Collings, Esq. SBN 14694
ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER &
WILLIAMSON

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600
Reno, Nevada 89501

Tel: (775) 329-5600
jarrad@nvlawyers.com
briana@nvlawyers.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. SBN 0950
LEMONS, GRUNDY, & EISENBERG
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor

Reno, Nevada 89519

Attorney for Plaintiffs

Further, I certify that on the February 6, 2023, I electronically filed the foregoing with the
Clerk of the Court electronic filing system, which will send notice of electronic filings to all

persons registered to receive electronic service via the Court’s electronic filing and service system.

DATED this February 6, 2023

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq., SBN 780
Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. SBN 8661
ROBISON, SHARP, SULLIVAN & BRUST
71 Washington Street

Reno, Nevada 89503

Tel: (775) 329-3151

Tel: (775) 329-7169
dsharp@rssblaw.com
ssharp@rssblaw.com

Attorneys for the Receiver

Richard M. Teichner

Jordan T. Smith, Esq.

Pisanelli Bice PLLC

400 South 7th Street, Suite 300
Las Vegas, NV 89101

[liana Godoy
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS

1. Agreement to Terminate Condominium Hotel, Condominium Hotel Association, and

Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation of Easements..

6-17 pp.
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Exhibit 1

FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-02-06 01:32:45 PM
Alicia L. Lerud
Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9494287
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APNS: 012-211-24; 012-211-28; 012-211-36;
012-491-01; 012-491-02; 012-491-04;
012-491-05; 012-491-08; 012-491-12;
012-491-13; 012-492-01 through 012-492-06;
012-492-08; 012-492-08; 012-492-14 through
012-492-16; 012-492-18; 012-493-01; 012-493-02;
012-493-04 through 012-493-06

When recorded please mail to:

Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners Association
c/o Associa Sierra North

10509 Professional Circle #200

Reno, NV 89521

The undersigned hereby affirms that this document,
including any exhibits, submitted for recording does not
contain the social security number of any person or
persons. (Per NRS 239B.030)

AGREEMENT TO TERMINATE CONDOMINIUM HOTEL, CONDOMINIUM HOTEL
ASSOCIATION, AND DECLARATION OF COVENANTS, CONDITIONS,
RESTRICTIONS AND RESERVATION OF EASEMENTS

Condominium Hotel : Hotel-Condominiums At Grand Sierra Resort
Association . Grand Sierra Resort Unit — Owner’s Association
Declaration . Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions and Reservation

of Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort
recorded December 15, 2006 as Document No. 3475705, Official
records Washoe County, Nevada and all amendments thereto,
including but not limited to the Seventh Amendment to
Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions
and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort
recorded June 27, 2007 as Document No. 3548504 and the Ninth
Amendment to Condominium Declaration of Covenants, Conditions,
Restrictions and Easements for Hotel-Condominiums at Grand Sierra
Resort re-recorded November 30, 2021 as Document No. 5253317.

Real Property : The legal description is included in Exhibit A attached hereto. This
legal description is Exhibit A from the Declaration.

The undersigned Hotel Unit Owner and the owners of units at the Condominium Hotel

representing at least eighty percent (80%) of the votes in the Association defined above (the “80%
Units’ Owners”) hereby agree as follows:
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1. Termination of Condominium Hotel. At a meeting conducted by the
Association on January 18, 2023 (the “Meeting’), Hotel Unit Owner and 80% Units’ Owners
approved the termination of the Condominium Hotel. The Condominium Hotel is terminated
effective upon the filing of this Agreement in the records of the Office of the County Recorder of
Washoe County, State of Nevada.

2. Sale of Common FElements, Shared Components, and Units. Following
termination of the Condominium Hotel, all of the common elements, shared components, and units
of the Condominium Hotel shall be sold pursuant to the terms of a subsequently drafted Agreement
for Sale of Condominium Hotel Interests and further Court Order from the Second Judicial District
Court of the State of Nevada in and for the County of Washoe in Case No. CV12-02222
(“Receivership Action”). Pursuant to NRS 116.2118(5), approval of the yet to be drafted
Agreement for Sale of Condominium Hotel Interests must take place at a meeting and receive
approval from the Hotel Unit Owner and 80% of the Units’ Owners and be approved by the Court
in the Receivership Action.

3. Approval of Sale of Real Estate. At the Meeting, Hotel Unit Owner and 80%
Units Owners authorized the Association controlled by the Receiver appointed in the
Receivership Action, on behalf of the Units” Owners, to contract for the sale of real estate owned
by the Units’ Owners in the Condominium Hotel. For all real estate to be sold following
termination, title to that real estate, upon execution of this termination agreement, vests in the
Association with the Receiver as trustees for the holders of all interests in the units. And as long
as the Association hold title to the real estate, each of the Unit’s Owners shall have a right of
occupancy as provided in the Declaration and during that period of occupancy, each of the Units’
Owners shall remain liable for all assessments, shared expenses and other obligations imposed on
Units’ Owners by applicable Nevada law or the Declaration.

4. Termination of Association. At the Meeting, Hotel Unit Owner and 80% of
Units” Owners approved the termination of the Association. The Association defined above now
has all powers necessary and appropriate to affect the sale. Until the sale has been concluded and
the proceeds thereof distributed upon Court approval in the Receivership Action, the Association
continues in existence with all powers it had before termination under the receivership. Upon
execution of the sale documents and distribution of the proceeds and an order issued in the
Receivership Action the Association will be terminated.

5. Termination of Declaration. The Declaration is terminated effective upon the
filing of this Agreement in the records of the Office of the County Recorder of Washoe County,
State of Nevada unless otherwise ordered by the Court in the Receivership Action, or the
Association is terminated in accordance with paragraph 4 herein. A Rescission and Notice of
Termination of the Declaration shall also be recorded on or before the date identified in Section 8
below.

6. Severability. If any provision of this Agreement is held to be invalid or
unenforceable to any extent, the invalidity or unenforceability of that provision shall not affect any
other provision of this Agreement so long as the essential terms of the transactions contemplated

2
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by this Agreement remain enforceable or otherwise ordered in the Receivership Action. The
stricken provision or part shall be replaced, to the extent possible, with a legal, enforceable, and
valid provision that is as similar in tenor to the stricken provision or part as is legally possible so
as to effect the original intent of the parties as closely as possible. If modifying or disregarding the
unenforceable provision would result in failure of an essential purpose of this Agreement, the
entire Agreement is to be held unenforceable.

7. Compliance. To the extent that any provisions of this Agreement, should be
deleted, modified, or amended in order to comply with the provisions of the Declaration or Nevada
Revised Statutes, those provisions shall be deleted, modified, or amended accordingly in a self-
executing manner to the same extent necessary to achieve compliance and achieve the essential
purposes of this Agreement unless otherwise ordered in the Receivership Action. All other terms
of this Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.

8. Effectiveness of Agreement. This Agreement will be void unless it is recorded
on or before December 1, 2050.

9. General Provisions. This Agreement may be executed in counterparts and may
be further altered by Court Order.

[End of Page — Signatures Follow]
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EXECUTION

The parties executed this Agreement as of the date first written above.

HOTEL UNIT OWNER: 80% of UNITS’ OWNERS:
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, AM-GSR HOLDINGS LLC
a Nevada limited liability company a Nevada limited liability company
By: By:

Alex Meruelo Alex Meruelo

Manager Manager

GAGE VILLAGE COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a California
limited liability company

By:

Alex Meruelo
Manager

CERTIFICATION ON NEXT PAGE
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Certification

The undersigned, hereby certifies, under penalty of perjury, that this Agreement to
Terminate (a) was provided to its members for action and that at least eighty percent (80%) voted
in favor of termination of the Association and termination of the Declaration; (b) that the
affirmative action was taken by those members whose votes are recorded in the official records of
the Association, and (c) that such affirmative vote conforms with the requirements found in the
Declaration.

ASSOCIATION:

Grand Sierra Resort Unit-Owners Association, A
Nevada Nonprofit Corporation

B Richard M. Teichner, Receiver
STATE OF NEVADA )
COUNTY OF %
This instrument was acknowledged before me on , 2023, by Alex

Meruelo as Manager of MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, as manager
of AM-GSR HOLDINGS LLC, a Nevada limited liability company, and as manager of GAGE
VILLAGE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a California limited liability company

Notary Public
STATE OF NEVADA )
)
COUNTY OF WASHOE )
This instrument was acknowledged before me on , 2023, by

as Receiver of Grand Sierra Resort Unit-Owners Association, a Nevada nonprofit

corporation.

Notary Public
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EXHIBIT A

Legal Description

The land referred to herein ls sltuated in the State of Nevada,

County of, deddribed ag follows:

PARCEL 11t

all that cerkain lot, pisce or parcsl of land gltuated in
the ity of Renc, County of Washoe, State of Wevada,
Bectlon Saven (7), Towanship Ninekeen (19} Worth, Renge
Iwenty (20} Bast, M.D.M.:

BEGINNING at the Northwast corner of Parcel Map No. 340,
reoorded Novewber 10, 1876, O0fficial Becordp, Washoe County,
Hevada, sald POINT OF PEGINNING being further described as
lying oen the Scutherly right of way of Glendale Avenua;

TEENCE Horth 88°LE 47" Bast alang sald doutherly right of
wily 347.44 feot to a fouhd 578" rabar with cap, stamped
ngummit Engineerg ELE 4737", 2aid point aleo heing tha
Hortheast corner of Faxcel 1 of Parcel Map 338, regoxded
Hovember 10, 1876, 0ffigial Records, Waghos County, Wevada;

THENCE South 00°06°54" East along the East line of sgaid
Parocel 1, 3 disptance of 208,59 feat;

THENCS Scouth 29°E3706F Wepl, 174.30 foob;

THENCE Sovth 00°0Q5'%4" East, 158.86 fest Lo the South line
¢f eald barcel 2:

THEROE Ro-th 89°23754" Wesit along said South line, a
distance of 172.31 feect bo a Zound 5/8" rebaw, being the
Bonthweet corper of said Parael E;

THENCE Nozth 00°05°36% East along the Wegt line of Parocel 1,
a distence of 395.44 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING,

Jaid parcel is als¢ shown as Adjusted Parcel 2 on Recoxrd of

LPN: 012-211-24,

PARCEL Ll-RA;

A pon-exclugive esmgement far the right. privilege and aswuthority

Continued on npexk page
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for the purpose only of iagress amdé egreas of wvehleles and/or
peroons in, upon end over the coadway and cuts. located on the
iland and premlses, aituated in the County of Washoe, Btaote of
levada, degoeribed az follows:

The followirny describes a paroel of ground locmrted within
tha south 1/2 of Seatlon 7, Fownehip 1% North, Range 20
Baok, M.D,B.&M., County of Washeoe, Btate of Hevaeda, and
being more partisularly degeribed ap follows:

BEFINNING at the Hortheast gorner of Parcel B, as phown on
Parcel Hap Wo. 227, £iled in the offlea of the Warhoe
Counby Recorder en the 268th day of February, 1876, File Mo,
397935; thence South 89°23754% Bapr, 51.51 feet;

THENCE North 89°52°06" East, 10.00 fest to the Erue point
of beginning; thence North 0°06¢54" Weat, 29.91 fect.
thence 15.71 fest en the ar¢ of a tangent curve to ths
left, haviag a zadiog of 10.00 feat and a oentral angle of
20°00' 0"y themoe Worth 0°06§/54" West, £0.00 feek; thenocs
15.71 £est on the src of a curve to the lgft wiecse fangent
bears Morth 89°953'06" Eagt, baving a rading of 10,00 feet
and a central anagle of %0°C0°00"; thence Werth (0'05754v

+ Wesmt, B0.00 feet; thence 1E.71 feat on the are of a tangent
aurva te the left, having a radias of 10.00 feet and =
cenkral angle of 20°00°00%;

TREECE ¥orth 0°067 54" Wepk, 60.00 f£eet; thende 15.71 fset

on the are of a curve ko the left, whoese tangent beare
Woxkth B5°53/068" Bapt, having 2 radius of 10.00 fest gnd a
cental angle <f 90°00700"; thenee MNorth 07°06'L54" West, 50.00
feek;

THENCE 15.85 feet on the arc of a tangamk curve to the
right, having o radius of 5.72 Eect ond @ cenbral angle of
91%377 18" ko a point on the Seutherly right of way of
Glendale Avenue; therce along gald Southerly right of way
line Noxrth 88°15'47" Bast, 69.74 feet; thence daparting
said Southezrly right of way line, 15.42 faest on the are of
i curve to The right, whose tangent bears South BE°15747¢
Weet, having a radius of 10.00 fest and z central angle of
8R922741"; thance Houth 0°06:54" East, 246L.61 feet; thenca
South £9'83'06" Weot, BO.00 feet to the true pnint of
b&gtﬁning

Continuad on next page
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EXCEFT =1l that portion of sald ecasement lylng within the
bereinmabove described Parcal 1.

Document Number 2222338 iz provided pursuant to the
recuirements of Bactdon 1. HEE 111.312

PARCEL: 2:

A perticon of the North Half (M 1/2) of fection 18, Townshiy

13 North, Rangs 20 Bast, M,D.M., Wore particularly dascribad
ap foliows: '

COMMENCING at the Ssction cozner common to Sectioms 7, &,
17 and 18, Toevmship 19 Worih, Ranga 20 Hast, H.D.MH. and
proceeding Scuth 10°25°59" East, a digtance of 99,98 fest
te & 1/2 inch diameter pim, said pin beinyg at the Northeant
poynar of that land cdonveyad from Matlay., st al, to Lee
Brothers, in a deed recorded as Dotument MNo. 306895 of the
0fflaisl Records of Washoe County, Nevada; thesnee North
8500 20" Wast, along the Horthorly line of said Paresl, a2
digstance of §G63.20 feet to a 172 inch diametar iren ping
Lhenee South 00°55'40" Wepl, a distanae of 187.77 feat to a
1/2 inch dismeter lron pin; thence Woxth $4°315'28" Wesk, a
digtance of 24,44 feet ko the TRUE POXNT OF BEQINNING;
khence Noxrth R&"35728" West, a distance of 2311.51 faabj;
thence South 0O*h4'53" Weat, a distance of 370.06 feet to a
galvanizned steel fence post; themoe North %54°40°01" West, a
distanus of 335.84 feer te a point oo the Southerly right
of way lime of Greg 2treet; thence along the Scuthaerly right
of way lire of Greg Ebresk the following four (4) coursed
and distances: 1] Horkth 4755837 Ba=zt, n dlistance of
233,03 feet; 2) from 2 tangent which bears the last pamed
corree, altong a eireular curve to the right with a radius of
TED.00 faet and a central angle of 12923743", an ave lengbh
of 257.27 faest to a point of compound curvature; 3) along
2aid compound circular eurve to the right with a zadins of
25,00 feet and central angle of B3I°64713%, an are length of
G5.30 feet; 4) South 28°43'2R" Hast - distance of 134.37
feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINMING, all as shown and sat
forth on that certain Record of Burvey for MEM GRAND, Tiled
in the sffice of tha County Recowxder of Washoe County,
Hevada, on November 24, 18081, as File No. 768244,

APN: 019-231-39

Continuzd on next page
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Dosumant Nunbher 2222339 is provided pursuant to the
requirements of Secgbtion L. MRS 111,312

PARCEL 3«

A parcel of land situate in Bectlone 7 & 18, Township 18
North, Range 20 Bast, M.D.M., Reno, Washca County, KRevada,
and more particularly desaribed as follows:

Baginning at the interssction of the Northesrly line of Mill
Btreet with the Basterly lina of U.BE, Highway 328 az ghown
on Regord of Survey Dap Humber 1518, Pile fHuwmber 768946 of
the Offivial Regords of Waphee County, Hevada, from which
‘the Mortheast cerner of snid Seckicn 1E bears North
Bo%22706" Hast a diptance of 3260.12 feat;
thence along the Easterly line of Interstate 580 the
following elght {8} ooursas and distancesy 1) North
058°34752" Wast, a distance of 352,44 feet; Z) Horth
03¢28-05" Wart, a digtance of 445.16 fest: 3) Horth
D122 55" Want, a distance of 498,41 fest; 4) Rorth
01°24° 03" Weet, a digtanoce of 434,30 feat; 5) from a tangent
which banrs Forth 01°25723" Weat, alang = cirenlar curve to
the right with a radius of 853,06 feet and a central angle
of 36°Q08739%, an arc leangth of 541.54 fect; 6) from an
tangent whioch beare North 34°44716% Egaat along a circular
curve to the left with a radius of 300.00 feet and a centyal
angle of 268"Z8'0QEBY, an arc length of 447.1% feet; 7) Y¥orcth
06°167 08" Hept a distance of 117.19% feet; 8) frem a tangene
which bearz the last named couree, along a clroular curva
o the right with g radiuvue of 61.15 faet and a central
angle of 83°37748", zn arc length of 89.26 feet to a point
oy ths Southerly line of Glandals Avenus; thence along the
Seutherly line of Glendale Avepue the f£ollowing four (4)
gonrges and distances; 1) Yerth BO°EI*ETY Eaat, a distance
of 196.41 feet; 2) FNorth 00°06'21v Bast, a distsnce of 4,00
Fesb; 3) Hortk 89°53'57" Bagt, a digtange of 11.17 feset: 4)
Nozkh BE°16707" Baet, a distance i B0.83 faebt to & point
on the Westerly line ¢f Watpon and Mechan (orporaticn
Propaxrty, sald point being the HNortheaeferly corner of
Parasl No. 1, as shown on the Parcel Map Mo, 340, £iled in
the Dffice of Washoe County Recorder on November 14, 1276
File Mo. 434453; thence mloeng the Westerly, Socutherly, and
Baaterly lines af zald Wateorn and Meshan Corporaticn
Property tha following thres (3) dourges and distahves: 1)
gouth 00°05'56" West, a distmnce of 355.44 feet; 2) South
Continued on next page
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845°23'34" Hagt, a distance of 348.62 feel) 1) Noxth
00°06"34™ Weat, a distance of 369,63 feet Lo - point on the
goukherly right of line of Glendale Avenue, said point
being the Northeaaterly corner of Parcel He, 1, as shown on
the Parcel Map No. 338, filed in the Office of Washoe
Coumkty Reocrder on November 14, 1976, File Ho. 434451,
thence Worth 88°16'07" Eapst, along tha Southerly right of
way lime of @lendale Avenus, a distance of 156.65 feet)
thenoce South 03°12706" East a distance of 4.24 faet to thke
Hartheast corner ¢f a concrebe hlock wall, thenge Boubh
0212 06" Emat, along Hastexrly face of aaid block wall, a
distance of 13.05 feet bo an angla point in said bleck
wall; themee Nerih BS87(06'20" Bast, along the Northerly
lipa of said block wall, a distance of 51.31 fmet bo a chain
link fencer thenos along aald chain link fenece the
followlng saeventeen (17} courases and diatances; 1) Eouth
BE"LL1EY Eamt, a disgtance of 10.04 feet; 2} Somnth 76%03rl2v
Bapt, a distance of 10.54 feet; 3) South 70°04724" Haat, a
diestagce of 3.08 feet; 4) douth B5%48/547% BEaat, a dlstance
of 10,33 feek; 5) South 52°50'24" Bapt, z distance of 49,76
faat; 6) EPouth 49°03732v Bagt, a disgtance of 10.57 fesk; 7)
Saouth 3E°43747" East, a distance of 79.53 fest; 8} Bouth
4iea2711® Bagt, diatance of [0.14 feet; ) Scouth
48°20° 20" East, distance of 10.07 feat; 10} South
4050 Ean Eanmk, dietande of 10.04 Fest, 11} Semch
597441 13" Eagt, distance of 35,96 feat; 12) South
50°ZL" 10" East, distarce of 10.37 feet; 13) Bouth
19507 28" Eamk, distance of 10.12 feet; 14) South
31°57747" Bast, dletanca of 105.60 feet; 16) South
40°08' 38" Eamt, distance aof TE.E2 feet; 16) Scuth
34¢19710® Eagt, distance of 165.32 feabt; 17) Bouth
L4°=17* 587 Eagt, distange of 279.78 fealt; thenoe along a
line that ie more cr lesp coincident with gald chain iink
fence the following fifteen (15) courses aund diphanoea: 1)
Bouthk 06°44718" East, a distance oi 109.3§ fest; 2) Houth
C5"16713" Hapt, n digtance of 158.53 feetb; 3) Socuth
27°577 06" Bast, a distance of 129.07 fasnt; &) Boukh
473°18746™ ZBasl, a distance of 22L.10 fect; 5) South
44°58 46" Eapt, a distanoe of 133.07 feet; &) South 38°2'46%
Ragt, a distance of §4.06 fast; 7) fHoukh 47°15'55% Raat, =
diatance of 107.92 feat; 8) South 50°50'5%" Eagt. a
Histancs of 489.05 feet: 9 Houth 55°41' 02" Bast, & dletance
wf 45.51 fest; 10) Houth 46*38°29" Basgt, a distance of 38.99
femt; 11} South £3953°42% Bast & digtance of 151.28 fest;
13) Bouth 52°31'06" Easgt, a distandge of 151.08 fast; 13)
Continued opn next pags
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North 78°53:28" Bast, a distasve of 75.55 feesl; 1l4) South
Fir46740" Hast, a distance of 132.04 feet; 1E) South
§4°35720" Eaat, a distance of 98.69 faek to & point on the
Noxrtherly right of way line of Greg Street; thence along
 the Fortherly rtight of way line of Greg Btreef the
following ten {i0)} cocurses and disbances: 1) South
20*40'40" Weet, & distancos of 284.78 femet; 2} Exom a
tangent which beara Bouth 47°4B8/18" West, along a clrcular
ourve to the right with a rediusg of 750.00 fest and a;
cenkral angle of 27°10738Y, and axc langth of 155,75 feet)
2} Soath 74958'57" ek, a distance of 120.67 fest: 4)

- from a tangent which besys the lagt pamed course, alcng a
cireuvlar curve to the ryight with a radius of 36.00 fset an
a central angle of 21°497¢7", an arc langth of 20.00 feet
te a point of compound curveture; 5) along faid compound

~odxenlar curve to the richt with a zadiug of 116.C0 feet

and & central aagle of 32°40'1%*, en arc leagth of 66.14
fewabt; 6) South 7L°14717" West, a diastance of 50,82 feet; 7)
Bouth 11Y03°06? Fast, a distancs of 2,54 [eet; 8) from a
tangent which bears the last named courae, along a ciroular
curve o the wiiht with a radiue of 36.00 fest and a eepbral
angle of 769267017, an arc lensth of 48,02 feet to a point
of raverde curvabture: 9) aleng sald reverse sizaclazr sucve
to tha laft with o rading of 604.00 feet and a adentral
angle of 17°23'58", an arc length of 1B3.42 faat: 10} South
47°58'57" Ragk, a dlstancs of 824.81 feek te the Moskheasat
corasr of parcel conveyed to Brunc Pemna, et al, xrecorded
aa pooument No, B3B99, Offigial Redords of Warhoce Cowmby,
fevadar thenoe North 63°46*YETY Wast along the Noxtherly
lime of Zaid Benna Parcel, & diptance of 1099.66 feset wo the
Hortheasterly cornax of Pareel B as ghown on Parcel Map Mo,
341, Zdled in the offige of Waghoe County zecorded on
Hovanmber L0, 1976, File Mo. 434454, thence Soukh Z£°137030
Wast, along the Eastexrly line of eaid Pareal B, a digtance
of 256,37 feet; thence South L8°4&757" Haat avd diatanas of
28.2Z8 feest Lo a point on the Hortheriy right of way line of
Mi1ll Sereet; thence Hoxth 63944752n Wegk, aleng said
Hortherly right of way line, a diptance of 80.00 feek; ,
thence Forth 26°13703" East, a distsnce of 286.32 feet to
tha Northerly line of gaid Beonne Poroel; thence from a
tengent which beaxs Forth $3°42705" Bast, wlenyg & clrcularx
cuzve o the Lleit with a radius of BE.58 Zeai and a gentral
angie of J1°3LFA8Y &an arc length of 123,19 feet; thenve
MHorth 77°48°23" Weset a diatance of 234.00 feety thence
Bouth 26°13703" West a distance of 180.15 foet to the

Continuved on next page
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Northerly line of Mill Street; thence Horth 63°44-52M
Wemt, aluvng the Northerly line of ¥ill Btreet, a distance
of 208.34 foet to the Point of Peginning.

gaid land ip shown and delineated as Parcel A on Reoord of
Survey Map ¥o. 3804, recorded June 23, 2000 as Documsnkt NHo.
2458502, Officlal Records.

BASIE OF BEARIGS: Recorded of Purvey ¥Map Xumbar 2775, File
Ho. 1834848 of the Official Records of Washos Councy,
Wevada; HAD 23, Mevada Wepk Zone.

APN: 012-211-26

Docunment Numbar 2458501 ia provided pureswant to the
requirements of Sectiocn 1, NRE 111.312
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EXHIBIT G



PISANELLI BICE
400 SOUTH 7TH STREET, SUITE 300

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101
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Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097
JTS(@pisanellibice.com

PISANELLI BICE PLLC

400 South 7th Street, Suite 300

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Telephone: 702.214.2100

Facsimile: 702.214.2101

Abran Vigil, Esq., Bar No. 7548
abran.vigil@meruelogroup.com

Ann Hall, Esq., Bar No. 5447
ann.hall@meruelogroup.com

David C. McElhinney, Esq., Bar No. 0033
david.mcelhinney@meruelogroup.com
MERUELO GROUP, LLC

Legal Services Department

5th Floor Executive Offices

2535 las Vegas Boulevard South

Las Vegas, NV 89109

Tel: (562) 454-9786

Attorneys for Defendants

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC;

Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC;
and AM-GSR Holdings, LLC

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; JANE
DUNLAP, individually; JOHN DUNLAP,
individually; BARRY HAY, individually;
MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER, as Trustee of
the MARIE-ANNIE ALEXANDER LIVING
TRUST; MELISSA VAGUJHELYI and
GEORGE VAGUJHELY]I, as Trustees of the
GEORGE VAGUJHELYI AND MELISSA
VAGUJHELYI 2001 FAMILY TRUST
AGREEMENT, U/T/A APRIL 13, 2001; D'
ARCY NUNN, individually; HENRY NUNN,
individually; MADELYN VAN DER BOKKE,
individually; LEE VAN DER BOKKE,
individually; DONALD SCHREIFELS,
individually; ROBERT R. PEDERSON,
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON
1990 TRUST; LOU ANN PEDERSON,
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON
1990 TRUST; LORI ORDOVER, individually;
WILLIAM A. HENDERSON, individually;
CHRISTINE E. HENDERSON, individually;
LOREN D. PARKER, individually; SUZANNE
C. PARKER, individually; MICHAEL IZADY,
individually; STEVEN TAKAKI, individually:

FILED
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-02-02 03:33:41 PN
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 9489974

Case No.: CV12-0222
Dept. No.: 10 (Senior Judge)

FINAL JUDGMENT

=
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PISANELLI BICE
400 SOUTH 7TH STREET, SUITE 300

LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89101
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FARAD TORABKHAN, individually; SAHAR
TAVAKOL, individually; M&Y HOLDINGS,
LLC; JL&YL HOLDINGS, LLC; SANDI
RAINES, individually; R. RAGHURAM,
individually; USHA RAGHURAM,
individually; LORI K. TOKUTOMI,
individually; GARRET TOM, individually;
ANITA TOM, individually; RAMON
FADRILAN, individually; FAYE FADRILAN,
individually; PETER K. LEE and MONICA L.
LEE, as Trustees of the LEE FAMILY 2002
REVOCABLE TRUST; DOMINIC YIN,
individually; ELIAS SHAMIEH, individually;
JEFFREY QUINN individually; BARBARA
ROSE QUINN individually; KENNETH
RICHE, individually; MAXINE RICHE,
individually; NORMAN CHANDLER,
individually; BENTON WAN, individually;
TIMOTHY D. KAPLAN, individually;
SILKSCAPE INC.; PETER CHENG,
individually; ELISA CHENG, individually;
GREG A. CAMERON, individually; TMI
PROPERTY GROUP, LLC; RICHARD LUTZ,
individually; SANDRA LUTZ, individually;
MARY A. KOSSICK, individually; MELVIN
CHEAH, individually; DI SHEN, individually;
NADINE'S REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS,
LLC; AJIT GUPTA, individually; SEEMA
GUPTA, individually; FREDRICK FISH,
individually; LISA FISH, individually;
ROBERT A. WILLIAMS, individually;
JACQUELIN PHAM, individually; MAY ANN
HOM, as Trustee of the MAY ANN HOM
TRUST; MICHAEL HURLEY, individually;
DOMINIC YIN, individually; DUANE
WINDHORST, individually; MARILYN
WINDHORST, individually; VINOD BHAN,
individually; ANNE BHAN, individually; GUY
P. BROWNE, individually; GARTH A.
WILLIAMS, individually; PAMELA Y.
ARATANI, individually; DARLENE
LINDGREN, individually; LAVERNE
ROBERTS, individually; DOUG MECHAM,
individually; CHRISINE MECHAM,
individually; KWANGSOO SON, individually;
SOO YEUN MOON, individually; JOHNSON
AKINDODUNSE, individually; IRENE
WEISS, as Trustee of the WEISS FAMILY
TRUST; PRAVESH CHOPRA, individually;
TERRY POPE, individually; NANCY POPE,
individually; JAMES TAYLOR, individually;
RYAN TAYLOR, individually; KI HAM,
individually; YOUNG JA CHOI, individually;
SANG DAE SOHN, individually; KUK
HYUNG (CONNIE). individually: SANG
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(MIKE) YOO, individually; BRETT
MENMUIR, as Trustee of the CAYENNE
TRUST; WILLIAM MINER, JR., individually;
CHANH TRUONG, individually; ELIZABETH
ANDERS MECUA, individually; SHEPHERD
MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT BRUNNER,
individually; AMY BRUNNER, individually;
JEFF RIOPELLE, individually; PATRICIA M.
MOLL, individually; DANIEL MOLL,
individually; and DOE PLAINTIFFES 1
THROUGH 10, inclusive ,

Plaintiff(s),
V.

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada
Limited Liability Company, AM-GSR
HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability
Company, GRAND SIERRA RESORT UNIT
OWNERS' ASSOCIATION, a Nevada
Nonprofit Corporation, GAGE VILLAGE
COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC., a
Nevada Limited Liability Company, and DOES
I-X inclusive,

Defendant(s).

This matter having come before the Court for a default prove-up hearing from March 23,
2015 to March 25, 2015, with Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Judgment entered
October 9, 2015, and again before the Court on July 8, 2022 and July 18, 2022 on Plaintiffs’
November 6, 2015 Motion in Support of Punitive Damages Award, with an Order entered on
January 17, 2023,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that judgment is entered in favor of
Plaintiffs and against Defendants as follows:

1. Against MEI-GSR in the amount of $442,591.83 for underpaid revenues to Unit owners;

2. Against MEI-GSR in the amount of $4,152,669.13 for the rental of units of owners who
had no rental agreement;

3. Against MEI-GSR in the amount of $1,399,630.44 for discounting owner's rooms without
credits;

4. Against ME1-GSR in the amount of $31,269.44 for discounted rooms with credits;

5. Against MEI-GSR in the amount of $96,084.96 for "comp'd" or free rooms;

3
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15
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FIL

Electron
CVv12-(Q
2023-04-10 0
Alicia L.
Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) TraCr1|:z;lc(:tioc£r§r
St. District Court Judge
PO Box 35054

Las Vegas, NV 89133

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE

ALBERT THOMAS, et. al., ; ORDER
o )
Plaintiff, % Case#: CV12-02222
Ve % Dept. 10 (Senior Judge)
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC., 2 Nevada )
Limited Liability Company, et al %
) AMENDED FINAL JUDGMENT
Defendant. )
)
)
)
)

This matter having come before the Court for a default prove-up hearing from March 23, 2015 to
March 25, 2015, with Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Judgment entered October 9,
2015, and again before the Court on July 8, 2022 and July 18, 2022 on Plaintiffs’ November 6, 2015
Motion in Support of Punitive Damages Award, with an Order entered on January 17, 2023,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that judgment is entered in favor of Plaintiffs and
against Defendants as follows:

1.Against MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC (“MEI-GSR”) and AM-GSR Holdings, LLC (“AM-GSR”) in
the amount of $442,591.83 for underpaid revenues to Unit owners;

2.Against MEI-GSR, AM-GSR, and Gage Village Development, LLC in the amount of

$4,152,669.13 for the rental of units of owners who had no rental agreement;

ORDER - 1

FD

ically
2222
B:14:21 AM
Lerud

e Court
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3.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $1,399,630.44 for discounting owner’s rooms
without credits;

4.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $31,269.44 for discounted rooms with credits;
5.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $96,084.96 for “comp’d” or free rooms;
6.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $411,833.40 for damages associated with the
bad faith “preferential rotation system”;

7.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $1,706,798.04 for impropetly calculated and
assessed contracted hotel fees;

8.Against MEI-GSR and AM-GSR in the amount of $77,338.31 for impropetly collected
assessments;

TOTAL COMPENSATORY DAMAGES  $8,318,215.54

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendant AM-GSR Holdings, LLC is
jointly and severally liable with MEI-GSR, for these compensatory damages, only.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendant Gage Village Development is
jointly and severally liable with MEI-GSR for the sum of $4,152,669.13 in compensatory damages,
only.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Plaintiffs be given and granted punitive
damages against Defendants MEI-GSR in the total amount of $9,190,521.92.

This Judgment shall accrue pre- and post-judgment interest at the applicable legal rate as provided
by Nevada law until fully satisfied. No pre-judgment interest shall accrue on the punitive damages

award.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendants shall take nothing by way of

their counterclaims which were previously stricken by the Court.

Dated this 10th day April, 2023.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| certify that | am an employee of THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT;
that on the 10th day of April, 2023, | electronically filed the foregoing with the

Clerk of the Court system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

DALE KOTCHKA-ALANES
DANIEL POLSENBERG, ESQ.
DAVID MCELHINNEY, ESQ.
BRIANA COLLINGS, ESQ.
ABRAN VIGIL, ESQ.
JONATHAN TEW, ESQ.
JARRAD MILLER, ESQ.
TODD ALEXANDER, ESQ.

F. DEARMOND SHARP, ESQ.
STEPHANIE SHARP, ESQ.
G.DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ.
ROBERT EISENBERG, ESQ.
JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ.
ANN HALL, ESQ.

JAMES PROCTOR, ESQ.
JORDAN SMITH, ESQ.
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FILED
Electronically

CV12-02222
DISTRICT COURT 2023-03-13 10:48:10 AM
WASHOE COUNTY Alicia L. Lerud
NEVADA Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9554707

BOND #_9423025

Albert Thomas, individually, etal. )
SUPERSEDEAS BOND ON APPEAL
Plaintiffs,

vs.
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, Grand Sierra
Resort Owners Association, Gage Village )
Commercial Development, LLC, AM-GSR )
Holdings, LLC  Defendants. )

)

)
)
)
) Case No. CV12-02222

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:

That we, MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC, and AM-GSR Holdings, LLC , as Principal, and
Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland / Zurich American Insurance Company , & corporation duly

organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of _Iilinois / New York _ and fully authorized

to transact business in the State of Nevada, as Surety, are held and firmly bound unto _Plaintiffs Albert Thomas, et al.

in the full sum of Twenty Nine Million Four Hundred Forty Four Thousand

Three Hundred Thirty Eight and 79/100 DOLLARS (§.29,444,338.79 ) in lawful money of the_United
States of American to be paid to the said Principal, their heirs, executors, administrators, successors and assigns for
the payment of which well and truly to be made, the said principal and surety hereby bind themselves, their heirs,
executors, administrators, successors and assigns, jointly and severally, firmly by these presents.

THE CONDITION OF THIS OBLIGATION IS SUCH THAT
WHEREAS judgment was rendered by the District Court of the State of Nevada, in the above entitled cause, in favor

of Plaintiff's against the Defendants.

WHEREAS, the Defendants has appealed to the District Court, Washoe County, Nevada from the above
mentioned judgment and the whole thereof, and saild Defendants desires to suspend the execution of the

judgment above described pending appeal;

NOW THEREFORE, if the judgment against the Defendants is affirmed, the judgment shall be satisfied, together
with costs on the appeal, infer est, in stich amount however as shall not exceed the amount of this Bond, but if the

Defendants shall prosecute his appeal with effect, this bond shall be of no force and effect.

IN WITNESS WHERE, the said Principal has signed these presents and the Surety has likewise signed and executed
these presents this _9th  dayof __ March, 2023 -
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC s )
Ggge Village Commercial Development, LLC Fidelity and Deposit Company of Maryland /
-GSR Holttings, LLC 4 Zurich American Insurance Company

BY; \7 bl Sauaho.

Attorney-in-Fact

Heather Saltarelli, Attorney-in-Fact
NEVADA RESIDENT AGENT:

sv- Loohuli (P

Rachelle Castro Rheault, Non-Resident Agent
License No. 626067
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CALIFORNIA ALL-PURPOSE ACKNOWLEDGMEN CIVIL CODE § 1189
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A notary public or other officer completing this certificate verifies only the identity of the individual who signed the
document to which this certificate is attached, and not the truthfulness, accuracy, or validity of that document.

State of California )
County of Orange )
On MAR 09 2023 before me, Le-Kim H. Luu, Notary Public
Date Here Insert Name and Title of the Officer
Heather Saltarelli

personally appeared

Name(s) of Signer(s)

who proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person(s) whose name(s) is/are
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that he/she/they executed the same in
his/her/their authorized capacity(ies), and that by his/her/their signature{s) on the instrument the person(s),
or the entity upon behalf of which the person(s) acted, executed the instrument.

| certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws
of the State of California that the foregoing paragraph
is true and correct.

LE-KIM H. LUU WITNESS my hand angofficial seal.

COMMISSION # 2316198 3
Notary Public - Califomia 3

g, omugs COUNTY - Signature
iy Cormm. Expieen Dec. 17, 2023 Signature of Notary Public
Place Notary Seal Above
OPTIONAL

Though this section is optional, completing this information can deter afteration of the docurnent or
fraudulent reattachment of this form to an unintended document.

Description of Attached Document
Title or Type of Document: Document Date:
Number of Pages: Signer(s) Other Than Named Above:

Capacitylies) Claimed by Signer(s)

Signer's Name: Signer’'s Name:
"1 Gorporate Officer — Title(s): 1 Corporate Officer — Title(s):
Partner — 1 Limited 1J General i ' Partner — [JiLimited | | General
Individual {X Attorney in Fact i Individual {J Attorney in Fact
Trustee {71 Guardian or Conservator [ Trustee 7] Guardian or Conservator
1 | Other: i.. Other:
Signer Is Representing: Signer Is Representing:
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ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY
COLONIAL AMERICAN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND
POWER OF ATTORNEY

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS: That the ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY, a corporation of the State of New
Yortk, the COLONIAL AMERICAN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY, a corporation of the State of Iilinois, and the FIDELITY
AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND a corporation of the State of Illinois (herein collectively called the "Companies"), by
Robert D. Murray, Vice President, in pursuance of authority granted by Article V, Section 8. of the By-Laws of said Companies, which are
set forth on the reverse side hereof and are hereby certified to be in full force and effect on the date hereof, do hereby nominate, constitute,
and appoint James A. SCHALLER, Heather SALTARELLI, Mike PARIZINO, Rachelle RHEAULT, Rhonda C. ABEL, Kim LUU, Jeri
APODACA, Janice R. MARTIN, Leigh MCDONOUGH, Reece Joel DIAZ of Irvine, California, its true and lawful agent and Attorney-
in-Fact, to make, execute, seal and deliver, for, and on its behalf as surety, and as its act and deed: any and all bonds and undertakings,
and the execution of such bonds or undertakings in pursuance of these presents, shall be as binding upon said Companies, as fully and amply,
to all intents and purposes, as if they had been duly executed and acknowledged by the regularly elected officers of the ZURICH
AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY at its office in New York, New York., the regularly elected officers of the COLONIAL
AMERICAN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY at its office in Owings Mills, Maryland., and the regularly elected officers of the
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND at its office in Owings Mills, Maryland., in their own proper persons.

The said Vice President does hereby certify that the extract set forth on the reverse side hereof is a true copy of Article V, Section 8, of
the By-Laws of said Companies, and is now in force.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the said Vice-President has hereunto subscribed his/her names and affixed the Corporate Seals of the said
ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY, COLONIAL AMERICAN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY, and
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND, this 16th day of March, A.D. 2022.
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. ZURICH AMERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY
COLONIAL AMERICAN CASUALTY AND SURETY COMPANY
FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT COMPANY OF MARYLAND

By: Robert D. Murray
Vice President

S »}{__\/a&wb { LJ (Agl, GO

By: Dawn E. Brown
Secretary

State of Maryland
County of Baltimore

On this 16th day of March, A.D. 2022, before the subscriber, a Notary Public of the State of Maryland, duly commissioned and qualified, Robert D.
Murray, Vice President and Dawn E. Brown, Secretary of the Companies, to me personally known to be the individuals and officers described in and who
executed the preceding instrument, and acknowledged the execution of same, and being by me duly sworn, deposeth and saith, that he/she is the said officer of
the Company aforesaid, and that the seals affixed to the preceding instrument are the Corporate Seals of said Companies, and that the said Corporate Seals and
the signature as such officer were duly affixed and subscribed to the said instrument by the authority and direction of the said Corporations.

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my Official Seal the day and year first above written.

iy,
\\“‘ N

Conslance O Py

Constance A. Dunn, Notary Public
My Commission Expires: July 9, 2023

Authenticity of this bond can be confirmed at bondvalidator.zurichna.com or 410-559-8790
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