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I. INTRODUCTION 

On November 16, 2023, this Court filed an Order to Show Cause in Dockets 

85915, 86092, 86985, 87243, 87303, 87566, and 87567. This order revolved around 

potential jurisdictional concerns regarding the propriety of this Court’s review of the 

challenged orders. On December 29, 2023, this Court entered an order resolving the 

Order to Show Cause, which resulted in the dismissal of some dockets and 

consolidation of others. However, the December 29, 2023 Order also dismissed Docket 

87685—an appeal that was docketed on November 30, 2023—after the Order to Show 

Cause briefing. Thus, Docket 87685 was not subject to the November 16, 2023 Order 

to Show Cause or any other pending motions practice. Accordingly, the sua sponte Order 

dismissing Docket 87685 appears to be inadvertent because it was entered without 

notice and an opportunity to be heard. Thus, Appellants request that this Court recall 

the remittitur issued in Docket 87685 and withhold it until the Court rules on the 

pending Petitions for Rehearing in related Dockets 87303 and 87567. 

II. BACKGROUND 

On April 25, 2023, Appellants filed an emergency motion seeking a stay of a 

disbursement order, contending that NRCP 62(d) automatically stayed enforcement of 

the order since Appellants posted a supersedeas bond. MEI-GSR Holdings, Inc. v. Thomas, 

et al., No. 86092, at *10 (Emergency Motion Under NRAP 27(e) to Stay Orders and 

Enforce NRCP 62(d)’s Automatic Supersedeas Bond Stay Apr. 25, 2023). On May 8, 

2023, this Court issued a temporary stay and an Order to Show Cause, directing the 
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parties to brief whether this Court had jurisdiction over this action. MEI-GSR Holdings, 

LLC, No. 86092, at *4-5 (Order to Show Cause and Granting Temporary Stay May 8, 

2023). The order-to-show-cause briefing was completed on July 20, 2023.  

While the Court considered the order-to-show-cause briefing in 86092, the 

district court and receiver’s rogue actions necessitated a multitude of appeals. 

Specifically, Appellants appealed several orders in: 85915 (appeal from an order granting 

a preliminary injunction, docketed on January 5, 2023); 86985 (appeal from corrected 

merits judgment docketed on July 18, 2023); 87243 (appeal from contempt orders, 

docketed on September 7, 2023); 87303 (appeal from order directing the turnover of 

funds to the receiver, docketed on September 19, 2023); 87566 (appeal from order 

awarding attorney fees for contempt proceedings, docketed on November 8, 2023); and 

87567 (appeal from order overruling objections to receiver’s spreadsheet calculations, 

docketed on November 8, 2023). During these appeals, this Court filed another Order 

to Show Cause directing the parties to, if they so chose, move the district court for an 

amended NRCP 54(b) certification of the judgment on November 16, 2023. MEI-GSR 

Holdings, LLC, Nos. 85915, 86092, 86985, 87243, 87303, 87566 & 87567, at **19-20 

(Order to Show Cause Nov. 16, 2023). The briefing regarding this Order to Show Cause 

was completed on December 26, 2023). 

While the Second Order to Show Cause briefing was pending, Appellants filed 

another appeal from a different order overruling objections to the receiver’s spreadsheet 

calculations, Docket No. 87685. This appeal was docketed on November 30, 2023. 
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MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, No. 87685, at *1 (Notice of Appeal Documents Nov. 30, 

2023). Because this appeal postdated the Motion to Consolidate and Orders to Show 

Cause, it was not part of them. See generally id.; see also MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, Nos. 

85915, 86092, 86985, 87243, 87303, 87566 & 87567, at **1-18 (Order to Show Cause 

Nov. 16, 2023) (listing docket numbers the Order to Show Cause applied to, which did 

not include Docket No. 87685).  

On December 29, 2023, the Court resolved its pending orders to show cause, 

dismissing a number of appeals. MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, Nos. Nos. 85915, 86092, 

86985, 87243, 87303, 87566, 87567 & 87685 (Order Resolving Motions, Dismissing 

and Consolidating Appeals, and Reinstating Briefing Dec. 29, 2023). Even though 

Docket No. 87685 was not subject to any order to show cause questioning this Court’s 

jurisdiction over that appeal, this Court nonetheless sua sponte dismissed Docket 87685 

with no notice or related briefing to be heard. 

On January 16, 2024, Appellants timely filed a Petition for Rehearing/Motion 

for Reconsideration of the December 29, 2023 Orders that were properly subject to the 

Court’s Orders to Show Cause and interrelated motions practice. MEI-GSR Holdings, 

LLC, Nos. 85915, 86092, 86985, 87243, 87303, 87566 & 87567 (Appellants’ Petition 

for Rehearing of December 29, 2023 Order Jan. 16, 2024). Because the orders to show 

cause had not been filed in Docket 87685, Appellants did not file a petition for rehearing 

in that docket.  

Appellants counsel and their staff did not receive an e-filing notification for this 
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Court’s remittitur in Docket 87685, which was filed on January 23, 2023. (Ex. 1). 

Appellants did not receive notice of the remittitur in Docket 87685 until January 25, 

2024, when the district court filed the remittitur in the district court docket. (Id.). 

III. ARGUMENT 

This Court has the inherent authority to recall the remittitur issued in a case. See 

Wood v. State, 60 Nev. 139, 140, 104 P.2d 187, 188 (1940); see also Carrington v. United 

States, 503 F.3d 888, 891 (9th Cir. 2007) (“We have the inherent power to recall our 

mandate in order to protect the integrity of our processes . . . .”). “[R]emittitur will be 

recalled when, but only when, inadvertence, mistake of fact, or an incomplete 

knowledge of the circumstances of the case on the part of the court or its officers, 

whether induced by fraud or otherwise, has resulted in an unjust decision.” Fulbrook v. 

Allstate Ins. Co., 131 Nev. 276, 278, 350 P.3d 88, 89-90 (2015) (quoting Wood, 60 Nev. 

at 141, 104 P.2d at 188). The party seeking to recall the remittitur must file its motion 

within 15 days of the filing of the remittitur in the district court. Wood, 60 Nev. at 140, 

104 P.2d at 188. 

Here, this Court should recall the remittitur as the Court’s order dismissing 

Docket 87685 was filed without notice to Appellants. Neither order to show cause 

questioning this Court’s jurisdiction over the various appeals were filed in Docket 

87685. Nor did any party file a motion to consolidate or dismiss Docket 87685. Thus, 

this Court appears to have mistakenly dismissed Docket 87685 and, as a result, 
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mistakenly or inadvertently filed remittitur in Docket 87685.1 Thus, to protect 

Appellants’ due process rights to notice and an opportunity to be heard—as well as 

rectify the inadvertent or mistaken issuance of the remittitur—this Court should recall 

the remittitur. 

Additionally, because the issue in Docket 87685 is similar to the issue resolved 

in the Order to Show Cause in Dockets 87303 and 87567, this Court should recall the 

remittitur and withhold it until the Court resolved the Petition for Rehearing (and any 

en banc reconsideration). This would preserve judicial efficiency as well as protect 

Appellants’ due process rights while rectifying the inadvertent or mistaken sua sponte 

dismissal of the appeal in Docket 87685.  

III. CONCLUSION 

For these reasons, the Court should recall the Remittitur in Docket 87685 and 

withhold it until the Court has resolved the Petition for Rehearing (and any en banc 

reconsideration). 

 DATED this 1st day of February 2024. 

      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 

 
1 As the December 29, 2023 Order notes, several motions were filed in all dockets 
except Docket 87685. MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, Nos. 85915, 86092, 86985, 87243, 
87303, 87566, 87567 & 87685 (Order Resolving Motions, Dismissing and Consolidating 
Appeals, and Reinstating Briefing Dec. 29, 2023). That is because those motions 
pertained to the orders to show cause, which this Court had not filed in Docket 87685. 



 

6 
 

400 South 7th Street, Suite 300  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC, and 

pursuant to NRAP 25(b) and NEFCR 9, on this 1st day of February 2024, I 

electronically filed the foregoing APPELLANTS’ MOTION TO RECALL 

REMITTITUR with the Clerk of the Court for the Nevada Supreme Court by using 

the Nevada Supreme Courts E-Filing system (Eflex).  Participants in the case who are 

registered with Eflex as users will be served by the Eflex system. 

 
       /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
      An employee of Pisanelli Bice PLLC 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 
 
 

MEI-GSR HOLDINGS, LLC; AM-
GSR HOLDINGS, LLC; and GAGE 
VILLAGE COMMERCIAL 
DEVELOPMENT, LLC, 
 
 Appellants, 
 
v 
 
ALBERT THOMAS, et al., 
 

Respondent. 
 

Case No. 87685 
 
 
 
 
DECLARATION OF JORDAN T. 
SMITH, ESQ. 
 

 

I, Jordan T. Smith, Esq., pursuant to NRS 53.350 declare as follows: 

1. I am a resident of the State of Nevada, and partner with the law firm 

PISANELLI BICE PLLC (“Pisanelli Bice”), counsel for MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 

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

(collectively, “Appellants”) in the above-captioned case. 

2. I make this declaration in support of Appellants’ Motion to Recall Remittitur. I 

have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and I am competent to testify to 

those facts, except for those stated upon information and belief and, as to those, I 

believe them to be true. I am competent to testify as to the facts stated herein in a court 

of law and will so testify if called upon. 

3. I did not receive an electronic service notification from this Court’s e-service 

system regarding the remittitur entered in Docket 87685 on January 23, 2024. I directed 
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my assistants to review their emails, and they had not received an electronic service 

notification from this Court’s e-service system regarding remittitur in Docket 87685. 

4. I was unaware of the remittitur in Docket 87685 until January 25, 2024, when I 

received notice that the remittitur had been filed in the district court’s docket. The State 

Court notice is attached to this Declaration as Exhibit A. 

 I declare under penalties of perjury of the laws of the State of Nevada that the 

foregoing is true and corrected. 

 DATED this 1st day of February 2024. 

 

 /s/Jordan T. Smith     
 JORDAN T. SMITH, ESQ. 
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