
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 

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; AM-GSR 

HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 

Company, 

 

   Appellants, 

 

 vs. 

 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; JANE 

DUNLAP, individually; JOHN DUNLAP, 

individually; BARRY HAY, individually; 

MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER, as Trustee of the 

MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER LIVING 

TRUST; MELISSA VAGUJHELYI and 

GEORGE VAGUJHELYI, 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; 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, as Trustee of 

the STEVEN W. TAKAKI & FRANCES S. LEE 

REVOCABLE TRUSTEE AGREEMENT, UTD 
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JANUARY 11, 2000; FARAD TORABKHAN, 

individually; SAHAR TAVAKOLI, individually; 

M&Y HOLDINGS, LLC; JL&YL HOLDINGS, 

LLC; SANDI RAINES, individually; R. 

RAGHURAM, as Trustee of the RAJ AND 

USHA RAGHURAM LIVING TRUST DATED 

APRIL 25, 2001; USHA RAGHURAM, as 

Trustee of the RAJ AND USHA RAGHURAM 

LIVING TRUST DATED APRIL 25, 2001; 

LORI K. TOKUTOMI, individually; GARRET 

TOM, as Trustee of THE GARRET AND 

ANITA TOM TRUST, DATED 5/14/2006; 

ANITA TOM, as Trustee of THE GARRET 

AND ANITA TOM TRUST, DATED 5/14/2006; 

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; 

FREDERICK FISH, individually; LISA FISH, 

individually; ROBERT A. WILLIAMS, 

individually; JACQUELIN PHAM, as Manager 

of Condotel 1906 LLC; MAY ANNE HOM, as 

Trustee of the MAY ANNE HOM TRUST; 
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MICHAEL HURLEY, individually; DUANE 

WINDHORST, as Trustee of DUANE H. 

WINDHORST TRUST U/A dtd. 01/15/2003 and 

MARILYN L. WINDHORST TRUST U/A/ dtd. 

01/15/2003; MARILYN WINDHORST, as 

Trustee of DUANE H. WINDHORST TRUST 

U/A dtd. 01/15/2003 and MARILYN L. 

WINDHORST TRUST U/A/ dtd. 01/15/2003; 

VINOD BHAN, individually; ANNE BHAN, 

individually; GUY P. BROWNE, individually; 

GARTH  A. WILLIAMS, individually; 

PAMELA Y. ARATANI, individually; 

DARLEEN LINDGREN, individually; 

LAVERNE ROBERTS, individually; DOUG 

MECHAM, individually; CHRISTINE 

MECHAM, individually; KWANG SOON SON, 

individually; SOO YEU MOON, individually; 

JOHNSON AKINBODUNSE, 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 

NAM CHOI, individually; YOUNG JA CHOI, 

individually; SANG DAE SOHN, individually; 

KUK HYUN (CONNIE) YOO, individually; 

SANG SOON (MIKE) YOO, individually; 

BRETT MENMUIR, as Manager of CARRERA 

PROPERTIES, LLC; WILLIAM MINER, JR., 

individually; CHANH TRUONG, individually; 

ELIZABETH ANDRES MECUA, individually; 

SHEPHERD MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT 

BRUNNER, individually; AMY BRUNNER, 

individually; JEFF RIOPELLE, as Trustee of the 

RIOPELLE FAMILY TRUST; PATRICIA M. 

MOLL, individually; DANIEL MOLL, 

individually, 

 

   Respondents. 
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APPENDIX TO RESPONDENTS’ REPLY TO APPELLANTS’ RESPONSE 

TO MAY 8, 2023 ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

 

VOLUME 3 OF 4 

 

Submitted for all respondents by: 

 

ROBERT L. EISENBERG (SBN 0950) 

LEMONS, GRUNDY & EISENBERG 

6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 

Reno, NV 89519 

775-786-6868 

 

JARRAD C. MILLER (SBN 7093) 

BRIANA N. COLLINGS (SBN 14694) 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 

Reno, NV 89501 

775-329-5600 

 

ATTORNEYS FOR RESPONDENTS ALBERT THOMAS, et al. 

  



INDEX TO RESPONDENTS’ APPENDIX 

NO.     DOCUMENT   DATE VOL. PAGE NO. 

 1. 

 

Order Appointing Receiver and 

Directing Defendants’ Compliance 

 

Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 

Condominium Declaration of 

Covenants, Codes, Restrictions and 

Reservations of Easements for Hotel-

Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort 

 

Ex. 2: Unit Maintenance Agreement 

 

Ex. 3: Unit Rental Agreements 

01/07/2015 1 1 – 158 

2.  Complaint 08/27/2012 1 159 – 180 

3.  Second Amended Complaint 03/26/2013 1 181 – 206 

4.  Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 

and Judgment 

10/09/2015 1 207 – 230 

5.  Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 

Case-Terminating Sanctions 

10/03/2014 1 231 – 243 

6.  Notice of Posting Supersedeas Bond 03/13/2023 2 244 – 256 

7.  Order [on application for temporary 

restraining order, and motion for 

preliminary injunction] 

12/05/2022 2 257 – 265 

8.  Order Approving Parties Stipulation 02/07/2023 2 266 – 286 

9.  Order [granting motion to certify 

Amended Final Judgment as final 

pursuant to NRCP 54(b)] 

06/28/2023 2 287 – 290 

10.  Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss for 

Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

12/01/2015 2 291 – 459 

11.  Order [granting motion to dismiss] 05/09/2016 2 460 – 473  
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12.  Order Granting Motion to Substitute 01/25/2019 2 474 – 475 

13.  Motion to Substitute Receiver 12/27/2018 3 476 – 516 

14.  Order Granting Motion for Instructions 

to Receiver 

02/15/2019 3 517 – 519 

15. Receiver’s Report re GSRUOA, for the 

Period from September 1 through 

September 30, 2019 

10/07/2019 3 520 – 527 

16.  Affidavit of Bias or Prejudice 

Concerning Kathleen Sigurdson, Esq. 

Pursuant to NRS 1.235 

12/28/2020 3 528 – 611 

17.  Order of Recusal of Presiding Judge 

and for Random Reassignment 

01/07/2021 3 612 – 685 

18. Order Disqualifying All Judicial 

Officers of the Second Judicial District 

Court 

01/21/2021 3 686 – 688 

19.  Plaintiffs’ Peremptory Challenge of 

Judge 

01/22/2021 3 689 – 690 

20.  Memorandum of Temporary 

Assignment 

02/24/2021 3 691 – 692 

21.  Plaintiffs’ Matrix and Motion for 

Clarification 

08/08/2022 3 693 – 713 

22.  Order [reassigning matter to Senior 

Judge Gonzalez] 

09/29/2022 3 

 

 

714 – 715 

23.  Order Granting Motion to Strike 

Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of 

Judge 

11/02/2022 3 

 

 

 

716 – 723 

24.  Order [awarding punitive damages] 01/17/2023 4 724 – 729 
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25.  Final Judgment 02/06/2023 4 730 – 733  

(734-735 

intentionally 

blank) 

26.  Amended Final Judgment 04/10/2023 4 736 – 739 

27.  Second Amended Final Monetary 

Judgment 

06/29/2023 4 740 – 744 

28.  Application for Temporary Restraining 

Order, and Motion for Preliminary 

Injunction 

03/01/2022 4 745 – 792 

29.  Order [denying Defendants’ motion to 

modify and terminate receivership] 

03/27/2023 4 793 – 795 

30.  Order [continuing hearing] 03/28/2023 4 796 – 797 

31.  Rough Draft of Transcript 06/09/2023 4 798 – 808 

32.  Order [on motion for order to show 

cause] 

05/23/2023 4 809 – 811 

33.  Order [overruling Defendants’ 

objection to Receiver’s calculations 

contained in exhibit 1 attached to 

Receiver’s omnibus reply to parties’ 

oppositions to the Receiver’s motion for 

orders & instructions] 

03/27/2023 4 812 – 814 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & 

Williamson, over the age of eighteen, and not a party to the within action.  I further 

certify that on July 10, 2023, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of 

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

 

Jordan T. Smith, Esq. 

Pisanelli Bice PLLC 

400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 

Las Vegas, NV 89101 

Attorneys for Appellants 

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 

Gage Village Commercial 

Development, LLC; and  

AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 

 

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq. 

Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. 

Robison, Sharp Sullivan & Brust 

71 Washington Street 

Reno, NV 89503 

Attorneys for Receiver 

Richard M. Teichner 

Abran Vigil, Esq. 

Meruelo Group, LLC 

Legal Services Department 

5th Floor Executive Offices 

2535 Las Vegas Boulevard South 

Las Vegas, NV 89109 

Attorneys for Appellants 

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 

Gage Village Commercial 

Development, LLC; and  

AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 

 

Ann O. Hall, Esq. 

David C. McElhinney, Esq. 

Meruelo Group, LLC 

2500 E. 2nd Street 

Reno, NV 89595 

Attorney for Appellants 

MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 

Gage Village Commercial 

Development, LLC; and  

AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 

 

 

 /s/ Stefanie Martinez   

An Employee of Robertson, Johnson,  

Miller & Williamson 
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3835 
DAVID C. MCELHINNEY 
Nevada Bar No. 0033 
LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE LLP 
One East Liberty Street, Suite 300 
Reno, Nevada  89501 
Tele: (775) 823-2900 
Email: dmcelhinney@lrrc.com  
 
Attorneys for Defendants MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, 
AM-GSR Holdings, LLC,  Grand Sierra 
Resort Unit Owners’ Association, 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., 
 

Plaintiffs, 
 
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. 
 

 Case No.   CV12-02222 
 
Dept. No.: 10 
 
 
 
RECEIVER’S REPORT RE 
GSRUOA, FOR THE PERIOD 
FROM SEPTEMBER 1 THROUGH  
SEPTEMBER 30, 2019 
 
 

 
 

 
RECEIVER’S REPORT  

A copy of Receiver’s Report Re Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association In 

Receivership For The Period From September 1 Through September 30, 2019, is attached 

hereto as Exhibit “1”. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 7th day of October, 2019. 

LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE, LLP 

By: /s/ David C. McElhinney      
DAVID C. MCELHINNEY, ESQ. 
One East Liberty Street, Suite 300 
Reno, Nevada  89501 
Attorney for Defendants 
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AFFIRMATION 
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that this document does not contain the 

social security number of any person. 

DATED this 7th day of October, 2019. 

 

LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE LLP 

By: /s/ David C. McElhinney__________________ 
DAVID C. MCELHINNEY, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 0033 
LEWIS ROCA ROTHGERBER CHRISTIE LLP 
One East Liberty Street, Suite 300 
Reno, Nevada  89501 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of Lewis Roca Rothgerber 

Christie LLP and that on this 7th  day of October, 2019, I served a true and correct copy of 

the foregoing RECEIVER’S REPORT RE GSRUOA, FOR THE PERIOD FROM 

SEPTEMBER 1 THROUGH SEPTEMBER 30, 2019 with the Clerk of the Court by 

using the ECF system which served the following parties electronically: 

G. David Robertson, Esq. 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. 
ROBERSTON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

I further certify that on the 7th day of October, 2019, I caused to be deposited in 

the U.S. Mail, first-class postage fully prepaid, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

RECEIVER’S REPORT RE GSRUOA, FOR THE PERIOD FROM SEPTEMBER 

1 SEPTEMBER 30, 2019, addressed to the following: 

Richard M. Teichner, As Receiver for GSRUOA 
Teichner Accounting Forensics & Valuations, PLLC 
3500 Lakeside Court, Suite 210 
Reno, NV 89509 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Nevada, that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated this 7th day of October, 2019. 
 
 
 

 /s/ Dawn M. Hayes     
An Employee of Lewis Roca Rothgerber 
Christie LLP 
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EXHIBIT INDEX 

EXHIBIT 
NO. DESCRIPTION NO. 

PAGES 

Exhibit 1 
Receiver’s Report, Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ 
Association In Receivership, For the Period from 
September 1 through September 30, 2019. 
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12/1/2020 Washoe District Court: Sigurdson, Dollinger, Robb win races

https://www.rgj.com/story/news/politics/2020/11/03/election-results-2020-district-court-department-washoe-county-nevada/6000381002/ 1/3

POLITICS

Washoe District Court Election Results:
Sigurdson, Dollinger and Robb win races
Kristin Oh Reno Gazette Journal
Published 10:51 p.m. PT Nov. 3, 2020 Updated 2:17 p.m. PT Nov. 16, 2020

Update: Reno lawyer Kathleen Sigurdson won the judge seat for Washoe District Court
Department 10, with 51.40% of the votes. Her competitor, Judge Elliott Sattler, who has been
working in the Washoe District Court since 2013, received 48.60% of the votes. 

Washoe County released official election results Monday morning. 

Sattler had received the highest ranking among general jurisdiction judges in the 2020
Washoe County Bar Association judge survey. According to the survey, Sattler received a
ranking of 4.6 and 97.2% of survey participants responded that they believed Sattler should
be retained.

Billionaire and owner of the Grand Sierra Resort, Alex Meruelo, made several sizable
donations to Sigurdson's campaign. 

Meruelo Media Holdings contributed $10,000 to Sigurdson's campaign on Sept. 14. 

She also received $10,000 donations each from KLOS Radio, KDAY Radio and KPWR Radio.
All are owned by Meruelo Media Holdings and based in California. Several of Meruelo's other
companies also contributed $10,000 each to her campaign. 

Andrew Diss, vice president of government affairs of GSR, said that it is common
for companies from other states to contribute to campaigns, adding that these contributions
came from the companies, not Meruelo himself and were all legal donations. 

Sigurdson said that she was grateful for all donations she received. Sattler declined
to comment.

More: RGJ analysis: California transplants are influencing the vote in Washoe County.
Here's how
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For the District 11 Family Court judge seat, Family Court Master Paige Dollinger won with
54.51% of the votes. Her competitor, Family Court Master Greg Shannon, received 45.49% of
the votes. 

Incumbent Judge Bridget Robb won the District Court Department 13 race with 63.31% of
the votes. Her competitor and former law clerk, Aaron Bushur, received 36.39% of the votes. 

Original: Among the closely watched Washoe County elections, Reno lawyer Kathleen
Sigurdson is competing against Judge Elliot Sattler, who has been working in the Washoe
District Court since 2013. They are competing for the District Court Department 10 judge
seat. 

Unofficial results as of Thursday morning show that Sigurdson has a slim lead of 51% of the
votes. Sattler has 49% of the votes. 

Keep an eye on the Reno Gazette Journal's results page for a first look at local races. 

More: Voter guide: Sattler and Sigurdson vie for judge seats in District Court Department 10

District Court Department 11

Fighting for the District Court Department 11 Family Court Judge seat are Court Masters
Paige Dollinger and Greg Shannon. 

Unofficial results as of Thursday morning show that Dollinger is ahead with 55% of the votes.
Shannon has 45% of the votes. 

The seat was previously held by Reno Judge Chuck Weller, who decided not to see re-election
this year. Early in his career, he was shot by pawn shop millionaire Darren Mack, whose
divorce he was presiding over. Weller had a tumultuous final term and was fined $2,500 by
the Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline for making “disturbing” and “offensive”
comments about women.

During the primaries, Dollinger received 45% of the votes and Shannon received 31%.

More: Election 2020: Dollinger, Shannon vie for Chuck Weller's seat in Washoe Family
Court

District Court Department 13
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Competing for the judge seat in District Court Department 13, Family Court are incumbent
Brigit Robb and her former law clerk, Aaron Bushur.

Robb has worked with the Second District Court since 2008. Bushur served as Robb's law
clerk from 2008 to 2010. He is currently a lawyer that specializes in family law. 

Unofficial results show that Robb has 64% of the votes, according to registrar numbers
released Thursday morning. Bushurr has 36% of the votes. 

More: Judge Bridget Robb's former clerk Aaron Bushur running against her for family court
seat

R.App. 000611



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 

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; AM-GSR 

HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability 

Company, 

 

   Appellants, 

 

 vs. 

 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; JANE 

DUNLAP, individually; JOHN DUNLAP, 

individually; BARRY HAY, individually; 

MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER, as Trustee of the 

MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER LIVING 

TRUST; MELISSA VAGUJHELYI and 

GEORGE VAGUJHELYI, 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; 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, as Trustee of 

the STEVEN W. TAKAKI & FRANCES S. LEE 

REVOCABLE TRUSTEE AGREEMENT, UTD 

Supreme Court No. 86092 
District Court Case No. CV12-02222 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Docket 86092   Document 2023-21948



ii 

 

JANUARY 11, 2000; FARAD TORABKHAN, 

individually; SAHAR TAVAKOLI, individually; 
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SHEPHERD MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT 

BRUNNER, individually; AMY BRUNNER, 

individually; JEFF RIOPELLE, as Trustee of the 
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Order Appointing Receiver and 

Directing Defendants’ Compliance 

 

Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 

Condominium Declaration of 

Covenants, Codes, Restrictions and 

Reservations of Easements for Hotel-

Condominiums at Grand Sierra Resort 

 

Ex. 2: Unit Maintenance Agreement 

 

Ex. 3: Unit Rental Agreements 
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2.  Complaint 08/27/2012 1 159 – 180 

3.  Second Amended Complaint 03/26/2013 1 181 – 206 

4.  Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 

and Judgment 

10/09/2015 1 207 – 230 

5.  Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 

Case-Terminating Sanctions 

10/03/2014 1 231 – 243 
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7.  Order [on application for temporary 
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preliminary injunction] 
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8.  Order Approving Parties Stipulation 02/07/2023 2 266 – 286 
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Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

12/01/2015 2 291 – 459 

11.  Order [granting motion to dismiss] 05/09/2016 2 460 – 473  
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14.  Order Granting Motion for Instructions 
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16.  Affidavit of Bias or Prejudice 

Concerning Kathleen Sigurdson, Esq. 

Pursuant to NRS 1.235 

12/28/2020 3 528 – 611 
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and for Random Reassignment 

01/07/2021 3 612 – 685 
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01/21/2021 3 686 – 688 

19.  Plaintiffs’ Peremptory Challenge of 

Judge 

01/22/2021 3 689 – 690 

20.  Memorandum of Temporary 

Assignment 

02/24/2021 3 691 – 692 

21.  Plaintiffs’ Matrix and Motion for 

Clarification 

08/08/2022 3 693 – 713 

22.  Order [reassigning matter to Senior 

Judge Gonzalez] 

09/29/2022 3 
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23.  Order Granting Motion to Strike 

Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of 
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11/02/2022 3 

 

 

 

716 – 723 

24.  Order [awarding punitive damages] 01/17/2023 4 724 – 729 
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26.  Amended Final Judgment 04/10/2023 4 736 – 739 
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Meruelo Group, LLC 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 

 
ALBERT THOMAS, ET AL.,  
 

PLAINTIFFS, 
 

vs. 
 
MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, ET AL., 
 

DEFENDANTS. 
 

 
Case No.: CV12-02222 
 
Dept. No.: 10 
 

 
 

  

ORDER OF RECUSAL OF PRESIDING JUDGE  

AND FOR RANDOM REASSIGNMENT 

In accordance with the applicable Nevada Code of Judicial Conduct, and to avoid 

any actual or perceived conflict or appearance of impropriety, the undersigned hereby 

disqualifies herself as the presiding judge in this action.   

The Clerk shall randomly reassign this action to another department of this Court 

for all other proceedings.   

DATED this 7th day of January, 2021. 
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POLITICS

Washoe District Court Election Results:
Sigurdson, Dollinger and Robb win races
Kristin Oh Reno Gazette Journal
Published 10:51 p.m. PT Nov. 3, 2020 Updated 2:17 p.m. PT Nov. 16, 2020

Update: Reno lawyer Kathleen Sigurdson won the judge seat for Washoe District Court
Department 10, with 51.40% of the votes. Her competitor, Judge Elliott Sattler, who has been
working in the Washoe District Court since 2013, received 48.60% of the votes. 

Washoe County released official election results Monday morning. 

Sattler had received the highest ranking among general jurisdiction judges in the 2020
Washoe County Bar Association judge survey. According to the survey, Sattler received a
ranking of 4.6 and 97.2% of survey participants responded that they believed Sattler should
be retained.

Billionaire and owner of the Grand Sierra Resort, Alex Meruelo, made several sizable
donations to Sigurdson's campaign. 

Meruelo Media Holdings contributed $10,000 to Sigurdson's campaign on Sept. 14. 

She also received $10,000 donations each from KLOS Radio, KDAY Radio and KPWR Radio.
All are owned by Meruelo Media Holdings and based in California. Several of Meruelo's other
companies also contributed $10,000 each to her campaign. 

Andrew Diss, vice president of government affairs of GSR, said that it is common
for companies from other states to contribute to campaigns, adding that these contributions
came from the companies, not Meruelo himself and were all legal donations. 

Sigurdson said that she was grateful for all donations she received. Sattler declined
to comment.

More: RGJ analysis: California transplants are influencing the vote in Washoe County.
Here's how
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For the District 11 Family Court judge seat, Family Court Master Paige Dollinger won with
54.51% of the votes. Her competitor, Family Court Master Greg Shannon, received 45.49% of
the votes. 

Incumbent Judge Bridget Robb won the District Court Department 13 race with 63.31% of
the votes. Her competitor and former law clerk, Aaron Bushur, received 36.39% of the votes. 

Original: Among the closely watched Washoe County elections, Reno lawyer Kathleen
Sigurdson is competing against Judge Elliot Sattler, who has been working in the Washoe
District Court since 2013. They are competing for the District Court Department 10 judge
seat. 

Unofficial results as of Thursday morning show that Sigurdson has a slim lead of 51% of the
votes. Sattler has 49% of the votes. 

Keep an eye on the Reno Gazette Journal's results page for a first look at local races. 

More: Voter guide: Sattler and Sigurdson vie for judge seats in District Court Department 10

District Court Department 11

Fighting for the District Court Department 11 Family Court Judge seat are Court Masters
Paige Dollinger and Greg Shannon. 

Unofficial results as of Thursday morning show that Dollinger is ahead with 55% of the votes.
Shannon has 45% of the votes. 

The seat was previously held by Reno Judge Chuck Weller, who decided not to see re-election
this year. Early in his career, he was shot by pawn shop millionaire Darren Mack, whose
divorce he was presiding over. Weller had a tumultuous final term and was fined $2,500 by
the Nevada Commission on Judicial Discipline for making “disturbing” and “offensive”
comments about women.

During the primaries, Dollinger received 45% of the votes and Shannon received 31%.

More: Election 2020: Dollinger, Shannon vie for Chuck Weller's seat in Washoe Family
Court

District Court Department 13
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https://www.rgj.com/story/news/2020/10/12/nevada-election-2020-dollinger-shannon-washoe-family-court-seat/3597003001/


12/1/2020 Washoe District Court: Sigurdson, Dollinger, Robb win races

https://www.rgj.com/story/news/politics/2020/11/03/election-results-2020-district-court-department-washoe-county-nevada/6000381002/ 3/3

Competing for the judge seat in District Court Department 13, Family Court are incumbent
Brigit Robb and her former law clerk, Aaron Bushur.

Robb has worked with the Second District Court since 2008. Bushur served as Robb's law
clerk from 2008 to 2010. He is currently a lawyer that specializes in family law. 

Unofficial results show that Robb has 64% of the votes, according to registrar numbers
released Thursday morning. Bushurr has 36% of the votes. 

More: Judge Bridget Robb's former clerk Aaron Bushur running against her for family court
seat

R.App. 000684
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 7th day of January, 2021, I electronically filed the foregoing with the clerk of 

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

G. ROBERTSON, ESQ. 

STEFANIE SHARP, ESQ. 

JARRAD MILLER, ESQ. 

F.SHARP, ESQ. 

DAVID MCELHINNEY, 

ESQ.

JENNIFER HOSTETLER, 

ESQ.

JONATHAN TEW, ESQ.

And, I deposited in the County mailing system for postage and mailing with the 

United States Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true and correct copy of the attached 

document addressed as follows: 

R.App. 000685



 

 1 

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CODE 3370 

 

 

 

 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; et al., 
 
   Plaintiffs,  
 
Vs.  
 
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 Non Profit 
Corporation; GAGE VILLAGE COMMERCIAL 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; 
and, DOES I-X, inclusive, 
 
   Defendants. 
______________________________________/ 
 

 

Case No. CV12-02222 

Dept. No.    9 

 

 

ORDER DISQUALIFYING ALL JUDICIAL OFFICERS OF THE SECOND 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

Pursuant to the Nevada Code of Judicial Conduct Rule 2.11, the undersigned concludes 

disqualification of all judicial officers in the Second Judicial District Court is necessary in this 

matter in order to avoid any appearance of impropriety and to avoid the question of impartiality.  

Accordingly, in the interest of justice, and good cause appearing therefore,  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 

1. All current judicial officers in the Second Judicial District Court are disqualified from 

acting in this matter; and,  

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2021-01-21 12:30:29 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8257443
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2. Clerk of the Court Jacqueline Bryant shall coordinate with the Administrative Office of 

the Courts to request assignment of this matter to Senior Judge Steven Kosach.  

 IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 Dated:  January 21, 2021. 

        _____________________________ 
        Chief District Court Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court 

of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this 21st day of January, 2021, I deposited for 

mailing with the United States Postal Service in Reno, Nevada, a true copy of the attached 

document addressed to: 

 
 [NONE] 
 
            Further, I certify that on the 21st day of January, 2021, I electronically filed the  

foregoing with the Clerk of the Court electronic filing system, which will send notice of electronic  

filing to the following: 
 

 

 DAVID MCELHINNEY, ESQ. for GAGE VILLAGE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT,  
LLC et al  

 JONATHAN TEW, ESQ. for D'ARCY NUNN et al  
 JARRAD MILLER, ESQ. for D'ARCY NUNN et al  
 G. ROBERTSON, ESQ. for D'ARCY NUNN et al  
 F. SHARP, ESQ. for RICHARD M TEICHNER 

 JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ. for GAGE VILLAGE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT,  
LLC et al  

 STEFANIE SHARP, ESQ. for RICHARD M TEICHNER 
 

 

 

 
  

 

 

 

_______________________________________ 
Judicial Assistant 
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

CODE: $3375 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq. (NV Bar No. 11874) 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 329-5600 
jarrad@nvlawyers.com 
jon@nvlawyers.com  
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.      
  
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 DOE 
DEFENDANTS 1 THROUGH 10, inclusive, 
    
  Defendants. 

 
 
 
 
Case No.:  CV12-02222 
Dept. No.: OJ28 
 
 
 
 
 

 
PLAINTIFFS’ PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE OF JUDGE 

 
Plaintiffs, by and through their counsel of record, the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson, hereby exercise a peremptory challenge against the Senior Judge recently 

assigned to hear and resolve the remaining matters of this case, pursuant to the provisions of 

Nevada Supreme Court Rule 48.1. 

The peremptory challenge is directed against the Honorable Steven Kosach, Senior 

Judge. Plaintiffs’ peremptory challenge is accompanied by payment of the sum of Four Hundred 

Fifty Dollars ($450.00) in accordance with the provisions of SCR 48.1. 

Plaintiffs respectfully request that this matter be reassigned to a different Senior Judge for 

all further proceedings. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2021-01-22 04:20:09 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8260409 : yviloria

R.App. 000689

mailto:jarrad@nvlawyers.com
mailto:jon@nvlawyers.com
https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/notify/cmsFullHistory.html?pageAction=QueryCmsFullHist&notifierCaseInfoId=90068&caseNumber=CV12-02222&myCaseMode=Yes
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

AFFIRMATION 

 Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

 RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 22nd day of January, 2021. 

      ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

 
      By: /s/ Jarrad C. Miller    
            Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
            Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. 
            Attorneys for Plaintiff 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I 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 22nd day of January, 2021, I 

electronically filed the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’ PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE OF JUDGE 

with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which served the following parties 

electronically: 

David C. McElhinney, Esq. 

Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie, LLP 

One East Liberty Street, Suite 300 

Reno, NV  89501 

Attorney for Defendants 

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq. 

Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. 

Robison, Sharp Sullivan & Brust 

71 Washington Street 

Reno, NV 89503 

Attorneys for Receiver Richard M. 

Teichner 

 
       /s/ Teresa W. Stovak     
      An Employee of Robertson, Johnson,  
      Miller & Williamson 
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--FILED-
Administrative 9fficeb) the Courts 

Date:();,, 19. I 

svh-bc ·,n __ "[x __ L,__~ 

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS 

IN THE MATTER OF THE ASSIGNMENT OF 
8 A SENIOR JUDGE rder No. 21-00267 
9 

10 MEMORANDUM OF TEMPORARY ASSIGNMENT 

11 
WHEREAS all district judges in the Second Judicial District have recuse 

12 
themselves from hearing any and all matters in Albert Thomas, individually; et al., v. 

13 

MEl-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; AM-GSR Holdings, LLC, 
14 

15 
a Nevada Limited Liability Company; Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners' Association, 

16 
Nevada Non Profit Corporation; Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC, a Nevad 

17 Limited Liability Company; and Does I - X, inclusive, Case Number CV12-02222, no 

18 therefore, 

19 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Honorable Nancy M. Saitta, Senior Justice, i 

20 assigned to hear any and all matters in Albert Thomas, individually; et al., v. MEI-GS 

21 Holdings, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; AM-GSR Holdings, LLC, a Nevad 

22 Limited Liability Company; Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners' Association, a Nevad 

23 
Non Profit Corporation; Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC, a Nevada Limite 

24 
Liability Company; and Does I - X, inclusive, Case Number CV12-02222, and she sh al 

25 
have authority to sign any orders arising out of this assignment. The Court shall noti 

-1-

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2021-02-24 11:34:29 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 8310630

R.App. 000691
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the parties of the assignment and provide Nancy M. Saitta, Senior Justice with an 

assistance as requested. 

Entered this I q day of February 2021. 

NE+2 SUPREME COURT 

By. tl,Me- 3a y .. . -9> , Justice 

Copy: The Honorable Nancy M. Saitta, Senior Justice 
The Honorable Scott Freeman, Chief Judge, Second Judicial District Court 
Jackie Bryant, Court Administrator, Second Judicial District Court 

-2- R.App. 000692
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

CODE: 2040 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. (NV Bar No. 11874) 
Briana N. Collings, Esq. (NV Bar No. 14694) 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 329-5600 
jarrad@nvlawyers.com 
jon@nvlawyers.com  
briana@nvlawyers.com  
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq., (NV Bar No. 0950) 
Todd R. Alexander, Esq. (NV Bar No. 10846) 
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile:  (775) 786-9716 
rle@lge.net  
tra@lge.net  
 
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. 
 
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; AM-GSR HOLDINGS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and 
DOE DEFENDANTS 1 THROUGH 10, 
inclusive, 
 
 Defendants. 

 
 
 
 
Case No. CV12-02222 
Dept. No. OJ37 
 
 
 
 

 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ MATRIX AND MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION  
 

 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-08-08 04:31:36 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9194137

R.App. 000693

mailto:jarrad@nvlawyers.com
mailto:jon@nvlawyers.com
mailto:briana@nvlawyers.com
mailto:rle@lge.net
mailto:tra@lge.net
https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/notify/cmsFullHistory.html?pageAction=QueryCmsFullHist&notifierCaseInfoId=90068&caseNumber=CV12-02222&myCaseMode=Yes
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

Plaintiffs, by and through their counsel of record, the law firms of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson and Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg, hereby submit their Matrix and Motion 

for Clarification Regarding Submitted Motions (“Motion”)   

This Motion is supported by the attached memorandum of points and authorities, the 

exhibits attached hereto, and all other documents on file before this Court pertaining to the 

above-referenced matter. 

DATED this 8th day of August, 2022. 

 ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
 MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
 

      By:  /s/ Jonathan Joel Tew   
       Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
       Jonathan Joel Tew, Esq.  
       Briana N. Collings, Esq. 
       Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

On July 18, 2022, the Court held a Phase Two hearing (“Hearing”) on punitive damages. 

At its conclusion, the Court requested that the parties each prepare a matrix of pending, 

submitted motions (“Matrix”). The goal of the Matrix is to: (1) itemize the pending, submitted 

motions based upon the priority in which the Court should decide said motions; and (2) identify 

any motions that have been rendered moot by subsequent Court decisions. Additionally, the 

Court directed the Plaintiffs and Defendants to exchange their matrices (“Matrices”) within ten 

(10) business days of the Hearing to see if the parties could reach an agreement on the order in 

which the motions should be resolved. Finally, the Court ordered that if the parties could not 

agree on the order of the motions to be decided, that each side submit a motion for clarification 

explaining the basis for their motion prioritization. 

On August 4, 2022, the parties exchanged Matrices. On August 5, 2022, the parties 

concluded that they would not be able to reach an agreement on a singular Matrix reflecting the 

order in which the pending motions should be resolved. Accordingly, Plaintiffs hereby submit 

the instant Matrix and Motion for Clarification to assist the Court with its rulings.  

II. PLAINTIFFS’ MATRIX OF PENDING AND SUBMITTED MOTIONS  

 Attached as Exhibit 1 is Plaintiffs’ Matrix they provided to Defendants. As set forth 

below, some motions have been rendered moot by certain orders of the Court. Those motions 

will be identified accordingly. Further, in Section III of this Matrix and Motion for Clarification, 

is a Flow Chart proposing in very simple terms why the Court: (1) should adopt the Plaintiffs’ 

Matrix; and (2) grant/deny specific motions.  

Additionally, the Plaintiffs will email to the Court previously-provided and/or new 

proposed orders in Word format to assist the Court in light of the fact that the Senior Justice has 

not had the benefit of a law clerk during her time administering this incredibly complex and 

voluminously-briefed case. Finally, since each respective motion stream has been extensively 

briefed, and each proposed order lays out the reasoning behind why it should be granted or 

R.App. 000695
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

denied, this Matrix and Motion for Clarification will not advance substantive argument other 

than to explain why the priority of ruling on specific motions is so essential. 

The Plaintiffs have separated the Matrix into several tracks which set forth: (1) Essential, 

Time-Sensitive Motions impacting the case and the receivership (now shut down by the 

Defendants in violation of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Judgment and multiple 

other Court Orders); (2) Motions Impacting the Final Judgment; (3) Other Receivership Motions; 

and (4) Motions Rendered Moot. 

 
Priority 
Number 

 
Essential, Time-Sensitive Motions 

 
Submission 
Date 

1 Plaintiffs’ 04/25/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

5/16/22  

2 Plaintiffs’ 03/02/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

4/5/22  

3 Plaintiffs’ 02/01/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

2/28/22  

4 Plaintiffs’ 11/19/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 01/17/15 Order) 

12/23/21 

5 Plaintiffs’ 09/27/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 01/17/15 Order) 

11/05/21 

6 Plaintiffs’ 2/11/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 12/24/20 order) 

2/19/21 

7 Receiver’s 04/22/22 Ex Parte Request for Clarification Regarding 
Whether Updated Fees Apply to all 670 units 

4/22/22 

8 Plaintiffs’ Application for Temporary Restraining Order, and 
Motion for Preliminary Injunction 

3/24/22 

9 Defendants’ Motion for Relief from Obligation to Supplement 
Under NRCP 26(e)(1) and Motion to Reinstate Attorney Client 
Privilege 

1/13/22 

  

Motions to Reach Final, Appealable Judgment 

 

10 Plaintiffs’ 11/16/2015 Motion in Support of Award for Punitive 
Damages (“Punitive Damages Motion”) 
 
** The Court indicated at the beginning of the July 18, 2022 
Phase Two Hearing on Punitive Damages that Plaintiffs’ 
proposed Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order on 
the Punitive Damages Motion would be GRANTED, subject to 
some revisions. The Court then proceeded to hold the Phase 

 

R.App. 000696
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

Two Hearing on the amount of damages to be awarded on 
July 18, 2022. 
 

11 Court’s Ruling on the Amount of Punitive Damages to be 
Awarded Will Result in a Final, Appealable Judgment 

TBD 

  
Other Receivership Motions 

 

12 Defendants’ 3/23/22 Ex Parte Application for Interim Stay of Order 
Granting Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Motion for Fees 

4/15/22 

13 Defendants’ 1/14/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 
Instructions to Receiver  
 

3/15/22 

14 Defendants 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to file Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Stay 
Special Assessment and Request for Oral Argument 
 

3/15/22 

15 Defendants’ 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Receiver’s Motion for Orders 
and Instructions and Request for Oral Argument  
 

3/15/22 

16 Defendants’ 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Approving Receiver’s Request to Approve 
Updated Fees and Request for Oral Argument 
 

3/15/22 

17 Defendants’ 1/28/2022 Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement of 
the Court’s Seven Orders Entered January 4, 2022, Pending Hearing 
and Ruling on Defendants’ Motions for Reconsideration and Appeal 
 

2/28/22 

18 Receiver’s 2/17/22 Request for Submission Regarding “matters 
addressed in the Briefing submitted by the Receiver and the parties 
regarding the payment of the fees of the Receiver and his Counsel 
Ordered by the Court at the Status Conference on February 4, 2022 . 
. . be submitted for decision.” 
 

2/17/22 

  
MOOT MOTIONS 

 

19 Defendants’ 12/28/21 Motion to Discharge Receiver and Terminate 
the Receivership 
 
MOOT due to Court’s January 4, 2022 Orders Divesting 
Defendants of Authority Over Receivership and Vesting Authority 
in the Receiver; MOOT based upon January 7, 2015 Order 
Appointing Receiver and Directing Defendants’ Compliance, which 
requires the Receiver to carry the ultimate Judgment into effect. 
 

2/14/22 

R.App. 000697
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

20 Defendants’ 2/23/22 Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 41(e) 
 
MOOT due to Court’s Granting of Plaintiffs’ Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Order regarding punitive damages. 
 

None 

21 Defendants’ 11/19/21 Motion for Dismissal of Claims of Deceased 
Party Plaintiffs Due to Untimely Filing of Notice or Suggestion of 
Death and Motion to Substitute Party. 
 
MOOT due to Court’s Granting of Plaintiffs’ Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law, and Order regarding punitive damages. 
 

12/30/21 

22 Plaintiffs’ October 13, 2021 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order 
Granting Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of 12/24/2020 
Order 
 
MOOT due to Court’s January 4, 2022 Orders: (1) Adopting 
Receiver’s Calculation of Fees; (2) Requiring the Retroactive 
Application of Fees to January 2020; and (3) Ordering Particular 
Application of Fees on a Going Forward Basis. 
 

11/12/22 

23 Defendants 6/10/21 Emergency Motion to Extend Stay Pending 
Final Disposition of the Motion to Reconsider. 
 
MOOT:  

- Court’s January 4, 2022 Order struck the portion of the 
December 24, 2020 Order requiring the Defendants to 
disgorge the improper fee allocation charges and specifically 
ordered Defendants’ Motion “denied as moot.” 

- No stay was ever entered and would now be untimely. 
 

7/01/21 

24 Defendants’ 1/07/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Denying as Moot Defendants’ Emergency 
Motion to Extend Stay Pending Final Disposition of the Motion to 
Reconsider. 
 
MOOT: No stay was ever entered and would now be untimely. 
 

3/10/22 

25 Defendants’ 10/5/21 Motion for Leave to File Supplemental 
Objection to Receiver’s Analysis and Calculation of Daily Use Fee, 
Shared Facilities Unit Expense Fees, and For Court to Set Effective 
Date for New Fees 
 
MOOT: Court’s January 4, 2022 Order Approved Receiver’s Fees 

11/08/21 

26 Receiver’s 10/18/21 Ex Parte Motion for Order Shortening Time for 
Determination of Receiver’s Motion for Orders & Instructions  
 
MOOT: Court’s January 4, 2022 Order Granted Receiver’s Motion 
for Orders & Instructions. 

10/18/21 

27 Defendants’ 5/21/20 Motion for Instructions to Receiver Regarding 
Reimbursement of Capital Expenditures 
 
MOOT: Court denied relief during October 30, 2019 Motions 

7/14/2020 

R.App. 000698
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Hearing. 
28 Plaintiffs’ 3/31/21 Motion for Instructions to Receiver to Take Over 

Control of Rents, Dues, Revenues, and Bank Accounts 
 
MOOT:  

- Court’s January 4, 2022 Order Granting Receiver’s Motion 
for Orders & Instructions provides Receiver with Control 
over Rents, Dues, and Bank Accounts. 

- Court’s January 7, 2015 Order Appointing Receiver provides 
the Receiver the authority to take control of all rental 
revenue, dues, and bank accounts. 

4/21/21 

29 Defendants’ 2/12/21 Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement of 
December 24, 2020 Order Pending Hearing and Ruling on Motion 
for Reconsideration 
 
MOOT: Temporary stay issued orally by Court at hearing. 
 

3/4/21 

 
III. FLOW CHART 

A. The Receivership Track 

The Court has already noted on the record on March 11, 2022 the importance of the 

Receiver’s resources. (March 11, 2022 Hearing Transcript at 3:4-8.) Accordingly, there are two 

essential legal reasons why the Court should urgently rule on the Receivership Track Motions in 

the order the Plaintiffs recommend. First, the Defendants have shut down the Receivership. This 

is not hyperbole, but fact. On June 6, 2022, the Receiver filed a Notice to the Court and All 

Parties of Record (“Receiver Notice”) that neither the Receiver nor his counsel, Stefanie Sharp, 

Esq., will perform any further work . . . until the outstanding amount owed . . . is paid in 

full and the Receiver and his counsel have assurance of a funding source for work going 

forward.” (Ex. 2, Receiver Notice at 1:22-28 (emphasis supplied).) Thus, without Court order or 

approval, the Defendants have usurped the authority of the Senior Justice and taken unilateral 

control of the Receiver’s functions. This is also not hyperbole, but fact. The Receivership is an 

arm of the Court, and the record is replete with the Defendants undertaking decisions on their 

own and completely ignoring Receivership directives that are supported and authorized by Court 

orders. Indeed, to accomplish this remarkable, yet nefarious feat, the Defendants have violated 

without consequence the Court’s: 

(a) Order Granting Case-Terminating Sanctions; 

R.App. 000699
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(b) January 7, 2015 Order Appointing Receiver (requiring the Receiver to: (a) enforce 

the Unit Rental Agreements, Unit Maintenance Agreement, and CC&Rs (the 

“Governing Documents”)); (b) pay Plaintiffs rental revenue they are contractually 

owed on a monthly basis; (c) take control of the rental revenue and rents of all 670 

condominium units; (d) pay the Receivership out of the rental revenue of the 670 

Units; and (e) by operation of law, take control of the Unit Rental Program and 

implementation of the Governing Documents (including the CC&Rs));  

(c) Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Judgment; and 

(d) January 4, 2022 Orders as summarized from the previously submitted briefing below: 

4/25/22  

Motion for Order 
to Show Cause 
(“MOSC”). 

Violations: (1) refusal to turn over rental revenue to Receiver; (2) Refusal 
to Accept Court’s January 4, 2022 approval of Receiver’s fee calculations 
retroactive to January 2020; (3) Refusal to comply with Court’s January 4, 
2022 Order that rental revenue owed to Plaintiffs since January 2020 be 
paid within thirty (30) days of the order; (5) unilateral implementation of 
hyperinflated fees without the Receiver’s approval; and (6) refusal to pay 
Plaintiffs on a monthly basis as required under the Governing Documents 
on a moving forward basis from the date of the January 4, 2022 Order. 
 

03/02/22 MOSC The Court’s January 4, 2022 Order confirmed that the Defendants, their 
officers, employees, the Declarant, the GSRUOA, its Board of Directors 
and officers, etc., were divested of authority upon the 2015 appointment of 
the Receiver. The Defendants violated this order by attempting to terminate 
the GSRUOA without Receiver approval. 
 

02/01/22 MOSC Violations: (1) the Defendants unilaterally withdrew millions of dollars in 
reserve funds without Receiver approval to reimburse themselves for 
capital contributions; (2) Defendants refused to apply Court-ordered and 
approved Receiver fee calculations and instead imposed hyperinflated fees 
and an unauthorized special assessment. 
 

11/19/21 MOSC Violations: (1) Doubling Contracted Hotel Fees without Receiver 
Approval; and (2) Increasing the Daily Use Fee without Receiver approval. 
 

09/27/21 MOSC Violations: (1) Refusal to allow Receiver to take control of rental revenue; 
(2) Refusal to allow Receiver to pay Plaintiffs monthly revenue they are 
owed for the use of their units in compliance with the Governing 
Documents and Order Appointing Receiver; (3) Refusal to allow Receiver 
to calculate reserves. 

 

Accordingly, the most critical orders that simply must be entered immediately are 

Receivership Track Motions one (1) through eight (8). The Defendants’ conduct – in shutting 

down the Receivership – despite that the Plaintiffs prevailed on their cause of action for a 

R.App. 000700
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Receiver – is simply unprecedented and legally inexcusable. Thus, it cannot be understated how 

urgent and time-sensitive these rulings are since neither the Plaintiffs nor the Receiver / 

Receiver’s counsel are being paid what they are owed. Indeed, not only have the Plaintiffs not 

received a single penny of their $8 plus million-dollar judgment they were awarded in October of 

2015, the Plaintiffs have not received a penny of rental revenue since January 2020. The Court 

should rectify this situation immediately by granting the Plaintiffs’ MOSCs and requiring that 

the Defendants comply with Court orders (or face harsh contempt orders). The Defendants are 

already in default and subject to case-terminating sanctions for their abhorrent litigation 

misconduct, and the record proves they simply will not comply with Court orders that do not 

advance their objectives – even if it means violating the law. 

The Court should next adopt the Receiver’s position as taken in Exhibit 1 to the 

Receiver’s Ex Parte Request for Clarification Regarding Whether Updated Fees Apply to all 670 

units (“Request for Clarification”); Receivership Track Motion/Request 7). (See Ex. 1 to Request 

for Clarification, explaining the Receiver’s position.) Because the January 7, 2015 Order 

Appointing Receiver already provides the Receiver with control over the rents, rental revenue 

and other aspects of the “Property” – which includes all 670 units – this Request for Clarification 

is actually moot. Regardless, the Court’s clarification to placate the Receiver is necessary to 

reinstate the Receivership and the Receiver’s authority under the Court’s orders. 

The Court should also deny each of the Defendants’ motions: (1) requesting 

reconsideration of this Court’s January 4, 2022 Orders; and (2) motions requesting stays. While 

the Defendants must comply with the Court’s January 4, 2022 Orders already, since no stay is in 

place, these reconsideration motions are meritless as set forth in the briefing. Worse, they simply 

serve to further ensure that: (1) the Receivership remains shut down; (2) the Defendants can 

further delay this case;1 (3) the Receiver / Receiver’s counsel cannot perform their Court-ordered 

 

1 The unprecedented delay and unnecessarily costly and duplicative litigation caused by the Defendants’ litigation 

abuses was demonstrated in Plaintiffs’ PowerPoint during the Phase Two Hearing, Slide 125. Because the Second 

Judicial District Court does not mandate, nor usually hold, hearings on motions, the Court should deny Defendants’ 

hearing requests moving forward. As the extensive record of this case demonstrates, they have delayed the case 

enough and made it as unjust and costly as possible. 

R.App. 000701
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functions and be compensated for their services; (4) the Governing Documents / contracts are not 

enforced as required under the Court’s orders; (5) the Defendants can impose hyperinflated, 

bogus fees that are not supported by the Governing Documents in order to require the Plaintiffs 

to subsidize Defendants’ revenue-generating operations; and (6) the Plaintiffs continue to be 

denied rental revenue they have been owed since January 2020 in violation of the contracts and 

Receivership orders.  

Thus, the Court should deny Defendant motions twelve (12) through eighteen (18).  

B. The Final, Appealable Judgment Track 

The Court has already indicated that it will grant Plaintiffs’ Motion in Support of Award 

for Punitive Damages by adopting Plaintiffs’ Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order – 

subject to certain revisions (the “FFCLO”). Upon entry of the FFCLO and subsequent order 

determining the amount of punitive damages, this case will have proceeded to a final, appealable 

judgment after ten (10) excruciating years. Getting this case to a final judgment is just as 

important – yet on a separate track from – the Plaintiffs’ MOSCs due to the Defendants’ 

inevitable appeal of the FFCLJ (which will further delay this case). 

C. Moot Motions 

Plaintiffs believe that the remaining motions, numbers 19-29 have been rendered moot 

through various Court decisions and orders. 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiffs respectfully request that the Court issue orders on the 

(1) essential, time-sensitive motions impacting the Receivership, and (2) motions to reach final 

appealable judgment as promptly as possible so that the Receivership can be put back on track 

and a final, appealable judgment can be entered. 

 

 

 

 

 

R.App. 000702
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AFFIRMATION 

 Pursuant to NRS § 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 8th day of August, 2022. 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, 

MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

     50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 

     Reno, Nevada  89501 

 
     And 
 
     LEMONS, GRUNDY & EISENBERG 

6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 

       
By:    /s/ Jonathan J. Tew   

Jonathan J. Tew, Esq. 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 Pursuant to NRCP 5(b), I hereby certify that I 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 8th day of August, 2022, I 

electronically filed the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’ MATRIX AND MOTION FOR 

CLARIFICATION with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which served the 

following parties electronically: 

Daniel F. Polsenberg, Esq. 

Jennifer K. Hostetler, Esq. 

Dale Kotchka-Alaines, Esq. 

Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie, LLP 

One East Liberty Street Suite 300 

Reno, NV  89501 

Attorneys for Defendants 

 

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq. 

Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. 

Robison, Sharp Sullivan & Brust 

71 Washington Street 

Reno, NV 89503 

Attorneys for Receiver 

Richard M. Teichner 

Abran Vigil, Esq. 

Meruelo Group, LLC 

Legal Services Department 

5th Floor Executive Offices 

2535 Las Vegas Boulevard South 

Las Vegas, NV 89109 

Attorneys for Defendants 

David C. McElhinney, Esq. 

Meruelo Group, LLC 

2500 E. 2nd Street 

Reno, NV 89595 

Attorney for Defendants 

 

 

      /s/      Stefanie E. Smith                                    
     An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 

R.App. 000704
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Index of Exhibits 

Number Description Pages 

1 Plaintiffs’ Proposed Matrix 4 

2   Receivership Shutdown Notice 2 
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IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 
ALBERT THOMAS, individually; et al., 
 
 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; AM-GSR HOLDINGS, 
LLC, a Nevada limited liability company; and 
DOE DEFENDANTS 1 THROUGH 10, 
inclusive, 
 
 Defendants. 
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Priority 
Number 

 
Motions and Requests to Be Resolved 

 
Submission 
Date 

1 Plaintiffs’ 04/25/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

 

5/16/22  

2 Plaintiffs’ 03/02/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

4/5/22  

3 Plaintiffs’ 02/01/22 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 01/04/22 

orders) 

2/28/22  

4 Plaintiffs’ 11/19/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 01/17/15 Order) 

12/23/21 

5 Plaintiffs’ 09/27/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 01/17/15 Order) 

11/05/21 

6 Plaintiffs’ 2/11/21 Motion for Order to Show Cause (Defendants’ 

contempt for violating 12/24/22 order) 

2/19/21 

7 Receiver’s 04/22/22 Ex Parte Request for Clarification Regarding 
Whether Updated Fees Apply to all 670 units 

4/22/22 

8 Defendants’ Motion For Relief From Obligation To Supplement 
Under NRCP 26(e)(1) and Motion to Reinstate Attorney-Client 
Privilege 

1/13/22 

9 Plaintiffs’ 11/16/2015 Motion in Support of Award for Punitive 
Damages (“Punitive Damages Motion”) 

 

10 Court’s Ruling on the Amount of Punitive Damages to be 
Awarded Will Result in a Final, Appealable Judgment 

TBD 

  
Other Receivership Motions 

 

11 Defendants’ 3/23/22 Ex Parte Application for Interim Stay of Order 
Granting Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Motion for Fees 

4/15/22 

12 Defendants’ 1/14/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 
Instructions to Receiver  
 

3/15/22 

13 Defendants 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to file Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Stay 
Special Assessment and Request for Oral Argument 
 

3/15/22 

14 Defendants’ 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Receiver’s Motion for Orders 
and Instructions and Request for Oral Argument  

3/15/22 

R.App. 000708
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15 Defendants’ 1/18/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 

Reconsideration of Order Approving Receiver’s Request to Approve 
Updated Fees and Request for Oral Argument.  
 

3/15/22 

16 Defendants’ 1/28/2022 Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement of 
the Court’s Seven Orders Entered January 4, 2022, Pending Hearing 
and Ruling on Defendants Motions for Reconsideration and Appeal. 
 

2/28/22 

17 Receiver’s 2/17/22 Request for Submission Regarding “matters 
addressed in the Briefing submitted by the Receiver and the parties 
regarding the payment of the fees of the Receiver and his Counsel 
Ordered by the Court at the Status Conference on February 4, 2022, 
in the above-entitled case be submitted to the Court for decision.”  
 

2/17/22 

  
MOOT MOTIONS 

 

18 Defendants’ 12/28/21 Motion to Discharge Receiver and Terminate 
the Receivership 
 

2/14/22 

19 Defendants’ 2/23/22 Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 41(e) 
 

None 

20 Defendants’ 11/19/21 Motion for Dismissal of Claims of Deceased 
Party Plaintiffs Due to Untimely Filing of Notice or Suggestion of 
Death and Motion to Substitute Party. 
 

12/30/21 

21 Plaintiffs’ October 13, 2021 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order 
Granting Defendants’ Motion for Reconsideration of 12/24/2022 
Order 
 

11/12/22 

22 Defendants 6/10/21 Emergency Motion to Extend Stay Pending 
Final Disposition of the Motion to Reconsider. 
 

7/01/21 

23 Defendants’ 1/07/22 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Denying as Moot Defendants Emergency 
Motion to Extend Stay Pending Final Disposition of the Motion to 
Reconsider. 
 

3/10/22 

24 Defendants’ 10/5/21 Motion for Leave to File Supplemental 
Objection to Receiver’s Analysis and Calculation of Daily Use Fee, 
Shared Facilities Unit Expense Fees, and For Court to Set Effective 
Date for New Fees 
 

11/08/21 

25 Receiver’s 10/18/21 Ex Parte Motion for Order Shortening Time for 
Determination of Receiver’s Motion for Orders & Instructions  
 

10/18/21 

26 Defendants’ 5/21/20 Motion for Instructions to Receiver Regarding 
Reimbursement of Capital Expenditures 
 

7/14/2020 

27 Plaintiffs’ 3/31/21 Motion for Instructions to Receiver to Take Over 
Control of Rents, Dues, Revenues, and Bank Accounts 
 

4/21/21 

R.App. 000709
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28 Defendants’ 2/12/21 Emergency Motion to Stay Enforcement of 
December 24, 2020 Order Pending Hearing and Ruling on Motion 
for Reconsideration 
 

3/4/21 

 

R.App. 000710



 

 

EXHIBIT “2” 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT “2” 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT “2” 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-08-08 04:31:36 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9194137

R.App. 000711



R.App. 000712



R.App. 000713



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (R.et.) 
Sr. 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., 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC., a Nevada 
Limited Liability Company, et al 

Defendant. 

) ORDER 
) 
) 
)
)
) 
) 
) 
) 

) 
) 
) 

Case#: CV12-02222 

Dept. 10 (Senior Judge) 

Pursuant to the Administrative Order No. 21-00267 filed on September 19, 2022, the undersigned 

has been assigned responsibility for this ongoing matter. Given the long history and numerous 

outstanding motions, it is of assistance to the undersigned for the parties to provide a joint status 

report prior to any hearings being scheduled. The report should include all relevant history 

necessary for the undersigned to determine an appropriate course of action for final resolution of 

this matter. Joint status report to be filed within ten (10) days. 
(5l., 

Dated this g_q day September, 2022.

ORDER- I 
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Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9286686
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 29th day of September, 2022, I 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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CODE NO. 3250 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; et al., 

Plaintiff, 

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 
DEFENDANTS1 THROUGH 10, inclusive, 

Defendants. 
____________________________________/ 

Case No.  CV12-02222 

Dept. No.  10 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO STRIKE  
DEFENDANTS’ PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE OF JUDGE 

Before this Court is the Motion to Strike Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of Judge 

(“Motion”), filed by Plaintiffs ALBERT THOMAS, individually; et al. (collectively “Plaintiffs” 

unless individually referenced), by and through their counsel of record Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson.     

Defendants, MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company; GAGE 

VILLAGE COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company, and 

AM-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC, a Nevada Limited Liability Company (collectively “Defendants” 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-11-02 04:09:11 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9343296

R.App. 000716
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unless individually referenced), filed Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike 

Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge (“Opposition”), by and through their counsel of record 

Meruelo Group, LLC.   

 Plaintiffs filed their Reply in Support of Motion to Strike Peremptory Challenge 

(“Reply”) and the matter was submitted for the Court’s consideration.1   

I. RELEVANT FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY. 

 Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of Judge (“Challenge”) was filed October 4, 2022, 

pursuant to Nevada Supreme Court Rule (“SCR”) 48.1, and challenges Senior Judge 

Elizabeth Gonzalez (“Judge Gonzalez”).  Challenge, p. 1.   The Motion followed.  

 On January 21, 2021, then Chief Judge Scott N. Freeman entered the Order 

Disqualifying All Judicial Officers of the Second Judicial District Court.  All current judicial 

officers in the Second Judicial District Court were disqualified from presiding over this 

matter.  On January 29, 2021, Senior Judge William A. Maddox (“Judge Maddox”) was 

assigned to preside over this proceeding by order of the Nevada Supreme Court.  

Memorandum of Temporary Assignment Order No. 21-00267.  

 On February 2, 2021, Defendants filed a preemptory challenge of Judge Maddox.  

Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of Judge.  On February 19, 2021, the Nevada Supreme 

Court assigned Senior Justice Nancy M. Saitta, Senior Justice (“Justice Saitta”) to preside 

over this matter.  Memorandum of Temporary Assignment Order No. 21-00267.  Justice 

Saitta did not file an application to renew her commission.  Renewal would have occurred 

July 1, 2022.  SCR 10. 

/ / 

 
1The undersigned considers the Motion and enters this order in her capacity as Chief Judge 
of the Second Judicial District Court. 
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On September 19, 2022, the Nevada Supreme Court assigned Senior Judge Elizabeth 

Gonzalez to preside over this matter.  Supreme Court Administrative Order 21-00267.   The 

Challenge and Motion followed. 

A. MOTION TO STRIKE DEFENDANTS’ PEREMPTORY CHALLENGE.

Plaintiffs assert the Court should strike Defendants’ Challenge as improper because 

it violates SCR 48.1.  Motion, p. 3.  Plaintiffs maintain each side is entitled to one change of 

judge by peremptory challenge pursuant to SCR 48.1 and a party(ies) on one side of an 

action files a peremptory challenge, no other party on the same side may file a separate 

challenge.  Each side has an additional peremptory challenge on reassignment for any 

reason other than the exercise of a peremptory challenge.  In addition, when a senior judge 

is assigned to a case, a party may exercise one peremptory challenge against a senior 

judge (“bonus peremptory challenge”).  Plaintiffs assert, after the exercise of one senior judge 

peremptory challenge, no further challenges are allowed.  Motion, pp. 3-4.  

In support of their position Defendants are abusing SCR 48.1, Plaintiffs cite Smith v. 

Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 107 Nev. 674, 678, 818 P.2d 849, 852 (1991) and Nevada Pay TV v. 

Dist. Ct., 102 Nev. 203, 205, 719 P.2d 797, 798 (1986) and conclude Defendants’ February 

2, 2021, peremptory challenge of Judge Maddox constitutes Defendants’ bonus peremptory 

challenge, leaving them with no further challenges.  Motion, p. 4. 

B. DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO STRIKE.

Defendants maintain they have an additional peremptory challenge due to the 

reassignment to Judge Gonzalez.  Opposition, p. 2.  Defendants refute Plaintiffs’ analysis of 

SCR 48.1, arguing Plaintiffs’ analysis ignores subsection 9’s language which addresses the 

/ / 
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circumstances where a new judge is reassigned to a case replacing the originally assigned 

judge.  Opposition, p. 3. 

Id. 

Defendants argue: 

[T]he Supreme Court has not assigned, but rather reassigned Senior Judge 
Gonzalez in place and instead of Justice Saitta.  In instances of reassignment    
SCR 48.1(9) provides:
. . .
(9) Notwithstanding the prior exercise of a peremptory challenge, in the event 
that the action is reassigned for any reason other than the exercise of a 
peremptory challenge, each side shall be entitled, as a matter of right, to an 
additional peremptory challenge.  (Emphasis added).

Defendants assert their Challenge of Judge Gonzalez is timely and allowed by SCR 

48.1(9) because the plain wording of SCR 48.1 speaks in terms of assignment in the first 

instance and separately, reassignment in the second.  Opposition, pp. 3-4. 

C. REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO STRIKE.

Plaintiffs maintain SCR 48.1 clearly states, once a case is assigned to a senior judge, 

the parties each may file one senior judge peremptory challenge.  Defendants exercised 

their additional peremptory challenge of Judge Maddox.  Defendants cannot now exercise 

an additional senior judge peremptory challenge.  Reply, p. 3.  Plaintiffs assert Defendants' 

argument regarding “assignment” versus “reassignment” is a “red herring.”  Id. 

Plaintiffs argue SCR 48.1 specifically forbids more than one peremptory challenge 

after assignment to a senior judge, citing to SCR 48.1(5) and (8).  Plaintiffs argue 

subsections 5 and 8 explicitly discuss senior judges.  Subsection 5 prohibits peremptory 

challenges against a senior judge assigned by the Supreme Court.  Subsection 8 provides 

an exception to subsection 5, which Plaintiffs argue is the only exception to subsection 5. 

Plaintiffs argue the subsections discussing senior judges are applicable here.  Reply, p. 4. 

R.App. 000719
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Plaintiffs refute Defendants’ position subsection 9 allows yet another peremptory 

challenge to a senior judge beyond those set forth in subsection 8, observing subsection 9 

does not specify senior judges, and is not mentioned in subsection 5 as an exception.  

Reply, p. 4. 

Plaintiffs argue a court must give effect to the rule drafters’ intent by first looking to 

the plain language of the rule, citing Cty. of Clark v. Sun State Properties, Ltd., 119 Nev. 

329, 334, 72 P.3d 954, 957 (2003).  Plaintiffs also cite In re Nase, 297 B.R. 12, 21 (W.D. 

Penn. 2003), arguing interpretive cannons dictate a matter not covered is to be treated as 

intentionally omitted.  Reply, p. 5.  Plaintiffs maintain if the Nevada Supreme Court intended 

subsection 9 to be an exception to subsection 5, the Court would have included subsection 

9. It did not.  Reply, p. 5.

Plaintiffs contend policy supports Plaintiffs’ interpretation because there are only 23 

senior judges available in Nevada, and Defendants’ interpretation would allow unlimited 

peremptory challenges.  Reply, pp. 5-6.  Plaintiffs further contend the Nevada Supreme 

Court’s order assigning Judge Gonzalez to this matter, rather than reassigning her, belies 

Defendants’ “assigned versus reassigned” argument.  Reply, p. 6. 

II. APPLICABLE LAW AND ANALYSIS.

A. Nevada Supreme Court Rule 48.1.

SCR 48.1 provides, in pertinent part: 

1. In any civil action . . . each side is entitled, as a matter of right, to one
change of judge by peremptory challenge. . . If one of two or more parties on
one side of an action files a peremptory challenge, no other party on that side
may file a separate challenge.
. . .
5. . . . Except as otherwise provided in subsection 8, a peremptory challenge
may not be filed . . . against a senior . . . judge assigned by the supreme court
to hear any civil matter

R.App. 000720
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. . . 
8. When a senior judge is appointed to hear a trial or dispositive motion more
than 30 days prior to the trial or hearing, a party may follow the procedures in
this rule to exercise a peremptory challenge to change the senior judge
assigned to the trial or hearing.  If a senior judge is assigned to such matter
less than 30 days before the matter is to be decided, the parties may not
exercise a peremptory challenge.  A party may exercise one peremptory
challenge against a senior judge in addition to the one peremptory challenge
against a judge allowed by subsection 1 of this Rule.

9. Notwithstanding the prior exercise of a peremptory challenge, in the event
that the action is reassigned for any reason other than the exercise of a
peremptory challenge, each side shall be entitled, as a matter of right, to an
additional peremptory challenge.

SCR 48.1. 

Defendants’ argument SCR 48.1(9) allows an additional peremptory challenge based 

upon “reassignment” of the action to Judge Gonzalez as compared to judge “assigned” to 

this matter is unavailing.  First, the order expressly states Judge Gonzalez is assigned to 

hear this matter.  The Court does not use the word “reassign” anywhere in its order.  

Supreme Court Administrative Order 21-00267. 

Next, Defendants’ interpretation of SCR 48.1 is contrary to the plain language of the 

rule.  The text of SCR 48.1 clearly distinguishes between “judges” and “senior judges.”  In 

subsection 2 the text individually identifies, “district judges, senior justices and judges, and 

former justices and judges.”  Subsection 5 individually identifies and creates distinct rules for 

“any judge” or “senior or pro tempore judge.”  In subsection 8, every reference to the word 

“judge” is immediately preceded by and qualified with the title of “senior.”  An interpretation 

of SCR 48.1 in which “judge” and “senior judge” are synonymous is contrary to the plain 

language.  The last sentence of subsection 8 expressly provides for peremptory challenges 

of senior judges, while stating peremptory challenges of judges are governed by subsection 

1. Absent an explanation of the use of fees in subsection 2, no other subsections of SCR

R.App. 000721
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48.1, including subsection 9, expressly identify senior judges.  Thus, subsections 5 and 8 

govern peremptory challenges of senior judges.   

The Court applies the rule of construction, Casus omissus pro omisso habendus est, 

a matter not covered is to be treated as not covered.2  The Court finds the peremptory 

challenge provided for in subsection 9 may be exercised against a judge, not a senior judge, 

after reassignment.  

The Court finds Defendants exercised their peremptory challenge of a senior judge 

when they preempted Judge Maddox.  Subsections 1 and 9 do not apply to senior judges.  

Thus, the Defendants’ Peremptory Challenge of Judge should be stricken.    

III. ORDER.

Accordingly, and good cause appearing therefor,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED Plaintiffs’ Motion to Strike Defendants’ Peremptory

Challenge of Judge is GRANTED.  The Peremptory Challenge of Judge (Senior Judge 

Gonzalez) is stricken from the docket.  This matter will proceed before Senior Judge 

Gonzalez. 

DATED this ___ day of November, 2022.

_______________________ 
DISTRICT JUDGE 

2 https://definitions.uslegal.com/c/casus-omissus -pro-omisso-habendus-
est/#:~:text=Casus%20Omissus%20Pro%20Omisso%20Habendus%20Est%20is%20a%20 Latin%

20maxim,to%20have%20been%20omitted%20intentionally (last visited 11/2/2022). 

2nd
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https://definitions.uslegal.com/c/casus-omissus%20-pro-omisso-habendus-est/#:~:text=Casus%20Omissus%20Pro%20Omisso%20Habendus%20Est%20is%20a%20Latin%20maxim,to%20have%20been%20omitted%20intentionally
https://definitions.uslegal.com/c/casus-omissus%20-pro-omisso-habendus-est/#:~:text=Casus%20Omissus%20Pro%20Omisso%20Habendus%20Est%20is%20a%20Latin%20maxim,to%20have%20been%20omitted%20intentionally
https://definitions.uslegal.com/c/casus-omissus%20-pro-omisso-habendus-est/#:~:text=Casus%20Omissus%20Pro%20Omisso%20Habendus%20Est%20is%20a%20Latin%20maxim,to%20have%20been%20omitted%20intentionally


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 2nd day of November, 2022, I 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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