
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 ANSWER TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION 

OR, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, MANDAMUS 
 

VOLUME 5 OF 9 
 

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. Minutes of March 23, 2015 Prove Up 

Hearing 
03/23/2015 1 0001-0003 

2.  Minutes of March 24, 2015 Prove Up 
Hearing 

03/24/2015 1 0004 

3.  Minutes of March 25, 2015 Prove Up 
Hearing 

03/25/2015 1 0005-0008 

4.  Notice of Setting Punitive Damages 
Hearing 

10/15/2015 1 0009-0011 

5.  Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss for 
Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction 
 
Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 
Condominium Declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions 
and Reservations of Easements 
 
Ex. 2: Grand Sierra Resort Unit 
Maintenance Agreement 
 
Ex. 3: Exhibit 1 – Dispute Resolution 
Addendum Agreement 
 
Ex. 4: Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental 
Agreement 
 
Ex. 5: Grand Sierra Resort Unit Rental 
Agreement 
 
Ex. 6: Transfer of Special Declarants’ 
Rights and Assignment of Sales 
Agreements, Deposits and Proceeds 

12/10/2015 1 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
1 
 
 
1 
 
 
1 
 
 
1 

0012-0033 
 
 
0034-0090 
 
 
 
 
0091-0120 
 
 
0121-0135 
 
 
0136-0153 
 
 
0154-0170 
 
 
0171-0180 

6.  Order Regarding Plaintiffs’ Motion in 
Support of Punitive Damages, 

12/07/2015 1 0181-0183 
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Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss, and 
Defendants’ Ex Parte Motion for Order 
Shortening Time 

7.  Order [granting Defendants’ Motion to 
Dismiss] 

05/09/2016 1 0184-0197 

8.  Motion for Supplemental Damages 
Prove-Up Hearing 
 
Ex. 1: Correspondence from 
Defendants to Plaintiffs dated July 19, 
2016 (Reconciliation) 
 
Ex. 2: Sample monthly rental 
statements from Defendants to 
Plaintiffs (Taylor 1769, dated July 20, 
2016) 
 
Ex. 3: Sample monthly rental 
statements from Defendants to 
Plaintiffs (Taylor 1775, dated April 28, 
2016) 
 
Ex. 4: Sample monthly rental 
statements from Defendants to 
Plaintiffs 
 
Ex. 5: HOA Written Ballot dated 
January 3, 2017 (Nunn) 
 
Ex. 6: Correspondence from 
Defendants to Plaintiffs dated June 5, 
2017 (Special Assessment) 
 
Ex. 7: Plaintiffs’ First Set of Post-
Judgment Requests for Production of 
Documents 
 
 

12/27/2018 1 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
1 
 
 
1 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
 

0198-0208 
 
 
0209-0213 
 
 
 
0214-0216 
 
 
 
 
0217-0221 
 
 
 
 
0222-0231 
 
 
 
0232-0233 
 
 
0234-0238 
 
 
 
0239-0263 
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Ex. 8: Declaration of Jarrd C. Miller, 
Esq. in Support of Motion for 
Supplemental Damages Prove-Up 
Hearing 

2 0264-0266 

9.  Order Granting Motion for Instructions 
to Receiver 

02/15/2019 2 0267-0269 

10.  Defendants’ Motion for Instructions to 
Receiver Regarding Reimbursement of 
Capital Expenditures  
 
Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 
Condominium Declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions 
and Reservations of Easements for 
Hotel-Condominiums Grand Sierra 
Resort (“CC&Rs”) 
 
Ex. 2: Condo Capital Expense Analysis 
January 2017 thru June 2019 
 
Ex. 3: Hearing Transcript dated October 
30, 2019 

05/21/2020 2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 

0270-0279 
 
 
 
0280-0299 
 
 
 
 
 
 
0300-0306 
 
 
0307-0312 

11.  Affidavit of Bias or Prejudice 
Concerning Kathleen Sigurdson, Esq. 
Pursuant to NRS 1.235 
 
Ex. 1: Washoe County Bar Association 
Judicial Survey 2020 Results 
 
Ex. 2: Nevada Independent Article: “Is 
Justice for Sale in Washoe County?” 
 
Ex. 3: 2020 Contributions and Expenses 
Report #1 
 
Ex. 4: Nevada Secretary of State info re 
grand Sierra as Contributor 

12/28/2020 2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 
 

0313-0324 
 
 
 
0325-0327 
 
 
0328-0332 
 
 
0333-0341 
 
 
0342-0343 
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Ex. 5: 2020 Contributions and Expense 
Report #3 
 
Ex. 6: Nevada Secretary of State 
Business Entity Information for SB 
Gaming, LLC 
 
Ex. 7: Clark County Fictitious Firm 
Name Info for SB Gaming, LLC 
 
Ex. 8: Contact info for Meruelo Group 
 
Ex. 9: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – KLOS Radio, 
LLC 
 
Ex. 10: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – KPWR Radio, 
LLC 
 
Ex. 11: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – KDAY Radio, 
LLC 
 
Ex. 12: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – Herman 
Weissker, Inc.  
 
Ex. 13: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – Cantamar 
Property Management, Inc.  
 
Ex. 14: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – Herman 
Weissker Power, Inc.  
 
Ex. 15: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – One Call 
Construction Services, Inc.  

2 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 
 
2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 

0344-0353 
 
 
0354-0357 
 
 
 
0358-0359 
 
 
0360-0361 
 
0362-0363 
 
 
 
0364-0365 
 
 
 
0366-0367 
 
 
0368-0371 
 
 
 
 
0372-0374 
 
 
 
0375-0378 
 
 
 
0379-0382 
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Ex. 16: California Secretary of State 
Statement Information – Doty Bros. 
Equipment Co. 
 
Ex. 17: Photos of Sigurdson signs on 
GSR property  
 
Ex. 18: RGJ Article: “Washoe District 
Court Election Results: Sigurdson, 
Dollinger and Robb win races” 

2 
 
 
 
2 
 
 
2 

0383-0386 
 
 
 
0387-0392 
 
 
0393-0396 

12.  Order of Recusal of Presiding Judge 
and for Random Reassignment 

01/07/2021 2 0397-0470 

13.  Order Disqualifying All Judicial 
Officers of the Second Judicial District 
Court 

01/21/2021 2 0471-0473 

14.  Memorandum of Temporary 
Assignment 

02/24/2021 2 0474-0475 

15. Defendants’ Motion for Instructions 
Regarding Reimbursement of 2020 
Capital Expenditures 
 
Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 
Condominium Declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions 
and Reservations of Easements for 
Hotel-Condominiums Grand Sierra 
Resort 
 
Ex. 2: Condo Capital Expense Analysis 
Spreadsheets 
 
Ex. 3: Declaration of Reed Brady 
 
Ex. 4: 2017 Better Reserve Consultants 
Reserve Study 
 

06/24/2021 2 
 
 
 
3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3 
 
 
3 
 
3 
 
 

0476-0484 
 
 
 
0485-0594 
 
 
 
 
 
 
0596-0600 
 
 
0601-0603 
 
0604-0712 
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Ex. 5: 2020 Annual Review Without 
Site Visit – Common Area 
 
Ex. 6: 2020 Annual Review Without 
Site Visit – Hotel Related  

4 
 
 
4 
 

0713-0760 
 
 
0761-0798 

16.  Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law 
and Order 

09/29/2021 4 0799-0804 

17.  Order Denying as Moot Defendants’ 
Emergency Motion to Extend Stay 
Pending Final Disposition of the 
Motion to Reconsider  

01/04/2022 4 0805-0806 

  18. Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to 
Stay Special Assessment 

01/04/2022 4 0807-0811 

19.  Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 
Instructions to Receiver 

01/04/2022 4 0812-0817 

20.  Order Granting Receiver’s Motion for 
Orders & Instructions 

01/04/2022 4 0818-0826 

21.  Order Granting Plaintiffs’ 
Supplemental Motion for Fees Pursuant 
to the Court’s December 24, 2020 Order 
Granting Motion for Clarification and 
Sanctioning the Defendants 

01/04/2022 4 0827-0833 

22.  Order Directing Receiver to Prepare 
Report on Defendants’ Request for 
Reimbursement of 2020 Capital 
Expenditures 

01/04/2022 4 0834-0836 

23.  Order Approving Receiver’s Request to 
Approve Updated Fees 

01/04/2022 4 0837-0838 

24.  Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show 
Cause as to Why the Defendants Should 
Not be Held in Contempt of Court 
 

02/01/2022 4 
 
 
 
 

0839-0849 
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Ex. 1: Owner Account Statement for 
Unit No. 1886 dated January 18, 2022 
 
Ex. 2: Email from Jarrad C. Miller dated 
January 24, 2022 
 
Ex. 3: Email from Stefanie Sharp dated 
January 24, 2022 
 
Ex. 4: Email from David McElhinney 
dated January 24, 2022 
 
Ex. 5: Associa Notice dated January 13, 
2022 
 
Ex. 6: Affidavit of Jarrad C. Miller, Esq.  

4 
 
 
4 
 
 
4 
 
 
4 
 
 
4 
 
 
4 

0850-0852 
 
 
0853-0855 
 
 
0856-0858 
 
 
0859-0861 
 
 
0862-0863 
 
 
0864-0868 
 

25.  Minutes of March 25, 2022 Preliminary 
Injunction Hearing  

07/15/2022 4 0869-0870 

26.  Minutes of July 8, 2022 Punitive 
Damages Hearing 

07/15/2022 4 0871-0872 

27.  Supreme Court Administrative Order 
21-00267 

09/29/2022 4 0873-0876 

28.  Order [regarding reassigning case to 
Judge Gonzalea] 

09/29/2022 5 0877-0878 

29.  Plaintiffs’ Individual Status Report 
 
Ex. 1: Email from McElhinney 
 
Ex. 2: Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Judgment, filed October 9, 
2015 
 
Ex. 3: Submit List, dated September 12, 
2022 
 

10/07/2022 5 
 
5 
 
5 
 
 
 
5 
 
 

0879-0892 
 
0893-0898 
 
0899-0923 
 
 
 
0924-0938 
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Ex. 4: Declaration of Briana N. 
Collings, Esq.  

5 
 

0939-0941 
 

30.  Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show 
Cause 
 
Ex. 1: November Owner Account 
Statement 
 
Ex. 2: December Owner Account 
Statement 
 
Ex. 3: Email dated November 23, 2022 
 
Ex. 4: Declaration of Jarrad C. Miller, 
Esq. 

12/28/2022 5 
 
 
5 
 
 
5 
 
 
5 
 
5 

0942-0949 
 
 
0950-0952 
 
 
0953-0954 
 
 
0955-0957 
 
0958-0960 
 

31.  Notice of Appeal  
 
Ex. A: Order [regarding Injunctive 
Relief Motion] 

01/03/2023 5 
 
5 
 

0961-0965 
 
0966-0975 

32.  Order [regarding punitive damages 
award] 

01/17/2023 5 0976-0981 

33.  Order [regarding six outstanding 
Motions for Order to Show Cause] 

02/01/2023 5 0982-0988 

34.  Order [denying Motion for Order to 
Show Cause re privileged documents] 

02/06/2023 5 0989-0993 

35.  Notice of Posting Supersedeas Bond 
 
Ex. A: Supersedeas Bond Appeal 

03/13/2023 5 
 
5 

0994-0999 
 
1000-1006 

36.  Order [regarding continuing renting 
units] 

03/14/2023 5 1007-1009 

37.  Order [denying Defendants’ Motion to 
Modify and Terminate Receivership] 

03/27/2023 5 1010-1012 
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38.  Order [granting Motion for Order to 
Show Cause regarding rents] 

05/24/2023 5 1013-1015 

39.  Transcript of Proceedings Contempt 
Trial – Day 4 

06/09/2023 6 1016-1227 

40.  Order [granting Motion to Certify 
Amended Final Judgment as Final 
Pursuant to NRCP 54(b)] 

06/28/2023 6 1228-1231 

41.  Receiver’s Status Report Requested by 
the Court in its Order Granting the 
Motion to Certify Amended Final 
Judgment as Final Pursuant to NRCP 
54(b) Dated, Dated June 28, 2023 

07/13/2023 6 1232-1239 

42.  Order Finding Defendants in Contempt 07/27/2023 6 1240-1242 

43.  Order Modifying March 14, 2023 Order 
Re Continued Rental of the Parties’ 
Units Until Sale 

07/27/2023 6 1243-1245 

44.  Defendants’ Motion for Clarification 
and/or Motion for Reconsideration of 
Ambiguous Language Contained in the 
Court’s August 1, 2023 Order Denying 
Certain Motions for Orders to Show 
Cause 
 
Ex. A: Order Denying Plaintiffs’ 
November 19, 2021 Motion for Order to 
Show Cause 
 
Ex. B: Order Denying Plaintiffs’ 
September 27, 2021 Motion for Order 
to Show Cause 
 
Ex. C: Order Denying Plaintiffs’ 
December 28, 2021 Motion for Order to 
Show Cause 
 

08/14/2023 6 
 
 
 
 
 
 
6 
 
 
 
6 
 
 
 
7 
 
 
 

1246-1254 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1255-1258 
 
 
 
1259-1262 
 
 
 
1263-1267 
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Ex. D: Order Denying Plaintiffs’ April 
25, 2022 Motion for Order to Show 
Cause 
 
Ex. E: Order Denying Certain Motions 
for Order to Show Cause 

7 
 
 
7 

1268-1272 
 
 
1273-1277 
 

45.  Motion for Reconsideration of (1) 
January 26, 2023 Order Denying 
Defendants’ Motion for Instructions to 
Receiver Re Reimbursement of 2017 
through 2019 Capital Expenditures; and 
(2) January 26, 2023 Order Denying 
Defendants’ Motion for Instructions 
Regarding Reimbursement of 2020 
Capital Expenditures and Request for 
Evidentiary Hearing 
 
Ex. 1: Condo Capital Expense Analysis 
January 2017 thru 2019 
 
Ex. 1: Condo Capital Expense Analysis 
January 2020 thru December 31, 2020 

08/24/2023 7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 
 
 
7 

1278-1300 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1301-1307 
 
 
1308-1313 
 

46.  Order [denying Defendants’ Motion to 
Alter or Amend] 

10/06/2023 7 1314-1316 

47.  Minutes of June 6-9, 2023 Contempt 
Trial 

10/11/2023 7 1317-1338 

48.  Amended Order 11/28/2023 7 1339-1342 

49.  Order [granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to 
Alter or Amend] 

11/28/2023 7 1343-1344 

50.  Receiver’s Report 
 
Ex. 1: Receiver’s Report Pursuant to 
Amended Order of November 28, 2023 

12/12/2023 7 
 
7 

1345-1348 
 
1349-1350 
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51.  Plaintiffs’ Motion for Clarification and 
Instruction to Receiver 
 
Ex. 1: October Calculations 
 
Ex. 2: Exemplar October Statement 
 
Ex. 3: Email dated 11/30/23 

12/29/2023 7 
 
 
7 
 
7 
 
7 

1351-1361 
 
 
1362-1365 
 
1366-1367 
 
1368-1376 

52.  Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration, Motion for 
Reconsideration, Motion for 
Clarification, on in the Alternative, 
Motion to Conduct Post-Judgment 
Discovery 
 
Ex. 1: Condo Transition Plan 

01/02/2024 7 
 
 
 
 
 
 
7 

1377-1388 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1389-1391 

53.  Order Granting in Part Plaintiffs’ Fees 01/04/2024 7 1392-1393 

54.  Defendants’ Motion for Final 
Accounting, Termination of 
Receivership and Approval of Sale of 
Condominium Hotel 
 
Ex. 1: Seventh Amendment to 
Condominium Declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions 
and Reservations of Easements for 
Hotel Condominiums at Grand Sierra 
Resort 
 
Ex. 2: January 18, 2023 Final Notice of 
Meeting of the unit Owner Members 
 
Ex. 3: Agreement to Terminate 
Condominium Hotel, Condominium 
Hotel Association, and Declaration of 
Covenants, Conditions, Restrictions 
and Reservation of Easements 

02/12/2024 7 
 
 
 
 
8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8 
 
 
8 
 
 
 
 

1394-1411 
 
 
 
 
1412-1523 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1524-1540 
 
 
1541-1554 
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Ex. 4: Order Approving Parties’ 
Stipulation  
 
 Ex. 1: Stipulation 
 
  Ex. 1: Agreement to  
  Terminate Condominium 
  Hotel, Condominium  
  Hotel Association and  
  Declaration of Covenants, 
  Conditions, Restrictions  
  and Reservation of  
  Easements 
 
Ex. 5: Nonprofit Articles of 
Incorporation – Grand Sierra Resort 
Unit Owners Association  
 
Ex. 6: Final Judgment filed February 2, 
2023 
 
Ex. 7: Notice of Delinquent Assessment 
(Lien) and Notice of Default and 
Election to Sell Under Homeowners 
Association Lien 
 
Ex. 8: Declaration of Ann O. Hall 
 
Ex. 9: Notice of Trustee’s Sale 
 
Ex. 10: October 11, 2022 Receiver’s 
Report 
 
Ex. 11: Transcript from Order to Show 
Cause Hearing pp. 20, 86, 172-179 
 
Ex. 12: Proposed Sales Agreement 
 

8 
 
 
8 
 
8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
8 
 
 
8 
 
 
 
8 
 
 
 
 
8 
 
8 
 
8 
 
 
8 
 
 
8 
 
 

1556-1558 
 
 
1559-1563 
 
1564-1576 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
1577-1578 
 
 
1579-1583 
 
 
 
1584-1590 
 
 
 
 
1591-1593 
 
1594-1597 
 
1598-1604 
 
 
1605-1619 
 
 
1620-1632 
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Ex. 13: Nevada Secretary of State – 
Summit Unit Acquisition LLC 
 
Ex. 14: October 25, 2021 Appraisal 
Report 
 
Ex. 15: Plaintiff and Non-Plaintiff 
Owned Condo Units  
 
Ex. 16: December 2022 Updated 
Appraisal Report 
 
Ex. 17: Emails regarding Plaintiffs’ 
inspection of the GSRUOA units 

8 
 
 
9 
 
 
9 
 
 
 
9 
 
 
9 

1633-1636 
 
 
1637-1667 
 
 
1668-1683 
 
 
 
1684-1688 
 
 
1689-1691 
 

55.  Order [granting Plaintiffs’ renewed 
Motion for Leave] 

02/28/2024 9 1692-1694 

56.  Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for 
Final Accounting, Termination of 
Receivership and Approval of Sale of 
Condominium Hotel 
 
Ex. 1: Email dated November 7, 2023 
 
Ex. 2: UOA Invoice 
 
Ex. 3: Email dated February 29, 2024 
 
Ex. 4: Unit Owner Statement 
 
Ex. 5: Public Reprimand of Nancy 
Saitta  
 
Ex. 6: Appraisal 
 
Ex. 7: Receiver’s Calculations for 
December 2023 
 

03/04/2024 9 
 
 
 
 
9 
 
9 
 
9 
 
9 
 
9 
 
 
9 
 
9 
 
 

1695-1715 
 
 
 
 
1716-1726 
 
1727-1739 
 
1740-1741 
 
1742-1744 
 
1745-1752 
 
 
1753-1787 
 
1788-1791 
 
 



xiv 
 

Ex. 8: Unit Owner Statements 9 1792-1797 

57.  Order [denying Defendants’ Motion for 
Final Accounting] 

03/24/2024 9 1798-1800 
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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 April 5, 2024, I electronically filed the foregoing APPENDIX TO 

ANSWER TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR, IN THE 

ALTERNATIVE, MANDAMUS, VOLUME 5 OF 9 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 Petitioners 
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 
Gage Village Commercial 
Development, LLC; and  
AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 
 

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq.  
Stefani T. Sharp, Esq. 
Robison, Sharp, Sullivan & Brust 
71 Washington Street 
Reno, Nevada 89503 
Attorneys for the Respondent 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 Petitioners 
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 Petitioners 
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; 
Gage Village Commercial 
Development, LLC; and  
AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez  
Senior Judge, Dept. 10 
Second Judicial District Court 
75 Court Street 
Reno, NV 89501 

 

 /s/ Teresa Stovak    
An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller 
& Williamson 
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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 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-09-29 12:26:00 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9286686

R.App.0877
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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.  

  

R.App.0878

hlonge
Holly
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CODE: 3835 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
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  
briana@nvlawyers.com  
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. (NV Bar No. 0950) 
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile:  (775) 786-9716 
rle@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. 10 (Senior Judge) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ INDIVIDUAL STATUS REPORT 
 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2022-10-07 05:18:22 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9302008

R.App.0879

mailto:jarrad@nvlawyers.com
mailto:briana@nvlawyers.com
mailto:rle@lge.net
https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/notify/cmsFullHistory.html?pageAction=QueryCmsFullHist&notifierCaseInfoId=90068&caseNumber=CV12-02222&myCaseMode=Yes
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Plaintiffs, by and through their counsel of record, the law firms of Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson and Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg, hereby submit their Individual Status 

Report as requested by the Court’s Order filed on September 29, 20221.   

This Status Report 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 7th day of October, 2022. 

 ROBERTSON, JOHNSON,  
 MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
 

      By:  /s/ Briana N. Collings   
       Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
       Briana N. Collings, Esq. 
       Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

 
 

                                                 

1 The Court requested the status report be jointly filed by Plaintiffs and Defendants.  Plaintiffs’ counsel contacted 
Defendants’ counsel about submitting a joint report, but Defendants’ counsel stated: “Based on my experience in 
this case I think any attempt to agree upon a joint status report would be a waste of valuable time and resources for 
both parties.”  (See Ex. 1, Email from McElhinney.)  Plaintiffs thus submit this independent status report in lieu of 
the requested joint status report. 

R.App.0880
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION  

To say this decade-long litigation has been extraordinarily protracted, excessively 

advocated, and extensively briefed by the parties would be an understatement.  Fortunately, the 

case is now in a position where each of the twenty-plus outstanding motions have been fully 

briefed and heard by the Court to the extent warranted, so all that is left to do is for the Court to 

rule on these outstanding motions so a final judgment can be entered.  The parties have 

submitted proposed orders for many, if not all, of the outstanding motions to ease the Court’s 

workload.  There is no reason for the parties to submit further briefing nor for the Court to hear 

further oral arguments in this case.  Instead, this litigation is in dire need of diligent judicial 

attention where the Court (1) reviews at least certain key pleadings in this case to become 

familiar with the relevant procedural history, (2) reviews the parties’ briefing of the outstanding 

motions, including the proposed orders which have been submitted, (3) where necessary, reviews 

the transcripts of hearings, (4) issues orders on such motions, and (5) enters a final judgment.  

Plaintiffs recognize the enormity of work the Court is facing.  Plaintiffs have accordingly 

endeavored to provide a roadmap for the Court to bring this case to a final conclusion. 

Plaintiffs initiated this litigation over ten (10) years ago on August 27, 2012.  Plaintiffs 

filed their operative Second Amended Complaint on March 26, 2013.  Defendants filed their 

Answer to the Second Amended Complaint and Counterclaim on June 12, 2013.  The parties 

then began discovery.  Following a variety of discovery abuses by Defendants and 

correspondingly increasing Court-issued sanctions, the Court finally issued case-concluding 

sanctions against Defendants after finding their actions “turned [NRCP 1’s] directive on its 

head” and were intended to “do[] everything possible to make the proceedings unjust, dilatory, 

and costly.”  (Ex. 2, Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Judgment, filed October 9, 2015 

(“FFCLJ”); see also Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Case-Terminating Sanctions, filed 

October 3, 2014.)  The Court appropriately struck Defendants’ answer, entered a default against 

them, and held a prove-up hearing on Plaintiffs’ damages.  The Court ultimately entered a 

judgment in favor of the Plaintiffs for $8,318,215.55 in damages.  (See FFCLJ.)    

R.App.0881
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On January 7, 2015, the Court entered the Order Appointing Receiver and Directing 

Defendants’ Compliance (“Receivership Order”).  The Receivership Order appointed James 

Proctor as receiver over the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners’ Association (“GSRUOA”) and 

the rental revenue and certain other property interests relating to the other Defendants.  The 

receivership was implemented “for the purpose of implementing compliance, among all 

condominium units, including units owned by any Defendant in this action . . . with the 

Covenants, Codes and Restrictions recorded against the condominium units, the Unit 

Maintenance Agreements, and the original Unit Rental Agreements.”  (Receivership Order.)  On 

January 25, 2019, Richard Teichner (“Receiver”) was substituted in Mr. Proctor’s place.  The 

Receivership remains in place today, but has been all but gutted by Defendants’ refusal to pay 

the Receiver and his counsel for their services.  (See Notice to the Court and All Parties of 

Record, filed June 6, 2022 (“Receiver Notice”) at 1 (“the Receiver and his counsel will not be 

performing any further work, . . . , until the outstanding amount owed, $96,252.00, is paid in full 

and the Receiver and his counsel have assurance of a funding source for work going forward”).)  

Following an appeal to the Nevada Supreme Court to remedy an erroneous dismissal by 

the District Court and remitter therefrom, there has been no shortage of motion practice related to 

the Defendants’ actions, the Receivership, and the Plaintiffs being denied profits which are owed 

to them by Defendants.  These outstanding motions are listed below in the order Plaintiffs 

believe the Court should rule on them to bring this case to a final conclusion.   

At the most basic level, however, after the case was remitted from the Supreme Court, the 

only thing left for this Court to do was to decide whether punitive damages were warranted, and 

if so, in what amount.  This order would have produced a final judgment in this matter and 

allowed any subsequent appeals to begin.  Unfortunately, because that decision was delayed (and 

remains outstanding now, even though a lengthy hearing took place months ago), preserving 

Plaintiffs’ rights in the meantime necessitated substantial motion practice. 

On July 18, 2022, the Court held a Phase Two hearing on punitive damages to determine 

what amount of punitive damages should be awarded.  No order has been issued on Phase Two 

of the punitive damages yet. 

R.App.0882
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II. PENDING AND SUBMITTED MOTIONS  

 There are currently at least twenty-three (23) outstanding motions in this matter which 

have been pending for over sixty (60) days.  (See Ex. 3, Submit List dated 9/12/22.)  As set forth 

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

identified accordingly.  Further, Plaintiffs have provided a flow chart proposing in very simple 

terms why the Court should: (1) adopt the Plaintiffs’ recommended order of ruling on the 

motions; and (2) grant or deny the specific motions. 

The below chart is separated into several tracks which set forth: (1) Essential, Time-

Sensitive Motions impacting the case and the receivership (which must be revived from its 

currently ineffective state caused by Defendants’ refusal to pay the Receiver and his counsel’s 

invoices); (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’ April 25, 2022 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 
January 4, 2022 orders) 

5/16/22  

2 Plaintiffs’ March 2, 2022 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 
January 4, 2022 orders) 

4/5/22  

3 Plaintiffs’ February 1, 2022 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violations of Court’s orders, including 
January 4, 2022 orders) 

2/28/22  

4 Plaintiffs’ November 19, 2021 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violating January 17, 2015 Order) 

12/23/21 

5 Plaintiffs’ September 27, 2021 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violating January 17, 2015 Order) 

11/05/21 

6 Plaintiffs’ February 11, 2021 Motion for Order to Show Cause 
(Defendants’ contempt for violating December 24, 2020 order) 

2/19/21 

7 Receiver’s April 22, 2022 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 

R.App.0883
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Motions to Reach Final, Appealable Judgment 

 

10 Plaintiffs’ November 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. 
(See Transcript of Proceedings, July 18, 2022 at 9:23-10:4 
(“Plaintiffs’ punitive damages motion is granted.”).)  The Court 
then proceeded to hold the Phase 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’ March 23, 2022 Ex Parte Application for Interim Stay 
of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Supplemental Motion for Fees 

4/15/22 

13 Defendants’ January 14, 2022 Motion for Leave to File Motion for 
Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for 
Instructions to Receiver  

3/15/22 

14 Defendants January 14, 2022 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’ January 18, 2022 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’ January 18, 2022 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’ January 18, 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 February 17, 2022 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 

R.App.0884
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MOOT MOTIONS 

 

19 Defendants’ December 28, 2021 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 

20 Defendants’ February 23, 2022 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’ November 19, 2021 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’ June 10, 2021 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’ January 7, 2022 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’ October 5, 2021 Motion for Leave to File Supplemental 
Objection to Receiver’s Analysis and Calculation of Daily Use Fee, 

11/08/21 

R.App.0885
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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 
 

26 Receiver’s October 18, 2021 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’ May 21, 2020 Motion for Instructions to Receiver 
Regarding Reimbursement of Capital Expenditures 
 
MOOT: Court denied relief during October 30, 2019 Motions 
Hearing. 
 

7/14/2020 

28 Plaintiffs’ March 31, 2021 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’ February 12, 2021 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 

R.App.0886
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full and the Receiver and his counsel have assurance of a funding source for work going 

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

approval, the Defendants have usurped the authority of the Court 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 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; 

(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: 

April 25, 2022 
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. 
 

March 2, 2022 
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. 
 

February 1, 2022 
MOSC 

Violations: (1) 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. 
 

R.App.0887
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November 19, 
2021 MOSC 

Violations: (1) Doubling contracted Hotel Fees without Receiver approval; 
and (2) Increasing the Daily Use Fee without Receiver approval. 
 

September 27, 
2021 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 

Receiver – is 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 item 7).  Because the Receivership 

Order 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 

R.App.0888
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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) Defendants can further 

delay this case2; (3) the Receiver / Receiver’s counsel cannot perform their Court-ordered 

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

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

unsupported by the Governing Documents to require Plaintiffs to subsidize Defendants’ revenue-

generating operations; and (6) 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 Defendants’ 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 (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 

Plaintiffs do not discount the daunting task currently before the Court.  The Court should 

(1) review the case generally to become comfortable with the factual and procedural background, 

(2) review all of the relevant motion briefing, (3) review transcripts of oral argument, where 

                                                 

2 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.  (See Plaintiffs’ PowerPoint at 
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.0889
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applicable, (4) review the submitted proposed orders, and (5) issue orders on all outstanding 

motions so the case can be brought to a final judgment.  What the Court should not do is require 

the parties to re-brief, re-argue, or otherwise re-visit any of the pending motions or issues.  

Instead, Plaintiffs should not be forced to relitigate issues; nor should Defendants, who have 

unlimited resources, be allowed a second opportunity to rehash their old arguments.   

The parties have been embroiled in this litigation for over a decade, almost entirely due to 

Defendants’ delay tactics.  The time is now to bring this case to a final judgment.  This task can 

be done without any further briefing or argument by the parties, and it should be done without 

such further actions by the parties.  Plaintiffs therefore are happy to participate in any status 

conference the Court may order; however, Plaintiffs do not believe any further hearings are 

necessary.  The Court has everything it needs to consider and decide the pending motions and 

bring this case to final resolution.  Plaintiffs respectfully request the Court do so. 

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 7th day of October, 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/ Briana N. Collings   

       Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
       Briana N. Collings, Esq. 
       Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

R.App.0890



 

PLAINTIFFS’ INDIVIDUAL STATUS REPORT 
PAGE 11 

 
 

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
Robertson, Johnson, 
Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 
Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

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 7th day of October, 2022, I 

electronically filed the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’ INDIVIDUAL STATUS REPORT 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/ Teresa W. Stovak     
      An Employee of Robertson, Johnson,  
      Miller & Williamson 

R.App.0891
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Briana Collings

From: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com>
Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2022 4:18 PM
To: Briana Collings; Jarrad Miller
Cc: Abran Vigil; Ann Hall; Iliana Godoy; Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq; David Robertson
Subject: RE: GSR

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Brie.  Based upon my experience in this case I think any attempt to agree upon a joint status report would be a waste 
of valuable time and resources for both parties.  Additionally both parties have already submitted and filed their 
respective list of pending motions that require adjudication.  Defendants’ list was filed  August 8, 2022.  I remain of the 
opinion that Defendants’ list is accurate.     Thanks, Dave 
 
 
 
 

David McElhinney 
Associate General Counsel 
o:775.789.5330 
c:562.413.8528 
david.mcelhiney@meruelogroup.com  

 
 
 
 

From: Briana Collings [mailto:briana@nvlawyers.com]  
Sent: Thursday, October 6, 2022 3:59 PM 
To: Jarrad Miller <jarrad@nvlawyers.com>; David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com> 
Cc: Abran Vigil <Abran.Vigil@meruelogroup.com>; Ann Hall <Ann.Hall@meruelogroup.com>; Iliana Godoy 
<Iliana.Godoy@meruelogroup.com>; Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq <rle@lge.net>; David Robertson 
<gdavid@nvlawyers.com> 
Subject: RE: GSR 
 
David – 
 
Please let me know if you are amenable to Jarrad’s plan of submitting a joint status report which lists the 
submitted motions that are undecided in chronological order and has our respective positions attached as two 
separate exhibits.  
 
If not, we’ll just go ahead and file our own status report. 
 
Thanks, 
Brie 
 
____________________________________ 
Briana N. Collings, Esq. 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 

R.App.0894
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Reno, Nevada 89501 
Telephone:  (775) 329-5600 / (775) 342-9945 
Facsimile:  (775) 348-8300 
Email: briana@nvlawyers.com  
Please visit our Website at: www.nvlawyers.com  
 
_______________________________ 
IMPORTANT NOTICE: 
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL.  This message, and any file(s) or attachment(s) transmitted with it, is intended 
only for the named recipient, may be confidential, and may contain information that is a trade secret, proprietary, 
protected by the attorney work-product doctrine, subject to the attorney-client privilege, or is otherwise protected against 
unauthorized use or disclosure.  All information contained in or attached to this message is transmitted based on a 
reasonable expectation of privacy consistent with ABA Formal Opinion No. 99-413.  Any disclosure, distribution, 
copying, or use of this information by anyone other than the intended recipient, regardless of address or routing, is strictly 
prohibited.  If you receive this message in error, please advise the sender by immediate reply and completely delete the 
original message (which includes your deleted items folder).  Personal messages express only the view of the sender and 
are not attributable to Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson.  We advise you that any tax advice contained in this 
communication (including any attachments) is not intended to be used, and cannot be used, for purposes of (i) avoiding 
penalties imposed under the United States Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or recommending to 
another person any tax-related matter addressed herein.  TRANSMISSION OF THIS INFORMATION IS NOT 
INTENDED TO CREATE, AND RECEIPT DOES NOT CONSTITUTE, AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 
 

From: Jarrad Miller <jarrad@nvlawyers.com>  
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 1:59 PM 
To: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com> 
Cc: Briana Collings <briana@nvlawyers.com>; Abran Vigil <Abran.Vigil@meruelogroup.com>; Ann Hall 
<Ann.Hall@meruelogroup.com>; Iliana Godoy <Iliana.Godoy@meruelogroup.com> 
Subject: RE: GSR 
 
David: 
Attached is the September 12, 2022 Washoe County District Court  Memorandum re Submitted Cases. 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, NV 89501 
Telephone: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile: (775) 348-8300 
Email: JARRAD@NVLAWYERS.COM 
Website: www.nvlawyers.com 
_________________________________________________ 

Important: 

Please do not forward this e-mail without the expressed consent of the Author. 
 
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL.  This message originates from the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson.  This message and any file(s) or attachment(s) 
transmitted with it are confidential, intended only for the named recipient, and may contain information that is a trade secret, proprietary, protected by the attorney 
work product doctrine, subject to the attorney-client privilege, or is otherwise protected against unauthorized use or disclosure.  This message and any file(s) or 
attachment(s) transmitted with it are transmitted based on a reasonable expectation of privacy consistent with ABA Formal Opinion No. 99-413.  Any disclosure, 
distribution, copying, or use of this information by anyone other than the intended recipient, regardless of address or routing, is strictly prohibited.  If you receive this 
message in error, please advise the sender by immediate reply and delete the original message.  Personal messages express only the view of the sender and are not 
attributable to Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson. We advise you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended 
to be used, and cannot be used, for purposes of (i) avoiding penalties imposed under the United States Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or 
recommending to another person any tax-related matter addressed herein.  TRANSMISSION OF THIS INFORMATION IS NOT INTENDED TO CREATE, AND RECEIPT DOES 
NOT CONSTITUTE, AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 

 

R.App.0895
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From: Jarrad Miller  
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 1:12 PM 
To: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com> 
Cc: Briana Collings <briana@nvlawyers.com>; Abran Vigil <Abran.Vigil@meruelogroup.com>; Ann Hall 
<Ann.Hall@meruelogroup.com>; Iliana Godoy <Iliana.Godoy@meruelogroup.com> 
Subject: RE: GSR 
 
David:  
 
I will be traveling the next two days.  If we cannot talk this afternoon, you will need to talk to Briana Collings.    
 
Given the completely different views of the case, as demonstrate by the Court’s recent request for a matrix on the 
pending motions that we could not agree on,  can we agree to file a joint status report with two Exhibits (one prepared 
by Plaintiffs and the other by Defendants explaining the contrasting positions)?   The “joint” portion of the report could 
list the submitted motions that are undecided in chorological order (effectively the September 12, 2022 Washoe County 
District Court  Memorandum re Submitted Cases).   
 
Sincerely,  
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, NV 89501 
Telephone: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile: (775) 348-8300 
Email: JARRAD@NVLAWYERS.COM 
Website: www.nvlawyers.com 
_________________________________________________ 

Important: 

Please do not forward this e-mail without the expressed consent of the Author. 
 
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL.  This message originates from the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson.  This message and any file(s) or attachment(s) 
transmitted with it are confidential, intended only for the named recipient, and may contain information that is a trade secret, proprietary, protected by the attorney 
work product doctrine, subject to the attorney-client privilege, or is otherwise protected against unauthorized use or disclosure.  This message and any file(s) or 
attachment(s) transmitted with it are transmitted based on a reasonable expectation of privacy consistent with ABA Formal Opinion No. 99-413.  Any disclosure, 
distribution, copying, or use of this information by anyone other than the intended recipient, regardless of address or routing, is strictly prohibited.  If you receive this 
message in error, please advise the sender by immediate reply and delete the original message.  Personal messages express only the view of the sender and are not 
attributable to Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson. We advise you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended 
to be used, and cannot be used, for purposes of (i) avoiding penalties imposed under the United States Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or 
recommending to another person any tax-related matter addressed herein.  TRANSMISSION OF THIS INFORMATION IS NOT INTENDED TO CREATE, AND RECEIPT DOES 
NOT CONSTITUTE, AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 

 

From: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com>  
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 11:53 AM 
To: Jarrad Miller <jarrad@nvlawyers.com> 
Cc: Briana Collings <briana@nvlawyers.com>; Abran Vigil <Abran.Vigil@meruelogroup.com>; Ann Hall 
<Ann.Hall@meruelogroup.com>; Iliana Godoy <Iliana.Godoy@meruelogroup.com> 
Subject: RE: GSR 
 
Good morning Jarrad.  I am waiting to consult with other members of the defense team and they are not available until 
tomorrow morning.  Let me meet with them first and then I will get back to you.  Thanks, David 
  
  
  

R.App.0896
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David McElhinney 
Associate General Counsel 
o:775.789.5330 
c:562.413.8528 
david.mcelhiney@meruelogroup.com  

  
  
   
  

From: Jarrad Miller [mailto:jarrad@nvlawyers.com]  
Sent: Monday, October 3, 2022 10:42 AM 
To: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com> 
Cc: Briana Collings <briana@nvlawyers.com>; Abran Vigil <Abran.Vigil@meruelogroup.com> 
Subject: RE: GSR 
  
David: 
Do you have time for a call today to discuss the request for a joint status report?     
Sincerely,  
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, NV 89501 
Telephone: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile: (775) 348-8300 
Email: JARRAD@NVLAWYERS.COM 
Website: www.nvlawyers.com 
_________________________________________________ 

Important: 

Please do not forward this e-mail without the expressed consent of the Author. 
  
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL.  This message originates from the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson.  This message and any file(s) or attachment(s) 
transmitted with it are confidential, intended only for the named recipient, and may contain information that is a trade secret, proprietary, protected by the attorney 
work product doctrine, subject to the attorney-client privilege, or is otherwise protected against unauthorized use or disclosure.  This message and any file(s) or 
attachment(s) transmitted with it are transmitted based on a reasonable expectation of privacy consistent with ABA Formal Opinion No. 99-413.  Any disclosure, 
distribution, copying, or use of this information by anyone other than the intended recipient, regardless of address or routing, is strictly prohibited.  If you receive this 
message in error, please advise the sender by immediate reply and delete the original message.  Personal messages express only the view of the sender and are not 
attributable to Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson. We advise you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended 
to be used, and cannot be used, for purposes of (i) avoiding penalties imposed under the United States Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or 
recommending to another person any tax-related matter addressed herein.  TRANSMISSION OF THIS INFORMATION IS NOT INTENDED TO CREATE, AND RECEIPT DOES 
NOT CONSTITUTE, AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 
  

From: Jarrad Miller  
Sent: Friday, September 30, 2022 11:00 AM 
To: David McElhinney <David.McElhinney@meruelogroup.com> 
Cc: Briana Collings <briana@nvlawyers.com> 
Subject: GSR 
  
David: 
Do you have time this afternoon or Monday to have a quick call regarding the Judges instruction for a joint status 
report?    
Sincerely,  
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 

R.App.0897
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50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, NV 89501 
Telephone: (775) 329-5600 
Facsimile: (775) 348-8300 
Email: JARRAD@NVLAWYERS.COM 
Website: www.nvlawyers.com 
_________________________________________________ 

Important: 

Please do not forward this e-mail without the expressed consent of the Author. 
  
PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL.  This message originates from the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson.  This message and any file(s) or attachment(s) 
transmitted with it are confidential, intended only for the named recipient, and may contain information that is a trade secret, proprietary, protected by the attorney 
work product doctrine, subject to the attorney-client privilege, or is otherwise protected against unauthorized use or disclosure.  This message and any file(s) or 
attachment(s) transmitted with it are transmitted based on a reasonable expectation of privacy consistent with ABA Formal Opinion No. 99-413.  Any disclosure, 
distribution, copying, or use of this information by anyone other than the intended recipient, regardless of address or routing, is strictly prohibited.  If you receive this 
message in error, please advise the sender by immediate reply and delete the original message.  Personal messages express only the view of the sender and are not 
attributable to Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson. We advise you that any tax advice contained in this communication (including any attachments) is not intended 
to be used, and cannot be used, for purposes of (i) avoiding penalties imposed under the United States Internal Revenue Code or (ii) promoting, marketing or 
recommending to another person any tax-related matter addressed herein.  TRANSMISSION OF THIS INFORMATION IS NOT INTENDED TO CREATE, AND RECEIPT DOES 
NOT CONSTITUTE, AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 
  
 

NOTICE: This transmission, including any attachments, may contain confidential and privileged information intended solely for use by 
specific recipients. If you are not the intended recipient, be aware that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of the contents of 
this transmission is prohibited. If you have received this transmission in error, please notify me by telephone or e-mail immediately 
and destroy the transmission. Thank you for your cooperation and assistance. 

R.App.0898
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Robertson, Johnson, 
Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 
Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

CODE: 1520 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
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  
briana@nvlawyers.com  
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. (NV Bar No. 0950) 
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile:  (775) 786-9716 
rle@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. 10 (Senior Judge) 
 
 
 
 
 

 
DECLARATION OF BRIANA N. COLLINGS, ESQ. 

 
 I, Briana N. Collings, Esq., hereby state as follows: 

1. I am an associate attorney at the law firm of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & 

Williamson, attorney of record for the Plaintiffs in the above-captioned case.  I am licensed to 

practice in all court in the State of Nevada.   

R.App.0940
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21
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27

28
Robertson, Johnson, 
Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 
Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

2. Between Friday, September 30, 2022, and October 6, 2022, my office exchanged 

several emails with Defendants’ counsel to discuss the joint status report the Court requested.  A 

true and correct copy of this email chain is attached to Plaintiffs’ Independent Status Report as 

Exhibit 1. 

DATED this 7th day of October, 2022. 

 

        /s/ Briana N. Collings   

        Briana N. Collings, Esq. 

R.App.0941
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Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
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  
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Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. (NV Bar No. 0950) 
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile:  (775) 786-9716 
rle@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. OJ41 
 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER 
TO SHOW CAUSE 

 
 
 

 

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

Miller & Williamson and Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg, hereby move this Honorable Court for 

an Order to Show Cause why the Defendants should not be held in contempt in accordance with 

NRS 22.010(3) for their failure to comply with this Court’s November 21, 2022 Order.  This 

motion (“Motion”) is supported by the following memorandum of points and authorities, the 
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

attached Declaration under NRS 22.030(2), the other exhibits attached hereto, and all other 

documents on file before this Court pertaining to the above-referenced matter. 

 RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 28th day of December, 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/      Jarrad C. Miller    

       Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
       Briana N. Collings, Esq. 
 
       Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

R.App.0943
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 
 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The pattern continues!  The Defendants are becoming even more emboldened to willfully 

violate yet another Court order, issued November 14, 2022, after numerous pending Motions for 

Orders to Show Cause go unruled upon.  This recent violation perpetuates the outrageous injustice 

whereby the receivership is ignored and the Defendants steal the Plaintiffs’ rental revenue – month 

after month after month to slowly grind the Plaintiffs into defeat. 

Pursuant to numerous Court orders, simple logic, equity, and any sense of justice, the 

Receiver’s Court-approved fees calculations are to be charged to the Plaintiffs’ units, and the 

Plaintiffs are to be paid the rental revenue earned as a result of the rental of the Plaintiffs’ units 

each month in accordance with the Governing Documents.  However, despite the November 14, 

2022 Order denying key aspects of Defendants’ motions for reconsideration and effectively 

reaffirming prior unambiguous orders requiring the payment of rent, monthly, under the Receiver’s 

calculated court approved fees – both the November 2022 and December 2022 Owner Account 

Statements issued by Defendants after the November 14, 2022 Order willfully violate the Court 

orders by leaving in place the Defendants’ hyperinflated fees that conflict with the Receiver’s 

Court-ordered fees, and the Defendants continue to steal the rental revenue owed to the 

Plaintiffs (financially crushing them).   

This case now has a third judge, after the Defendants’ affiliates funded approximately 90 

percent of a campaign to unseat this case’s original judge who presided over this case for nearly 

eight years.  The case’s progression through numerous judges has proven it is extremely difficult 

for the Court to have a complete understanding of the voluminous record.  Nonetheless, such a 

review of the record reveals that only an order of contempt will result in the Court’s orders being 

complied with by these rogue Defendants, who, in the words of the Court, have “done everything 

possible to make the proceedings unjust, dilatory, and costly” and have been responsible for 

“systematic attempts at obfuscation and intentional deception . . . .”1  

 

1 October 9, 2015 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Judgment (“FFCLJ”) at 2:16-18.  See also January 7, 

2021 Order of Recusal of Presiding Judge and for Random Reassignment and December 28, 2021 Affidavit of Bias 

or Prejudice.   

R.App.0944



 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
PAGE 4 

 

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 

 
Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

Accordingly, the Court should, without further delay, grant this Motion and require the 

Defendants to show cause as to why they should not be held in contempt. 

II. FACTS 

The November 14, 2022 Order denied Defendants’ January 14, 2022 Motion for Leave to 

File Motion for Reconsideration of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Instructions to Receiver; 

granted in part Defendants’ January 14, 2022 Motion for Leave to file Motion for Reconsideration 

of Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Stay Special Assessment and Request for Oral Argument; 

denied Defendants’ January 18, 2022 Motion for Leave to File Motion for Reconsideration of 

Order Granting Receiver’s Motion for Orders and Instructions and Request for Oral Argument; 

granted Defendants’ January 18, 2022 Motion for Leave to File Motion for Reconsideration of 

Order Approving Receiver’s Requested to Approve Updated Fees and Request for Oral Argument; 

and, critically, declined to modify the prior order.  In sum, the November 14, 2022 Order upheld 

the Court’s previous January 4, 2022 orders which Defendants sought to reverse or amend. 

As a result of the November 14, 2022 Order, it cannot be disputed that the: (1) January 4, 

2022 Order Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Instructions to Receiver; (2) January 4, 2022 Order 

Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion to Stay Special Assessment – as modified by the November 14, 2022 

Order wherein the “Court clarifies that the Receiver is limited to collecting those rents only from 

the Plaintiff and Defendant owned units”; (3) January 4, 2022 Order Granting Receiver’s Motion 

for Orders & Instructions; and (4) Order Approving Receiver’s Request to Approve Updated Fees 

(herein “Affirmed Orders”) all must be timely complied with by both the Receiver and 

Defendants.  Neither the Receiver nor Defendants have, to date, been given any authority to 

modify, change, or ignore the Court’s orders. 

On November 18, 2022, after the November 14, 2022 Order, Defendants disseminated 

Owner Account Statements to the Plaintiffs which willfully violate the Court’s orders by applying 

fees that directly conflict with the Court’s orders.  (See Exhibit 1, Sample Owner Account Stated 

dated November 18, 2022.)   

(1) The Receiver’s new fee calculations as submitted to the Court should 
immediately be applied retroactive to January 2020 and going forward 
until a subsequent order from the Court is issued (2) the amounts owed to 
Plaintiffs under those fee calculations should be paid to Plaintiffs within 

R.App.0945



 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
PAGE 5 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 
Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

thirty (30) days in accordance with the Governing Documents; (3) the Receiver 
should be permitted to calculate the 2020 fee calculation using the same 
methodology – and once those calculations are completed, the Receiver can 
reconcile the unit owner accounts to reflect the difference between the 2020 
and 2021 fee calculations; . . . .  Any adjustments to the fees as a result of 
motion practice by the parties shall be credited or debited accordingly, but 
in the interim, rental revenue shall be calculated based upon the Receiver’s 
2021 calculations.   
 
 

(Order Approving Receiver’s Request to Approve Updated Fees dated January 4, 2022 at 2:3-15, 

emphasis supplied; those fees approved thereby, “Approved Updated Fees”); see also Order 

Granting Plaintiffs’ Motion for Instructions to Receiver dated January 4, 2022 and Order dated 

November 14, 2022.)  The Court’s order requires the use of the Receiver’s fees.  The calculations 

have been litigated and approved by the Court.  (See Receiver Analysis and Calculation of Daily 

Use Fee, Shared Facilities Unit Expense Fee and Hotel Expense Fee with Request to Approve 

Updated Fees and for Court to Set Effective Date for New Fees (“Fees Calculation”), filed August 

16, 2021, and Order Approving Receiver’s Requested to Approve Updated Fees, filed by the Court 

January 4, 2022.)  

 Defendants’ issuance of the November and December monthly statements with their own 

hyperinflated fees is a willful violation of the Court’s orders.  For example, the Receiver has 

calculated the Daily Use Fee (“DUF”) between $22.02 and $25.63 per night depending on the size 

of the units.  (Fees Calculation at 5:5-7.)  The rogue Defendants are now charging $38.07 for the 

DUF – a daily fee that is charged for each day the unit is rented in any given month.  (See Ex. 1; 

Ex. 2, Sample Owner Account Statement dated December 14, 2022.)   

On November 23, 2022, counsel for Plaintiffs sent an email to counsel for Defendants and 

the Receiver explaining that the November 18, 2022 Owner Account Statement, Ex. 1., willfully 

violates the Court’s orders and that if the December Owner Account Statement did not comply 

with the Court’s orders that Plaintiffs would seek relief from the Court.  (See Ex. 3, Email to 

McElhinney.)  Plaintiffs thereafter received the December Owner Account Statements and these, 

like the November statements, also willfully again violate the Court’s Orders by applying 

Defendants’ hyperinflated fees.  (See Ex. 2.)  Further, the rents for Plaintiffs’ units, after applying 

the Receiver’s Approved Updated Fees, have not been turned over to the Receiver so that Plaintiffs 

R.App.0946
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

can be paid within thirty (30) days all rents owed to Plaintiffs through the end of November 

2022.  Again, neither the Receiver or Defendants have, to date, been given any authority to modify, 

change, or ignore the Court’s orders which must be followed without deviation. 

Accordingly, the Plaintiffs request the Court issue an order to show cause as to why the 

Defendants should not be held in contempt of Court for issuing monthly account statements that 

willfully violate the Court’s orders and refusing to pay/turnover the rental proceeds.  

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

The Nevada Revised Statutes provide this Court with the authority to hold the Defendants 

in contempt.  Such authority provides that among those “acts or omissions [that] shall be deemed 

contempts” is “[d]isobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the 

court or judge at chambers.”  NRS 22.010(3). 

Accordingly, this Court has the authority to hold the Defendants in contempt for violating 

its orders.  See also NRS 1.210 (“Every court shall have power: . . . (3) “[t]o compel obedience to 

its lawful judgments, orders and process, and to the lawful orders of its judge out of court in an 

action or proceeding pending therein.”).   

IV. CONCLUSION 

The Defendants, again, need to be compelled to comply with this Court’s orders.  The 

Defendants have willfully violated the Court’s orders by leaving in place their own hyperinflated 

fees that conflict with the Receiver’s Court-ordered fees and continue to steal the rental revenue 

owed to the Plaintiffs which, under the Court’s orders, should have been paid to the Plaintiffs 

within thirty (30) days.  Accordingly, this Court should grant this Motion, without further delay, 

and require the Defendants to show cause as to why they should not be held in contempt. 

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. 

DATED this 28th day of December, 2022. 

 

ROBERTSON, JOHNSON, 

MILLER & WILLIAMSON 

      By:    /s/ Jarrad C. Miller    

       Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 

       Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

R.App.0947
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

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 28th day of December, 2022, I 

electronically filed the foregoing PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

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 Martinez                                        
     An Employee of Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson 

R.App.0948
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1 November Owner Account Statement 2 

2 December Owner Account Statement  1 

3 Email dated November 23, 2022 2 
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CODE: 1520 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. (NV Bar No. 7093) 
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  
briana@nvlawyers.com  
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq. (NV Bar No. 0950) 
Lemons, Grundy & Eisenberg 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile:  (775) 786-9716 
rle@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. OJ41 
 
 
 
 
 

 

DECLARATION OF JARRAD C. MILLER IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION 
FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

I, Jarrad C. Miller, state: 

1. Except as otherwise stated, all matters herein are based upon my personal 

knowledge. 

R.App.0959
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Robertson, Johnson, 

Miller & Williamson 

50 West Liberty Street, 

Suite 600 

Reno, Nevada 89501 

2. I am over the age of 18, competent to make this Declaration, and if called to 

testify as a witness in this action, my testimony will be consistent with the statements contained 

in this Declaration. 

3. I am an attorney of record for Plaintiffs herein. 

4. I am licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada, and am a Shareholder of the 

Robertson, Johnson, Miller & Williamson law firm, which has offices in Reno, Nevada and Las 

Vegas, Nevada. 

5. Attached to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause (“Motion”) as Exhibit 1 

is a true and correct copy of the November Owner Account Statement for Unit 1762. 

6. Attached as Exhibit 2 to the Motion is a true and correct copy of the December 

Owner Account Statement for Unit 1762. 

7. Attached as Exhibit 3 to the Motion is a true and correct copy of an email to 

counsel dated November 23, 2022. 

8. Exhibits 2 and 3 demonstrate that Defendants have issued Owner Account 

Statements to Plaintiffs in violation of the Court’s orders requiring the use of the Court approved 

fees calculated by the Court appointed receiver and have further failed to pay or release rental 

revenue derived from the rental of Plaintiffs’ units in accordance with the Court’s orders.   

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my 

own knowledge, except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and that as to such 

matters I believe them to be true. 

 DATED this 28th day of December, 2022. 

   /s/ Jarrad C. Miller                                 

Jarrad C. Miller, Esq. 
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Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com   
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: 702.214.2100 
Facsimile: 702.214.2101 
 
Abran Vigil, Esq., Bar No. 7548 
abran.vigil@meruelogroup.com 
Ann Hall, Esq., Bar No. 5447 
ann.hall@meruelogroup.com 
David C. McElhinney, Esq., Bar No. 0033 
david.mcelhinney@meruelogroup.com 
MERUELO GROUP, LLC 
Legal Services Department 
5th Floor Executive Offices 
2535 las Vegas Boulevard South 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 
Tel: (562) 454-9786 
 
Attorneys for Defendants 
MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC;  
Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC;  
and AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 
  
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; JANE 
DUNLAP, individually; JOHN DUNLAP, 
individually; BARRY HAY, individually; 
MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER, as Trustee of 
the MARIE-ANNIE ALEXANDER LIVING 
TRUST; MELISSA VAGUJHELYI and 
GEORGE 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; DONALD SCHREIFELS, 
individually; ROBERT R. PEDERSON, 
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON 
1990 TRUST; LOU ANN PEDERSON, 
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON 
1990 TRUST; LORI ORDOVER, individually; 
WILLIAM A. HENDERSON, individually; 
CHRISTINE E. HENDERSON, individually; 
LOREN D. PARKER, individually; SUZANNE 
C. PARKER, individually; MICHAEL IZADY, 
individually; STEVEN TAKAKI, individually; 

Case No.: CV12-0222  
Dept. No.: OJ41 
 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL   

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-01-03 02:48:13 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9436552 : yviloria
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FARAD TORABKHAN, individually; SAHAR 
TAVAKOL, individually; M&Y HOLDINGS, 
LLC; JL&YL HOLDINGS, LLC; SANDI 
RAINES, individually; R. RAGHURAM, 
individually; USHA RAGHURAM, 
individually; LORI K. TOKUTOMI, 
individually; GARRET TOM, individually; 
ANITA TOM, individually; RAMON 
FADRILAN, individually; FAYE FADRILAN, 
individually; PETER K. LEE and MONICA L. 
LEE, as Trustees of the LEE FAMILY 2002 
REVOCABLE TRUST; DOMINIC YIN, 
individually; ELIAS SHAMIEH, individually; 
JEFFREY QUINN individually; BARBARA 
ROSE QUINN individually; KENNETH 
RICHE, individually; MAXINE RICHE, 
individually; NORMAN CHANDLER, 
individually; BENTON WAN, individually; 
TIMOTHY D. KAPLAN, individually; 
SILKSCAPE INC.; PETER CHENG, 
individually; ELISA CHENG, individually; 
GREG A. CAMERON, individually; TMI 
PROPERTY GROUP, LLC; RICHARD LUTZ, 
individually; SANDRA LUTZ, individually; 
MARY A. KOSSICK, individually; MELVIN 
CHEAH, individually; DI SHEN, individually; 
NADINE’S REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS, 
LLC; AJIT GUPTA, individually; SEEMA 
GUPTA, individually; FREDRICK FISH, 
individually; LISA FISH, individually; 
ROBERT A. WILLIAMS, individually; 
JACQUELIN PHAM, individually; MAY ANN 
HOM, as Trustee of the MAY ANN HOM 
TRUST; MICHAEL HURLEY, individually; 
DOMINIC YIN, individually; DUANE 
WINDHORST, individually; MARILYN 
WINDHORST, individually; VINOD BHAN, 
individually; ANNE BHAN, individually; GUY 
P. BROWNE, individually; GARTH A. 
WILLIAMS, individually; PAMELA Y. 
ARATANI, individually; DARLENE 
LINDGREN, individually; LAVERNE 
ROBERTS, individually; DOUG MECHAM, 
individually; CHRISINE MECHAM, 
individually; KWANGSOO SON, individually; 
SOO YEUN MOON, individually; JOHNSON 
AKINDODUNSE, individually; IRENE 
WEISS, as Trustee of the WEISS FAMILY 
TRUST; PRAVESH CHOPRA, individually; 
TERRY POPE, individually; NANCY POPE, 
individually; JAMES TAYLOR, individually; 
RYAN TAYLOR, individually; KI HAM, 
individually; YOUNG JA CHOI, individually; 
SANG DAE SOHN, individually; KUK 
HYUNG (CONNIE), individually; SANG 

R.App.0962
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(MIKE) YOO, individually; BRETT 
MENMUIR, as Trustee of the CAYENNE 
TRUST; WILLIAM MINER, JR., individually; 
CHANH TRUONG, individually; ELIZABETH 
ANDERS MECUA, individually; SHEPHERD 
MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT BRUNNER, 
individually; AMY BRUNNER, individually; 
JEFF RIOPELLE, individually; PATRICIA M. 
MOLL, individually; DANIEL MOLL, 
individually; and DOE PLAINTIFFS 1 
THROUGH 10, inclusive , 
 
   Plaintiff(s), 

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

Notice is hereby given that Defendants MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC; AM-GSR Holdings, LLC; 

and Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC hereby appeal to the Supreme Court of Nevada 

from the Order on Plaintiffs’ Application for Temporary Restraining Order, and Motion for 

Preliminary Injunction (“the Injunctive Relief Motion”), entered  in this action on December 5, 2022, 

attached hereto as Exhibit A, as well as all orders, rulings, or decisions relating thereto, and any other 

order, ruling, or decision made appealable thereby. 

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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AFFIRMATION 

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

number of any person. 

 DATED this 3rd day of January, 2023. 

PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
By:  /s/ Jordan T. Smith     
 Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC;  
Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC;  
and AM-GSR Holdings, LLC 
 

  

R.App.0964
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of PISANELLI BICE PLLC and that on this  

3rd day of January, 2023, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service program true and 

correct copies of the above and foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL to all registered participants in 

this matter. 

G. David Robertson, Esq., SBN 1001 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq., SBN 7093 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq., SBN 11874 
ROBERSTON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Tel: (775) 329-5600 
jon@nvlawyers.com 
jarrad@nvlawyers.com 
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq., SBN 0950 
LEMONS, GRUNDY & EISENBERG 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile: (775) 786-9716 
rle@lge.net 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 

F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq., SBN 780 
Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. SBN 8661 
ROBISON, SHARP, SULLIVAN & BRUST 
71 Washington Street 
Reno, Nevada 89503 
Tel: (775) 329-3151 
Tel: (775) 329-7169 
dsharp@rssblaw.com 
ssharp@rssblaw.com 
 
Attorneys for the Receiver Richard M. Teichner 
 
 

 
 /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
An employee of PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing, exhibits, declarations,1 transcripts 

and related documents and being fully informed rules on the APPLICATION FOR TEMPORARY 

RESTRAINING ORDER, AND MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION ('the 

Injunctive Relief Motion") related to a meeting noticed by Defendants for March 14, 2022 to hold a 

vote on whether the Grand Sierra Resort Unit Owners Association ("GSRUOA") should be 

dissolved. 

The Court makes the following factual findings : 

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

ORDER- I 
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The Court makes the following legal conclusions: 

After balancing the interests of the parties and in evaluating the legal issues, the Court concludes 

that Plaintiffs will suffer irreparable injury if no relief is granted. The Court has fashioned a remedy 

that balances the rights of both parties in this matter. 

The Court concludes the Plaintiffs will not suffer irreparable harm if the statutory process under 

NRS 116.2118 et seq. along with Court supervision as outlined herein is followed. 

The Court concludes Defendants property interest are protected by issuance of this relief. 

Therefore, the Court issues the following Orders: 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Grand Sierra unit owners arc allowed to proceed with 

their vote to terminate the GSRUOA and election to sell the Property as a whole. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that prior to a sale of the Property as a whole, the Court shall enter 

an Order on motion to terminate and or modify the Receivership that addresses the issues of 

payment to the Receiver and his counsel, the scope of the wind up process of the GSRUOA to be 

overseen by the Receiver, as well as the responsibility for any amounts which are awarded as a result 

of the pending Applications for OSC. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that no sale of the units at GSRUOA or the property rights related to 

the GSRUOA and the units which currently compose GSRUOA shall occur until further order of 

this Court which includes a process for the resolution of any retained claims by Plaintiffs and 

procedure for the determination of fair market value of Plaintiffs' units under NRS 116.2118 et seq . 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this Court shall provide supervision of the appraisal process of 

the units in order to assure that Plaintiffs are provided an opportunity to submit their own appraisal 

of their respective units for consideration and determination of the fair market value of the units an 

their allocated interests. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 5th day of December, 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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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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)1 

   

 

Pursuant to WDCR 12(5) the Court after consideration of the Plaintiffs’ November 6, 2015 Motion 

in Support of Punitive Damages Award (“Punitive Damages Motion”), the Defendants’ December 

1, 2020 opposition (“Opposition”), Plaintiffs’ July 30, 2020 Reply in Support of Award of Punitive 

Damages (“Punitive Damages Reply”), Plaintiffs’ July 6, 2022 Punitive Damages Summary, 

Defendants’ July 6, 2022 Trial Summary, the oral argument and evidence submitted by the parties 

during the hearing on July 8 and 18, 2022, a review of the briefing, exhibits, testimony of the 

witness, transcripts of the proceedings as well as the evidence in the record, including but not 

 
1 On January 21, 2021, Chief District Court Judge Scott Freeman, entered an Order Disqualifying All Judicial Officers of 
the Second Judicial District Court. On September 19, 2022, the Nevada Supreme Court entered a Memorandum of 
Temporary Assignment, appointing the undersigned Senior Judge. 
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limited to, evidence submitted during the underlying hearing on compensatory damages, and being 

fully informed rules on the Punitive Damages Motion2:  

The Court conducted a prove up hearing on March 23-25, 20153 after striking the Defendants 

answer for discovery abuses and entering a default.  This resulted in an admission as true all 

allegations contained in the Second Amended Complaint. An order awarding damages and making 

factual findings was entered on October 9, 2015.  The Court at that time requested further briefing 

on the issue of punitive damages and ordered the parties to contact chambers to schedule a hearing. 

Defendants have argued the Unit Maintenance Agreement and Unit Rental Agreement prohibit an 

award of punitive damages and limit an award of compensatory damages. These arguments were 

already raised and rejected when the Court issued its October 9, 2015 Order. 

The economic loss doctrine does not apply to limit Plaintiffs’ recovery for intentional torts.4 

 
2 Although no written order finding that punitive damages were warranted was entered after the July 8, 2022 hearing and 
prior to the commencement of the July 18, 2022 hearing, it appears that all involved agreed that the July 18 hearing 
would not be necessary if Senior Justice Saitta found that punitive damages should not be awarded.  The motion was 
granted orally during the July 18, 2022 hearing.  7/18/2022 Transcript, p. 10, l. 1-2.  The findings stated on the record 
were: 
 
There were five tort claims set forth by the plaintiffs in an earlier hearing. Number 1, we have a tortious interference 
with contract; we have fraud; we have conversion; we have deceptive trade practices -- it appears as if I'm missing one -- 
oh, tortious breach of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing; fraud and intentional misrepresentation -- let me be 
clear on that one -- violation of the Deceptive Trade Practices Act. And I believe that that contains all the necessary 
findings that need to be made for us to proceed in our hearing today. 
 
7/18/2022 Transcript, p. 10; l. 8-18. 
 
3 Regardless of what an earlier Judge called the proceeding, the March 2015 evidentiary hearing was a bench trial.    The 
Court has determined that this is a bench trial based upon the USJR definitions.   
 

According to the definitions in the data dictionary, a bench trial is held when a trial begins and evidence is taken or witnesses are 
sworn. Accordingly, if you have indicated that the bench trial was held, then a corresponding bench trial disposition should be used 
to dispose of the case. 

 
See https://nvcourts.gov/AOC/Programs_and_Services/Research_and_Statistics/FAQs/#civil1.  The length of time 
between the first portion of the trial and the conclusion of the trial is one which is unacceptable in the administration of 
justice in Nevada. 
 
4 Halcrow, Inc. v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 129 Nev. 394, 402 fn. 2 (2013). 
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The Nevada Legislature has limited the recovery of punitive damages in NRS 42.005.5 

The Court in the October 9, 2015 Order found that the Defendants had made intentional 

misrepresentations(fraud), breached the covenant of good faith and fair dealing, and converted the 

property of the Plaintiffs. 

The Court is tasked, in part, with determining which causes of action support the punitive damages 

claim and warrant the award of punitive damages, if any.   

While it is unclear whether the breach of the implied covenant finding in the October 9, 2015 Order 

is sufficient to support a punitive damages award, the conduct related to the conversion and 

intentional misrepresentation/fraud claims clearly warrant consideration of such damages. 

Defendants’ officers, including Kent Vaughan, Defendants’ Senior Vice President of Operations, 

admitted to the tortious scheme.6 

 
5   That statute provides in pertinent part: 
 
      1.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 42.007, in an action for the breach of an obligation not arising from 
contract, where it is proven by clear and convincing evidence that the defendant has been guilty of oppression, fraud or 
malice, express or implied, the plaintiff, in addition to the compensatory damages, may recover damages for the sake of 
example and by way of punishing the defendant. Except as otherwise provided in this section or by specific statute, an 
award of exemplary or punitive damages made pursuant to this section may not exceed: 
      (a) Three times the amount of compensatory damages awarded to the plaintiff if the amount of compensatory 
damages is $100,000 or more; or 
       
 * * * 
      3.  If punitive damages are claimed pursuant to this section, the trier of fact shall make a finding of whether such 
damages will be assessed. If such damages are to be assessed, a subsequent proceeding must be conducted before the 
same trier of fact to determine the amount of such damages to be assessed. The trier of fact shall make a finding of the 
amount to be assessed according to the provisions of this section… 
       
 
6 Vaughn testified in deposition on August 26, 2013.  Relevant portions of the transcript show the conscious decision by 
an officer of Defendants. 
 

Q. How did you first come to know in July of 2011 that the Grand Sierra was taking in income for units that 
were not in the unit rental program?  
A. I authorized the front desk to use non-rental units due to demand, consumer demand. 
Q. And when you authorized the front desk in was it July of 2011 –  
A. Yes.  
Q. -- to use units that were not in the unit rental program, did you or anyone else that you know of who 
represents the Grand Sierra, contact the Grand Sierra Resort unit rental owners who were not in the program, 
to advise them of this policy?  

R.App.0978
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The Court finds the given the prior striking of Defendant’s answer, Vaughn’s testimony alone is 

sufficient to meet the burden of proof of clear and convincing evidence to prove malice, oppression 

or fraud related to the tortious scheme. 

The damages awarded in the October 9, 2015 Order are based in part on contract claims.  Damages 

for the tort claims were based upon the same calculations and testimony provided by Plaintiffs’ sole 

witness.  This crossover does not preclude an award of punitive damages related to the tort damages 

but limits a double recovery.   

A plaintiff may assert several claims for relief and be awarded damages on different theories. 
It is not uncommon to see a plaintiff assert a contractual claim and also a cause of action 
asserting fraud based on the facts surrounding the contract's execution and performance. See 
Amoroso Constr. v. Lazovich and Lazovich, 107 Nev. 294, 810 P.2d 775 (1991). The 
measure of damages on claims of fraud and contract are often the same. However, Marsh is 
not permitted to recover more than her total loss plus any punitive damages assessed. She 
can execute on the assets of any of the five parties to the extent of the judgments entered 
against them until she recovers her full damages. 
 

Topaz Mutual Co. v. Marsh, 108 Nev. 845, (1992) at pages 851- 852. 

After review of all of the available evidence the Court concludes that two categories of damages 

from the October 2015 Order warrant and support an award of punitive damages: 

Damages awarded for underpaid revenues $442,591.83 fall within the conversion claim7 and 

intentional misrepresentation/fraud8; 

 

A. No.  
Q. Why? 
A. I didn't have authorization to rent them.  
Q. So it was a conscious decision to rent them without authorization? 
A. Yes. 

 
Vaughan Transcript, Ex. 1 to Reply, at p. 29 l. 3-21. 
 
7 October 9, 2015 Order, Conclusion of Law C, at p. 16 l. 16 to p. 17 l. 4. 
  
8 October 9, 2015 Order, Conclusion of Law I, at p. 18 l. 15 to l. 22.  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 17th day of January, 2023, 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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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing and related documents and being 

fully informed rules on the pending Applications for Order to Show Cause: 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 

DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT.1 The Court 

concludes that the order entered by Sr. Justice Saitta on 9/29/21 removed the obligation to disgorge 

the funds until further order. Cause has not been shown that a violation of NRS 22.010(3)2 has 

1 The court has also reviewed the DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW  
CAUSE AS TO WHY THE DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 
2/17/21 and the REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 
DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 2/19/21. The Court notes that an 
OST was submitted and never acted upon. 

2 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

F I L E D
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R.App.0982



ORDER - 2 

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 

occurred by failing to disgorge the amounts identified in the 12/24/2020 order; the motion is 

denied.  

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE filed 09/27/213
 for Defendants’ 

failure to comply with the January 7, 2015 Order Appointing Receiver and Directing Defendants’ 

Compliance.  Cause has been shown that a violation of NRS 22.010(3)4 has occurred by failing to 

comply with the order appointing receiver; the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 22.030(2)5 a trial 

is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 22.090.6   At trial the Court will hear the answer and any 

evidence presented by the parties; determine whether a contemptuous act has occurred; and. if so, 

may order relief and/or damages including but not limited to those set forth under NRS 22.100.7 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

3 The Court has also reviewed DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE filed 10/11/21, and PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF  MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW 
CAUSE filed 11/5/21. 

4 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

5  The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

6 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up 
or appeared, the court or judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person 
arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses for or against the person arrested, for which an 
adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.      

7 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
1. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the

person proceeded against is guilty of the contempt charged. 
2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on

the person not exceeding $500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
3.  In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to

subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule

R.App.0983
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ORDER - 3 

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 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE filed 11/19/218 for Defendants’ 

failure to comply with the January 7, 2015 Order Appointing Receiver by increasing the .  Cause has 

been shown that a violation of NRS 22.010(3)9 has occurred by failing to comply with the order 

appointing receiver and unilaterally increasing fees10; the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 

22.030(2)11 a trial is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 22.090.12   At trial the Court will hear the 

answer and any evidence presented by the parties; determine whether a contemptuous act has 

occurred; and, if so, may order relief and/or damages including but not limited to those set forth 

under NRS 22.100.13 

or process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the 
contempt. 

8 The Court has also reviewed the DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE AND REQUEST FOR AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS filed 12/03/21 and 
PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE filed on 12/17/21. 

9 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

10 These fees were separately addressed by order entered on January 4, 2022. 

11  The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

12 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up 
or appeared, the court or judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person 
arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses for or against the person arrested, for which an 
adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.      

13 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
1. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the

person proceeded against is guilty of the contempt charged. 
2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on

the person not exceeding $500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
3.  In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to

subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule

R.App.0984
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The request for attorney’s fees by Defendants is denied. 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 

DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 2/1/2214
 for 

Defendants refusal to comply with orders, including those issued on January 4, 2022, the motion is 

granted. Pursuant to NRS 22.030(2)15 a trial is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 22.090.16   At 

trial the Court will hear the answer and any evidence presented by the parties; determine whether a 

contemptuous act has occurred; and, if so, may order relief and/or damages including but not 

limited to those set forth under NRS 22.100.17 

or process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the 
contempt. 

14 The Court has also reviewed OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS 
TO WHY THE DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 2/18/22 and 
REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 
DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 2/28/22. 

15 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

16 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up 
or appeared, the court or judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person 
arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses for or against the person arrested, for which an 
adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.      

17 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
1. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the

person proceeded against is guilty of the contempt charged. 
2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on

the person not exceeding $500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
3. In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to

subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule 
or process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the 
contempt. 

R.App.0985

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-022.html#NRS022Sec110
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-022.html#NRS022Sec010


ORDER - 5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 

DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed on 3/2/22.18 

The Court concludes that the mailing of the meeting notice by an 80% owner of the units at 

GSRUOA is not a violation of a prior court order.19 Cause has not been shown that a violation of 

NRS 22.010(3)20 by this mailing; the motion is denied. 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 

DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND REQUEST 

FOR ORAL ARGUMENT ON MOTION DURING HEARING SET FOR MAY 12, 2022 filed 

on 4/25/2221 for Defendants refusal to comply with orders, including those issued on January 4, 

2022 and failure to turn over rent, the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 22.030(2)22 a trial is 

scheduled to be conducted under NRS 22.090.23   At trial the Court will hear the answer and any 

18 The Court has also reviewed DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 
3/17/22 and REPLY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY 
THE DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT filed 4/5/22. 

19 The court addressed this in the 12/5/22 Order related to injunctive relief. 

20 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

21 The Court has also reviewed DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT 
AND REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT ON MOTION DURING HEARING SET FOR MAY 12, 2022 filed 
5/9/22, PLAINTIFFS’ REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AS TO WHY THE 
DEFENDANTS SHOULD NOT BE HELD IN CONTEMPT OF COURT AND REQUEST FOR ORAL 
ARGUMENT ON MOTION DURING HEARING SET FOR MAY 20, 2022 filed 5/16/22 and DEFENDANTS’ 
SURREBUTTAL TO PLAINTIFFS’ MAY 24, 2022 REBUTTAL ORAL ARGUMENT REGARDING PLAINTIFFS 
MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE REGARDING CONTEMPT filed  

22 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

23 The statute provides in part: 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 1st day of February, 2023, 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.

R.App.0988

hlonge
Holly
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing and related documents and being 

fully informed rules on the pending Applications for Order to Show Cause: 

 Motion for Order to Show Cause filed on December 27, 2022.1 Given the notice of compliance, the 

motion is denied. 

1 The court has also reviewed the Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause, Filed 
December 27, 2022 was filed January 10, 2023. Plaintiffs filed their Reply in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to 
Show Cause as to Why the Defendants Should Not be Held in Contempt of Court on January 13, 2023. Defendants 
filed a Notice of Compliance on January 31, 2023.  

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-02-06 08:54:19 AM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9493186

R.App.0989
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Motion for Order to Show Cause filed on December 28, 2022.2 Cause has been shown that a 

violation of NRS 22.010(3)3 has occurred by failing to comply with the order appointing receiver; 

the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 22.030(2)4 a trial is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 

22.090.5   At trial the Court will hear the answer and any evidence presented by the parties; 

determine whether a contemptuous act has occurred; and. if so, may order relief and/or damages 

including but not limited to those set forth under NRS 22.100.6 

 
2 The court has also reviewed the Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause Filed 
December 28, 2022 was filed January 11, 2023. Plaintiffs filed their Reply in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to 
Show Cause filed December 28, 2022 on January 20, 2023. 
 
3 The statute provides in pertinent part: 
 
NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
      3.  Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers. 

 
4  The statute provides in pertinent part: 
 
NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
      3.  Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers. 
 
5 The statute provides in part: 
 
NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up 
or appeared, the court or judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person 
arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses for or against the person arrested, for which an 
adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.       
 
6 The statute provides in part: 
 
NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
      1.  Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the 
person proceeded against is guilty of the contempt charged. 
      2.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on 
the person not exceeding $500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
      3.  In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to 
subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule 
or process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the 
contempt. 
 

R.App.0990
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Motion for Order to Show Cause filed on December 29, 2022.7  Cause has been shown that a 

violation of NRS 22.010(3)8 has occurred by failing to comply with the order appointing receiver; 

the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 22.030(2)9 a trial is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 

22.090.10   At trial the Court will hear the answer and any evidence presented by the parties; 

determine whether a contemptuous act has occurred; and. if so, may order relief and/or damages 

including but not limited to those set forth under NRS 22.100.11 

 

7 The court has also reviewed the Receiver’s Response to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause was filed January 
9, 2023, and Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause Filed December 29, 2022 was filed 
January 12, 2023. Plaintiffs filed their Reply in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Order to Show Cause on January 19, 
2023. 
. 
8 The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

9  The statute provides in pertinent part: 

NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
3. Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers.

10 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up 
or appeared, the court or judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person 
arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses for or against the person arrested, for which an 
adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.       

11 The statute provides in part: 

NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
1. Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the

person proceeded against is guilty of the contempt charged. 
2. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on

the person not exceeding $500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
3. In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to

subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule 
or process the reasonable expenses, including, without limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the 
contempt. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

: 

R.App.0993
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Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
JTS@pisanellibice.com   
PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: 702.214.2100 
Facsimile: 702.214.2101 
 
Abran Vigil, Esq., Bar No. 7548 
abran.vigil@meruelogroup.com 
Ann Hall, Esq., Bar No. 5447 
ann.hall@meruelogroup.com 
David C. McElhinney, Esq., Bar No. 0033 
david.mcelhinney@meruelogroup.com 
MERUELO GROUP, LLC 
Legal Services Department 
5th Floor Executive Offices 
2535 las Vegas Boulevard South 
Las Vegas, NV 89109 
Tel: (562) 454-9786 
 
Attorneys for Defendants  
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
 

ALBERT THOMAS, individually; JANE 
DUNLAP, individually; JOHN DUNLAP, 
individually; BARRY HAY, individually; 
MARIE-ANNE ALEXANDER, as Trustee of 
the MARIE-ANNIE ALEXANDER LIVING 
TRUST; MELISSA VAGUJHELYI and 
GEORGE 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; DONALD SCHREIFELS, 
individually; ROBERT R. PEDERSON, 
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON 
1990 TRUST; LOU ANN PEDERSON, 
individually and as Trustee of the PEDERSON 
1990 TRUST; LORI ORDOVER, individually; 
WILLIAM A. HENDERSON, individually; 
CHRISTINE E. HENDERSON, individually; 
LOREN D. PARKER, individually; SUZANNE 
C. PARKER, individually; MICHAEL IZADY, 
individually; STEVEN TAKAKI, individually; 
FARAD TORABKHAN, individually; SAHAR 
TAVAKOL, individually; M&Y HOLDINGS, 
LLC; JL&YL HOLDINGS, LLC; SANDI 
RAINES, individually; R. RAGHURAM, 

Case No.: CV12-0222  
Dept. No.: 10  
 
 
NOTICE OF POSTING SUPERSEDEAS 
BOND   

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-03-13 04:01:10 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9556166

R.App.0994
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individually; USHA RAGHURAM, 
individually; LORI K. TOKUTOMI, 
individually; GARRET TOM, individually; 
ANITA TOM, individually; RAMON 
FADRILAN, individually; FAYE FADRILAN, 
individually; PETER K. LEE and MONICA L. 
LEE, as Trustees of the LEE FAMILY 2002 
REVOCABLE TRUST; DOMINIC YIN, 
individually; ELIAS SHAMIEH, individually; 
JEFFREY QUINN individually; BARBARA 
ROSE QUINN individually; KENNETH 
RICHE, individually; MAXINE RICHE, 
individually; NORMAN CHANDLER, 
individually; BENTON WAN, individually; 
TIMOTHY D. KAPLAN, individually; 
SILKSCAPE INC.; PETER CHENG, 
individually; ELISA CHENG, individually; 
GREG A. CAMERON, individually; TMI 
PROPERTY GROUP, LLC; RICHARD LUTZ, 
individually; SANDRA LUTZ, individually; 
MARY A. KOSSICK, individually; MELVIN 
CHEAH, individually; DI SHEN, individually; 
NADINE’S REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS, 
LLC; AJIT GUPTA, individually; SEEMA 
GUPTA, individually; FREDRICK FISH, 
individually; LISA FISH, individually; 
ROBERT A. WILLIAMS, individually; 
JACQUELIN PHAM, individually; MAY ANN 
HOM, as Trustee of the MAY ANN HOM 
TRUST; MICHAEL HURLEY, individually; 
DOMINIC YIN, individually; DUANE 
WINDHORST, individually; MARILYN 
WINDHORST, individually; VINOD BHAN, 
individually; ANNE BHAN, individually; GUY 
P. BROWNE, individually; GARTH A. 
WILLIAMS, individually; PAMELA Y. 
ARATANI, individually; DARLENE 
LINDGREN, individually; LAVERNE 
ROBERTS, individually; DOUG MECHAM, 
individually; CHRISINE MECHAM, 
individually; KWANGSOO SON, individually; 
SOO YEUN MOON, individually; JOHNSON 
AKINDODUNSE, individually; IRENE 
WEISS, as Trustee of the WEISS FAMILY 
TRUST; PRAVESH CHOPRA, individually; 
TERRY POPE, individually; NANCY POPE, 
individually; JAMES TAYLOR, individually; 
RYAN TAYLOR, individually; KI HAM, 
individually; YOUNG JA CHOI, individually; 
SANG DAE SOHN, individually; KUK 
HYUNG (CONNIE), individually; SANG 
(MIKE) YOO, individually; BRETT 
MENMUIR, as Trustee of the CAYENNE 
TRUST; WILLIAM MINER, JR., individually; 
CHANH TRUONG, individually; ELIZABETH 

R.App.0995
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ANDERS MECUA, individually; SHEPHERD 
MOUNTAIN, LLC; ROBERT BRUNNER, 
individually; AMY BRUNNER, individually; 
JEFF RIOPELLE, individually; PATRICIA M. 
MOLL, individually; DANIEL MOLL, 
individually; and DOE PLAINTIFFS 1 
THROUGH 10, inclusive , 
 
   Plaintiff(s), 

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

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that on this date Defendants MEI-GSR Holdings, LLC, AM-GSR 

Holdings, LLC, and Gage Village Commercial Development, LLC posted a supersedeas bond in the 

amount of twenty-nine million four hundred forty-four thousand three hundred thirty eight and 79/100 

dollars, ($29,444,338.79) to secure the Final Judgment, entered February 2, 2023, (“Final Judgment”).  

A true and correct copy of the bond is attached hereto as Exhibit “A”.   

The Final Judgment and all other orders, judgments, rulings, or decisions related thereto and 

made appealable thereby have been appealed to the Nevada Supreme Court. Therefore, pending the 

disposition of the appeal, and in lieu of direct payment of the Final Judgment, Defendants have posted 

this bond as security. Any execution on the Final Judgment is now immediately stayed. See NRCP 

62(d)(1).  

. . . 

. . . 

. . . 
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AFFIRMATION 

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

number of any person. 

 DATED this 13th day of March, 2023. 

PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
 
By:  /s/ Jordan T. Smith    
 Jordan T. Smith, Esq., Bar No. 12097 
 400 South 7th Street, Suite 300 
 Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
 
Attorneys for Defendants  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I HEREBY CERTIFY that I am an employee of PISANELLI BICE PLLC and that on this  

13th day of March, 2023, I caused to be served via the Court's e-filing/e-service program true and 

correct copies of the above and foregoing NOTICE OF POSTING SUPERSEDEAS BOND to 

all registered participants in this matter. 
 
G. David Robertson, Esq., SBN 1001 
Jarrad C. Miller, Esq., SBN 7093 
Jonathan J. Tew, Esq., SBN 11874 
ROBERSTON, JOHNSON, MILLER & WILLIAMSON 
50 West Liberty Street, Suite 600 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
Tel: (775) 329-5600 
jon@nvlawyers.com 
jarrad@nvlawyers.com 
 
Robert L. Eisenberg, Esq., SBN 0950 
LEMONS, GRUNDY & EISENBERG 
6005 Plumas Street, Third Floor 
Reno, Nevada 89519 
Telephone: (775) 786-6868 
Facsimile: (775) 786-9716 
rle@lge.net 
 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
 
F. DeArmond Sharp, Esq., SBN 780 
Stefanie T. Sharp, Esq. SBN 8661 
ROBISON, SHARP, SULLIVAN & BRUST 
71 Washington Street 
Reno, Nevada 89503 
Tel: (775) 329-3151 
Tel: (775) 329-7169 
dsharp@rssblaw.com 
ssharp@rssblaw.com 
 
Attorneys for the Receiver Richard M. Teichner 
 
 

 
 /s/ Shannon Dinkel     
An employee of PISANELLI BICE PLLC 
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INDEX OF EXHIBITS 
 

EXHIBIT NO. DESCRIPTION LENGTH OF EXHIBIT 

A Supersedeas Bond on Appeal 7 
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EXHIBIT A 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-03-13 04:01:10 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9556166

R.App.1000
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing and related documents and being 

fully informed rules on MOTION FOR INSTRUCTIONS TO RECEIVER CONCERNING 

TERMINATION OF THE GRAND SIERRA RESORT UNIT OWNERS’ ASSOCIATION 

AND RENTAL OF UNITS UNTIL TIME OF SALE filed on JANUARY 26, 2023 (“Motion for 

Instructions”).1 After consideration of the briefing, the Court grants the motion.  

The limited definition of occupancy is not one the Court is inclined to adopt.  Defendant’s argument 

that the 670 former units of the GSRUOA can no longer be rented under the URA but only 

occupied would promote economic waste.  The 670 former units represent about one third of the 

1 The court has also reviewed the, the Defendants’ Opposition filed February 14, 2023 and the Reply filed on February, 
24, 2023. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-03-14 12:42:10 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9557984

R.App.1007
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total units at the GSR and removing all of those units (including Defendant’s) from  availability for 

rental is nonsensical.  The Receiver is instructed to continue to rent the former units under the 

URA. 

Dated this 14th day March, 2023. 

Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez, (Ret.) 
Sr. District Court Judge 

R.App.1008
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 14th day of March, 2023, 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. DEARMOND SHARP, ESQ.
STEPHANIE SHARP, ESQ.
G.DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ.
ROBERT EISENBERG, ESQ.
JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ.
ANN HALL, ESQ.
JAMES PROCTOR, ESQ.
JORDAN SMITH, ESQ.

R.App.1009
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing and related documents and being 

fully informed rules on Defendants’ Motion to Modify and Terminate Receivership (“Motion”).1 

After consideration of the briefing, the Court denies the motion. 

The Motion is premature given the status of Defendants compliance with the Court’s prior order. 

The Court has overruled the Objection by order of this date and Defendants are to deposit funds 

consistent with the  Order entered on January 26, 2023.  Once those funds are deposited, the 

Receiver shall file a motion for payment of expenses including his fees and the fees of his attorney; 

1 The court has also reviewed the Opposition filed March 2, 2023, Notice of Errata filed March 3, 2023, and the Reply 
filed on March 10, 2023.. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-03-27 03:17:39 PM
Alicia L. Lerud

Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9580094

R.App.1010
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After payment of those funds, the Receiver shall provide accurate rental information2 as well as the 

recalculated fees.  Once that information is provided to Plaintiffs’ counsel, Plaintiffs’ have 30 days to 

provide their appraisal. 

Defendants may file a subsequent motion once they have complied with the Court’s prior orders. 

Dated this 27th day March, 2023. 

Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez, (Ret.) 
Sr. District Court Judge 

2 The Court notes that Defendants are in control of this information and there providing of this information to the 
Receiver may expedite the process.  If Defendants do not cooperate with the Receiver in providing this information, the 
process may take much longer than necessary. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

COURT; that on the 27th day of March, 2023, 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. DEARMOND SHARP, ESQ.
STEPHANIE SHARP, ESQ.
G.DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ.
ROBERT EISENBERG, ESQ.
JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ.
ANN HALL, ESQ.
JAMES PROCTOR, ESQ.
JORDAN SMITH, ESQ.
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Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez (Ret.) 
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 WDCR 12(5) the Court after a review of the briefing and related documents and being 

fully informed rules on MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE (“Application for Order to 

Show Cause”).1 Cause has been shown that a violation of NRS 22.010(3) has occurred by failing to 

comply with the order related to the dissolution plan; the motion is granted. Pursuant to NRS 

22.030(2)2  a trial is scheduled to be conducted under NRS 22.090.3   At trial the Court will hear the 

 
1  The Court has reviewed the MOTION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE filed May 2, 2023; DEFENDANTS’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION 
FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE RE: RENTAL OF UNITS filed May 16, 2023; and the REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ORDER TO 
SHOW CAUSE filed May 23, 2023.   
 
2     The statute provides in pertinent part: 

 
NRS 22.010  Acts or omissions constituting contempts.  The following acts or omissions shall be deemed contempts: 
      3.  Disobedience or resistance to any lawful writ, order, rule or process issued by the court or judge at chambers. 
 
3 The statute provides in part: 

 

F I L E D
Electronically
CV12-02222

2023-05-24 10:45:43 AM
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Clerk of the Court
Transaction # 9685410
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answer and any evidence presented by the parties; determine whether a contemptuous act has 

occurred; and. if so, may order relief and/or damages including but not limited to those set forth 

under NRS 22.100.4 

The Court has determined that it is appropriate to consolidate the trial on this matter with the others 

scheduled to begin on June 6, 2023. 

Dated this 24th day May 2023. 

Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez, (Ret.) 
Sr. District Court Judge 

 
NRS 22.090  Trial; court to hear answer and witnesses; adjournment.  When the person arrested has been brought up or appeared, the court or 
judge shall proceed to investigate the charge, and shall hear any answer which the person arrested shall make to the same, and may examine witnesses 
for or against the person arrested, for which an adjournment may be had from time to time if necessary.       
 
4 The statute provides in part: 
 
NRS 22.100  Penalty for contempt. 
      1.  Upon the answer and evidence taken, the court or judge or jury, as the case may be, shall determine whether the person proceeded against is 
guilty of the contempt charged. 
      2.  Except as otherwise provided in NRS 22.110, if a person is found guilty of contempt, a fine may be imposed on the person not exceeding 
$500 or the person may be imprisoned not exceeding 25 days, or both. 
      3.  In addition to the penalties provided in subsection 2, if a person is found guilty of contempt pursuant to subsection 3 of NRS 22.010, the 
court may require the person to pay to the party seeking to enforce the writ, order, rule or process the reasonable expenses, including, without 
limitation, attorney’s fees, incurred by the party as a result of the contempt. 

 

R.App.1014

https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-022.html#NRS022Sec110
https://www.leg.state.nv.us/Division/Legal/LawLibrary/NRS/NRS-022.html#NRS022Sec010
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

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

that on the 24th day of May, 2023, 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. DEARMOND SHARP, ESQ.
STEPHANIE SHARP, ESQ.
G. DAVID ROBERTSON, ESQ.
ROBERT EISENBERG, ESQ.
JENNIFER HOSTETLER, ESQ.
ANN HALL, ESQ.
JAMES PROCTOR, ESQ.
JORDAN SMITH, ESQ.

R.App.1015
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