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1 LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, FRIDAY, APRIL 22, 2011, 9:12 A.M. 

2 (Court was called to order) 

3 MR. PEEK: Your Honor, you'll note that Ms. Salt 

4 also goes in Macau for you at midnight. 

5 THE COURT: Good morning. How are you today? Or 

6 good night. 

7 MS. SALT: Good evening. I'm very well, thank you. 

8 THE COURT: Can you hear me okay? 

9 MS. SALT: I can hear you loud and clear, Your 

10 Honor. 

11 THE COURT: All right. If at any time that counsel 

12 are not clear to you because sometimes they will move away 

13 from their mikes, please let me know, and I will try and get 

14 them back near a microphone so that you will be able to hear 

15 them. 

16 And, counsel, while you're participating today, if 

17 you would please pause occasionally, because we do have a 

18 slight delay with our video hookup, and I want to make sure 

19 everybody has an opportunity to participate today. 

20 Has everyone had an opportunity to check in? 

21 

22 

23 

MS. GLASER: We have. 

MR. PEEK: Yes, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you for your joint status 

24 report. I got a chance to read it yesterday late afternoon, 

25 and I have a couple of questions, because you guys are a 
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1 little further along than most of my cases at a Rule 16 

2 status. 

3 Have you with respect to the ESI agreed on whose 

4 information will be searched in addition to search terms? 

5 MR. PEEK: Your Honor, I guess yes and no. Yes in 

6 the sense that it was my understanding the search terms will 

7 probably encompass that, but, no, we have not agreed on that 

8 yet. And certainly that•s a very good question to ask of us 

9 as to whose email or whose ESI will be searched. 

10 THE COURT: Okay. Then let me step back for a 

11 minute. Have you created an ESI protocol for use among 

12 yourselves as to how that information is going to be 

13 identified, how the search terms are going to be identified, 

14 how the privilege review is going to be conducted, and then 

15 once the information has been gathered how that•s going to be 

16 transmitted or shared among yourselves? 

17 MR. PEEK: We did not get that far along, Your 

18 Honor. We were certainly going to -- we knew that we had to 

19 have further discussions. Monday was just -- did not have 

20 enough time to be able to accomplish all of that. 

21 THE COURT: All right. Then I will stop asking 

22 questions about it and give you a homework assignment to draft 

23 an ESI protocol, and if you•re unable to agree 

24 MR. PEEK: Thank you, Your Honor. 

25 THE COURT: -- on an ESI protocol, to come back on a 
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1 motion with competing versions. But I have concerns related 

2 to some prior cases I've dealt with about the privileged 

3 material being properly reviewed on the ESI side before it is 

4 distributed so we don't run into issues that will cause 

5 serious concern later down the road. 

6 MR. PEEK: And, Your Honor, what is your experience 

7 with clawback provisions in those ESI protocols that you've 

8 had occasion to address? 

9 THE COURT: Gosh, Mr. Peek. It's so nice to see you 

10 this morning. 

11 MR. PEEK: It's nice to be here, Your Honor. 

12 THE COURT: I have had mixed results with clawback 

13 provisions. I think a clawback provision when you have 

14 counsel that are cooperating is very effective. Sometime in 

15 the heat of litigation disputes arise about whether material 

16 is appropriate for a clawback, and people become resistant to 

17 complying with a clawback provision, and that can be 

18 problematic. So I've been trying in the last few months to 

19 make sure that we get the privilege review done as thoroughly 

20 as possible prior to the production to limit those documents 

21 which would be subject to a clawback provision. And it is 

22 very important the connecters be applied appropriately in 

23 doing the search terms. 

24 MR. PEEK: We agree, Your Honor. Thank you. 

25 THE COURT: So, I mean, that's my concern and 

4 

SA0194



1 experience, which is why I'm asking these questions. But I 

2 know you gentlemen will all be able -- and lady will all be 

3 able to work together well, but I'd prefer to have the ESI 

4 protocol so you know what the rules are before we get halfway 

5 down the path. 

6 MS. GLASER: Your Honor, Patricia Glaser. Do you 

7 have a form that you like to use or you used in the past that 

8 we know would be acceptable to you? 

9 THE COURT: I usually let you guys draft them. I've 

10 approved all sorts of variations, depending upon the 

11 particular case and how broad the requests are and how much 

12 information you're going to pull into the search. 

13 MS. GLASER: No problem. 

14 THE COURT: So, if you want, we have a number of 

15 case where they've been approved, but I don't think any of 

16 them are closely related to the type of case you're in. 

17 They're all much broader, and I don't think you want to use 

18 those. 

19 MS. GLASER: Thank you. 

20 THE COURT: With respect to the trial date that 

21 you've proposed I have some questions. And I'm glad Mr. 

22 Morris here, because I'm going to put him on the spot for a 

23 minute. 

24 You've requested a trial date on the June 2012 

25 stack. Mr. Morris, do you have any information from a 
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1 scheduling perspective on when the CityCenter argument is 

2 scheduled and when you think you might get a decision? 

3 

4 3rd. 

5 

MR. MORRIS: Your Honor, it is scheduled for May the 

THE COURT: So my best guess is you usually get a 

6 decision 60 to 90 days after argument. Is that everybody's 

7 experience? 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

MR. 

MR. 

THE 

MR. 

MR. 

PEEK: Is it en bane, Your 

MORRIS: It is en bane. 

COURT: It is en bane. 

PEEK: Optimistic at 60. 

WILLIAMS: I can tell you, 

Honor, or Mr. Morris? 

Maybe 9. 

Your Honor, we had an 

13 en bane rehearing not too long ago, and we•re still waiting, 

14 and it•s been beyond 60 or the 90-day period. 

15 THE COURT: Okay. Here's my -- here•s my issue. 

16 And it•s purely a scheduling issue. I had set the CityCenter 

17 trial to start in September of this year for six months. That 

18 case has been stayed I believe since October. 

19 

20 

MR. MORRIS: November the 17th. 

THE COURT: Okay. Since November. And so I have --

21 I'm not able to try it when it•s scheduled, and I'm trying to 

22 figure out my best guess of when it•s going to come back so I 

23 don•t give people firm settings when I think I•m going to have 

24 to be trying that case, because it is a rather complex case 

25 and has a lot of stuff that seems to have not been 
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1 accomplished as a result of the stay, which is going to cause 

2 some further delays. And so purely from a scheduling 

3 standpoint I'm trying to figure out if the time you've asked 

4 for, the June 12th time frame, is when it's going to work. 

5 And my guess is it's going to be a little tight, but I don't 

6 know when I'm going get the decision on the CityCenter case, 

7 and once that stay is lifted, then we will have to essentially 

8 restart much of the discovery and the evidentiary issues that 

9 we were in the process of doing. 

10 MR. MORRIS: My guess is when it comes back, 

11 irrespective of the decision, that the time set for trial will 

12 not be necessary, that it will be a much shorter period. 

13 THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Morris. I appreciate 

14 that information. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

MR. MORRIS: So then that's something we'll be 

pleased to discuss with you, I hope. 

THE COURT: Someday. 

MR. MORRIS: Yeah. In May or so. 

THE COURT: Well, I don't think it'll be in May. 

mean --

21 MR. MORRIS: Never say never. 

I 

22 THE COURT: All right. Other than trying to get the 

23 discovery that you've outlined in your status report ready for 

24 a June 2012 trial date, is there any hope that you will be 

25 able to do what I would call a little initial discovery and 
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1 then go to a productive settlement conference? And I see nos. 

2 The last time I saw nos from you, Mr. Campbell was in the 

3 Palms case, but, lo and behold, it resolved. I'm not going to 

4 force you to go to a settlement conference if you don't think 

5 it's going to be productive, because I don't need to waste the 

6 judicial resources that can be used other places. If at some 

7 point in time you change your mind and you think that an early 

8 exchange of information of certain types will lead to a 

9 productive settlement discussion, I will be happy to assist 

10 you by getting you a settlement judge on short notice. If you 

11 decide to go to private mediation, that's always open to you. 

12 But I try always to get these kind of cases where generally 

13 we're facing business decisions, which are separate from 

14 litigation decisions, into a place that the business people 

15 can make those decisions in an effective way. 

16 MS. GLASER: Your Honor, we don't -- I want to be 

17 clear we're not simply -- neither side is being recalcitrant. 

18 There have been efforts -- it is not any -- it's not 

19 reasonable to expect a resolution, a settlement certainly at 

20 this time, and we would like to proceed as quickly as 

21 possible, and I think Mr. Campbell is of the same view. 

22 MR. CAMPBELL: We echo that, Your Honor. 

23 THE COURT: And I'm fine with that. It's just 

24 you've put a delay on the start of depositions in your status 

25 report, so I want to ask some questions about why you've 
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1 structured it the way you have. 

2 Mr. Campbell, I guess I'll start with you. 

3 MR. CAMPBELL: I'm going to let Mr. Williams 

4 THE COURT: Mr. -- Mr. Williams. I'm sorry. 

5 MR. CAMPBELL: -- carry the laboring oar in this. 

6 MR. WILLIAMS: Your Honor, it's simply -- the 

7 deposition start date is simply a reflection of the efforts we 

8 think it's going to take in order to get a sufficient number 

9 of documents produced by both sides in order to make the 

10 deposition process meaningful. Our understanding from defense 

11 counsel is that they have a lot of documents to go through. 

12 The documents that they are going to go through they want us 

13 to start the process by providing them with search terms, and 

14 they've indicated it's going to take approximately three 

15 months or so, understanding there may be fluctuations in that 

16 time, to get us the documents produced. We hope to be able to 

17 produce our documents on a quicker pace than that, expecting 

18 that we're going to have less to produce. But we're still 

19 going to have a significant number on our end, as well. And 

20 so the discussion between counsel was we're not going to look 

21 to dump all the documents on each other at the very end of 

22 that time frame, we're going to be doing it throughout the 

23 process so that we can be organizing what we get from each 

24 other and, you know, be preparing for depositions. But it's 

25 just not realistic, in our view, to be doing depositions prior 
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1 to the July time frame until these documents are exchanged. 

2 THE COURT: Let me step back for a minute, then. 

3 MR. WILLIAMS: Sure. 

4 THE COURT: Typically in my experience -- and 

5 admittedly my experience probably doesn't apply to a case 

6 that's as international as yours is and more information may 

7 be electronic than usual -- we have a production of 

8 information that is not in the electronic form fairly quickly, 

9 and then we have the process of going through the ESI 

10 production because of the voluminous nature of the 

11 electronically stored information. Are we not anticipating 

12 producing the actual hard-copy paper documents that exist at 

13 an earlier stage? 

14 

15 

16 

MS. GLASER: 

THE COURT: 

MS. GLASER: 

Your Honor, if I might. 

Yes. 

Patricia Glaser. In fact we do 

17 anticipate that, but we --

18 THE COURT: Okay. 

19 MS. GLASER: -- that's why, bad expression, where 

20 it's a rolling discovery we intend to be producing documents 

21 relatively quickly as we go along. The ESI will take longer, 

22 of course 

23 THE COURT: Yes, it will. 

24 MS. GLASER: -- as Your Honor has said, but we 

25 we're not waiting till July 18th to dump everything. We are 
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1 investigation, you're going to produce that on a rolling 

2 schedule? 

3 MS. GLASER: That's correct, Your Honor. And I want 

4 to record to be -- to note that I'm smiling. I'm not 

5 accepting Mr. Campbell's representation to the Court about 

6 dumping documents. I don't think that's either counsel's 

7 desire nor the clients' desire. 

8 THE COURT: Well, in every case I have there's 

9 always a document dump at some time during the case. It's 

10 usually somebody just found 25,000 pages of documents, and 

11 they give them to somebody, and we're all worried about how we 

12 got those documents. And, you know, it's just the nature of 

13 litigation. It's -- you know, we'd rather it not occur two 

14 weeks prior to trial, but, you know, sometimes there's some 

15 guy who had a private file that nobody found out about till 

16 you prepped him for his depo and, you know, lo and behold, 

17 then you've got them. So it happens --

18 MR. PEEK: Your Honor -- I'm sorry. 

19 THE COURT: and we try and avoid it. 

20 Mr. Peek, good morning. 

21 MR. PEEK: Good morning again. And, Your Honor, one 

22 of the items that you'll see here is the fact that we aren't 

23 necessarily saying to the plaintiff that we're going to agree 

24 to all their search terms and all of their date ranges, so 

25 that --

12 

SA0201



1 THE COURT: No. You said you're going to ask the 

2 Court for assistance 

3 MR. PEEK: Right. That's the reason why 

4 THE COURT: -- on an expedited basis. 

5 MR. PEEK: That's why I brought that up, because 

6 certainly 

7 THE COURT: And underline "expedited." 

8 MR. PEEK: -- all of us want to have this done in 

9 by July 1 so we can start depositions. But it's going to 

10 require, really, as much as a cooperative effort from 

11 ourselves as well as from the Court when we have disputes. 

12 And so I asked counsel to make sure that they agreed that you 

13 could resolve business disputes -- or discovery disputes. 

14 THE COURT: I resolve discovery disputes in every 

15 single Business Court case, as do my two other colleagues, 

16 since January 1st. We're all stuck with 

17 MR. PEEK: Well, they all do that, but your Business 

18 Court orders still say otherwise. And I don't know why they 

19 still say that. 

20 THE COURT: Dan's going to fix it as soon as we get 

21 out of here. 

22 MR. PEEK: Because I just got one in a case, and I 

23 was wondering -- I was wondering why it was there. And I also 

24 got one from Judge Denton that I was wondering why it was 

25 still there, because I thought everything had changed on 
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1 January 1. But I thought, okay, maybe I missed something. 

2 THE COURT: I'll look at the form we all use. 

3 Thanks. 

4 MR. PEEK: So the forms don't reflect the rule, 

5 because I thought that was the rule. So it's just a matter of 

6 we did it in the Palms, we were able to do it successfully in 

7 the Palms, is getting it on shortened time with the Court and 

8 getting here and having you hear us and interrupting your 

9 schedule. And I assume we could do the same thing here. 

10 THE COURT: Absolutely. I'm available for you at a 

11 moment's notice, as long as everybody can get down here or get 

12 on the phone together. 

13 MR. PEEK: Well, I was hoping we wouldn't do it just 

14 that way, but perhaps that may be the way to do it. But a lot 

15 of it I was hoping on, you know, some papers to be able to do 

16 it. 

17 THE COURT: Sometimes papers are good. Certainly 

18 makes me more educated prior to hearing whatever it is that 

19 you want to bring to my attention, but there's some times you 

20 have emergency issues. 

21 Let me ask a couple more questions that relate to 

22 discovery schedule. You've identified expert disclosures. 

23 Are you intending of having more than one discipline of 

24 expert? 

25 MR. PEEK: One what? 
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1 THE COURT: Discipline. 

2 MR. CAMPBELL: One discipline of experts. 

3 THE COURT: Type. 

4 MR. PEEK: I would say yes, Your Honor. 

5 THE COURT: Okay. 

6 MR. WILLIAMS: Agreed. 

7 THE COURT: Sometimes when we have more than one 

8 discipline of experts the experts' opinions are dependent upon 

9 each other. Do you anticipate that to be the case here? 

MR. PEEK: Don't know at this time, Your Honor. 10 

11 THE COURT: What disciplines of experts do you think 

12 you're going to have, Mr. Williams? 

13 MR. WILLIAMS: Well, certainly we're going to have 

14 an economist, certainly we're going to have someone with -- an 

15 expert probably in Hong Kong governance for publicly traded 

16 companies in Hong Kong. We are probably going to have someone 

17 involved in perhaps elements of business valuation. We 

18 haven't formulated everyone yet, but those are ones that 

19 readily come to mind. 

20 THE COURT: Typically -- and this isn't always, but 

21 typically those folks who are commenting on valuation or 

22 damages are sometimes dependent upon what I call industry 

23 experts that you may have used. If that is the case, you may 

24 both want to have a two-step discovery -- or expert 

25 designation process so we don't have as many supplements to 
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1 the reports by the damages-related experts. I'm just 

2 proffering this as a suggestion to you, because that way we 

3 will not have to extend while you supplement and get the 

4 damages experts ready. It's just an idea for you to think 

5 about. I'm not going to make you do it. I want you to think 

6 about it. 

7 MR. PEEK: Your Honor, that's very thoughtful and 

8 very helpful, and we will certainly counsel with plaintiffs to 

9 be able to come up with a resolution of that. You see, we 

10 also left ourselves a significant amount of time between the 

11 initial disclosure and any rebuttal, so there may be 

12 opportunities within that time frame to do, as you say, a two-

13 step disclosure on December 1 and perhaps December 15th, for 

14 example. But we can talk to Mr. Campbell and Mr. Williams 

15 about that as we get closer to those dates. And knowing --

16 although I know this will be put forth in a scheduling order 

17 on your part that there may be supplements to that that you 

18 would approve. 

19 THE COURT: Sure. For good cause shown. 

20 MR. WILLIAMS: I'm just standing, Your Honor. I 

21 didn't know if there was another question coming, so I didn't 

22 want to sit down. 

23 THE COURT: There are more questions coming. 

24 MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. 

25 THE COURT: I have some motions that you've set out 
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1 that are motions to dismiss, so pre-answer-type motions 

2 that you anticipate you want to have heard somewhere around 

3 June 9th. Do you want me to go ahead and set that date now? 

4 MR. WILLIAMS: If that date works for you, Your 

5 Honor, we 

6 THE COURT: It's a Thursday. 

7 MR. PEEK: That was our request, Your Honor. 

8 MR. WILLIAMS: We thought -- we thought Tuesdays and 

9 Thursdays were the days you heard motions, and so 

10 THE COURT: They are. 

11 MR. WILLIAMS: that'd be fine. 

12 MS. GLASER: That would work for us, Your Honor. 

13 THE COURT: So is everybody clear on that date? 

14 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes. 

MR. PEEK: Yes. 15 

16 THE COURT: All right. Then I'm going to schedule a 

17 status check with you on June 9th, and hopefully you'll get 

18 your motion to dismiss filed so it can be heard on that date. 

19 MS. GLASER: Your Honor, the motion to dismiss by 

20 Sands China has been filed. The motion to dismiss by Las 

21 Vegas Sands has been filed along with an answer and a 

22 counterclaim. And there will be a motion to dismiss filed, I 

23 understand anyway, by Mr. Morris on behalf of Mr. Adelson. 

24 This was filed on Wednesday, Your Honor, of this week. 

25 MR. WILLIAMS: They may not have made it through the 
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1 system yet, Your Honor. 

2 THE COURT: Okay. Those are scheduled currently for 

3 May 24th. Can I move those to the June 9th date so they're 

4 all heard at the same time? 

5 MS. GLASER: We would appreciate that. 

6 THE COURT: Is that okay? 

7 MR. WILLIAMS: And when Mr. Morris files his, Your 

8 Honor, go ahead and put it on that date, as well. We wanted 

9 to get it all taken care of in the same hearing. 

10 THE COURT: And, Mr. Morris, in your notice of 

11 motion will you just put the June 9th date. 

12 MR. MORRIS: Yes, I will. 

13 THE COURT: And hopefully the Clerk's Office will 

14 believe me when I said we've approved it already. 

15 MR. MORRIS: I'll put a certificate in. 

16 THE COURT: Yeah, that you were here and I told you 

17 that was the date to use. 

18 

19 

All right. You're right. We do have your copies. 

MS. GLASER: Thank you, Your Honor. 

20 THE COURT: How is the ESI information you're going 

21 to be searching stored? Do you know? Do you know how the ESI 

22 information is stored or kept by Sands China? 

23 MR. PEEK: I think, Ms. Salt, she's directing that 

24 at you. Anne? 

25 MS. SALT: I'm sorry? 
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THE COURT: Do you know how the electronically 

2 stored information is kept? Is it emails, is it kept in some 

3 other type of server than an email server? 

4 MS. SALT: I think the vast majority kept in an 

5 email server. 

6 THE COURT: And is that an email server that is 

7 maintained by Sands China, or is it maintained by a separate 

8 vendor? 

9 MS. SALT: No, it's maintained by a Sands China 

10 subsidiary. 

11 THE COURT: Okay. And you've taken efforts to make 

12 sure that that information is secured and not modified and no 

13 usual dumps or deletions are occurring in this time frame? 

14 MS. SALT: Absolutely. A notice of preservation is 

15 being issued to our IT Department and to all respective, 

16 relevant people. 

17 THE COURT: Thank you. 

18 Have you made a decision as to where depositions are 

19 going to be taken for people who do not reside in the United 

20 States? 

21 MS. GLASER: Your Honor, what we've done is we have 

22 said to the other side to the extent that we can control 

23 witnesses, we would agree that would be in Hong Kong. 

24 Obviously it'll undoubtedly be pursuant to the Hague 

25 Convention, because I believe that Hong Kong is subject to the 
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1 Hague Convention. 

2 To the extent that people third parties that we 

3 do not control, it•s somewhat going to be subject to the 

4 vagaries of the Chinese Government. And those are because 

5 Macau, for example, is under Chinese Government auspices, and 

6 we•re just beginning to look into this to find out what the 

7 specific rules are, which we of course will share with 

8 plaintiff's counsel once we get it down. But that•s what we 

9 understand. 

10 THE COURT: I have two cases right now pending that 

11 involve parties in China. It is very difficult, and it 

12 sometimes will add up to a year to your discovery in trying to 

13 get -- go through the hoops that are required to go through if 

14 you cannot get cooperation. 

15 MR. CAMPBELL: This is an SAR, Your Honor, much like 

16 in some respects like Hong Kong. It's a special 

17 administrative region, so you•re still dealing with a history 

18 of -- and body of caselaw that•s developed up through the 

19 Portuguese influence. But our experience, having been down 

20 this road before, is that it•s more difficult. That•s why we 

21 try to get everybody we can to go over to Hong Kong. I think 

22 it•s just a whole lot easier. But it is what it is, and we'll 

23 deal with it and grapple with it the best that we can. 

24 THE COURT: The only reason I'm bringing it up, Mr. 

25 Campbell, is that I don•t want that to be at the end of the 
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1 case somebody saying, we•re not going to be able to make our 

2 trial date because we weren•t able to get the people that we 

3 needed to get from Macau. I assume you•re going to videotape 

4 all of the depositions. 

5 MR. CAMPBELL: Yes, Your Honor. That•s correct. 

6 MS. GLASER: Yes, Your Honor. 

7 THE COURT: It•s critical that you have an adequate 

8 record at the depositions and that they be clear. I know that 

9 that•s the goal always, but when it comes time for us to do 

10 the editing of the video deposition, if I have three people 

11 trying to talk over each other in the deposition, it•s going 

12 to make it very difficult for us to do the editing. And I 

13 know that you•re all aware of that. I just remind you because 

14 the editing of the videos at the end can be very tricky. 

15 MS. GLASER: Thank you. 

16 THE COURT: Anything else that I can do to help you, 

17 since you•re not going to take me up on my offer to go to a 

18 settlement conference? 

19 MR. WILLIAMS: Your Honor, excuse me. Can I go back 

20 to the ESI and the protocols? 

21 THE COURT: Yes, you can go back to the ESI all you 

22 want. 

23 MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And this may be something that 

24 we•ll be able to hash out with counsel. But you asked the 

25 question with respect to the manner in which the ESI is kept, 
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1 and Mr. Jacobs, given his position with the company, has an 

2 idea at least at the time he was there with respect to where 

3 there would be areas of ESI and how it's kept. And my 

4 presumption is that in working with counsel we'll incorporate 

5 that into the plan with respect to where ESI is to be searched 

6 for. 

7 THE COURT: Yes, that's you're -- that's what you're 

8 going to propose. 

9 MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. 

10 THE COURT: You're going to propose all of the --

11 especially for email, all of the individuals whose accounts 

12 you want searched or other records you're going to identify 

13 locations that you believe those are stored, and there's 

14 anything else you think needs to be searched. And you're 

15 going to include the search terms that are going to be as 

16 fairly discrete as you can so that when the experts in that 

17 kind of area go through and do that or if there's an objection 

18 to the terms that you're requesting or the identity of 

19 individuals that you're requesting from, they will be able to 

20 make a full and thorough search and their vendor is going to 

21 be able to certify to me at some point in time they've made a 

22 full and thorough search in accordance with what either I've 

23 ordered or you've agreed to. 

24 

25 

MS. GLASER: Your Honor, may I -

THE COURT: Yes. 
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1 MS. GLASER: -- we inquire through you of Mr. Jacobs 

2 and his counsel how his electronic data is stored, if the 

3 Court could ask the same questions. 

4 THE COURT: How do you currently store yours? 

5 MR. WILLIAMS: I believe predominantly it's in the 

6 form of emails, but I know that in addition to emails there 

7 are other documents. 

8 THE COURT: Are the emails stored on a server that 

9 he controls, or are they on a separate vendor? 

10 MR. JACOBS: Yes. 

11 THE COURT: Which? 

12 MR. JACOBS: Both. 

13 THE COURT: Okay. The vendors, depending upon which 

14 vendor it is that has your emails, are tricky. So you need to 

15 get started on getting all of that email preserved so that 

16 nothing gets lost during this time frame that we're waiting. 

17 Especially if you used a gmail account, a hotmail account, or 

18 one of those type of accounts, you need to put them on notice 

19 to retain it and then hopefully request or print whatever is 

20 available so that we can --

21 MR. PEEK: Could you inquire again through counsel 

22 whether or not there has been a litigation hold sent by Mr. 

23 Jacobs to these third-party vendors? Because he's been on 

24 notice of this litigation now since September of last year. 

25 THE COURT: Did you tell him to preserve? 
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MR. WILLIAMS: Yes, we did, Your Honor. Absolutely. 

THE COURT: They say yes, Mr. Peek. 

MR. PEEK: Okay. That's good to hear. 

4 And, Your Honor, you raised something, and I guess 

5 we need to get some clarification, because I don't want to go 

6 down this road with Mr. Williams and then get sideways and 

7 come back here to get resolution. We had anticipated -- as we 

8 collected data from our IT Department, we are taking the data 

9 from the various email -- individuals who we believe to be 

10 involved in this, collecting their email, and putting it into 

11 a third-party vendor's hardware and software device, a company 

12 called Clearwell, to be able to run search terms, which we 

13 were going to then do with the assistance of that vendor. But 

14 it sounds like you felt that we needed to have somebody 

15 independent who would then take control of our ESI and then 

16 run those. So I want to make sure that that's not what you 

17 

18 

THE COURT: I didn't say that. 

MR. PEEK: Okay. I heard you say "independent" and 

19 "independently verified." 

20 THE COURT: Somebody's going to verify for me that 

21 they've made a full and thorough search at some point in time. 

22 MR. PEEK: I just wanted to make sure that --

23 THE COURT: That can be counsel. But if you're the 

24 one and it turns out that's not true, then I'm going to yell 

25 at you. 
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1 MR. PEEK: You will anyway, Your Honor. 

2 THE COURT: Someday down the road, yes --

3 MR. PEEK: Someday down the road. Thank you. 

4 THE COURT: Mr. Peek, I will, given our history. 

5 MR. WILLIAMS: On the same topic, Your Honor, what 

6 I'm hearing -- and I haven't put together one of these plans 

7 with Mr. Peek, but we have a tentative date of trying to get 

8 them search terms of May 2nd. What I'm hearing is this plan 

9 is -- it sounds like it's going to take a little bit of time 

10 to put together. I just --

11 

12 

13 

THE COURT: No, it usually doesn't. 

MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. 

THE COURT: It's just usually you guys sitting down 

14 and brainstorming with your clients. And one of the reasons 

15 that I usually have clients actually here with technical 

16 people sometimes is we'll have a second meeting where I have 

17 the IT folks or your consultants here with the clients. But 

18 given the distance to Hong Kong and Macau, I'm not going to 

19 require that here, where they will brainstorm to make sure 

20 they've covered -- the technical people have covered all the 

21 issues. 

22 MR. CAMPBELL: And that actually is a problem for us 

23 right now, because our technical person has a conflict, and 

24 we're not going to be able to use that tech person that we 

25 generally use, we're going to have to get another one. 
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1 THE COURT: Okay. So you're probably going to delay 

2 this a little bit. 

3 MR. CAMPBELL: We're working on it right now, and I 

4 think we're onto somebody. 

5 THE COURT: All right. Mr. Campbell, remember under 

6 Rule 16.1 you have to make a statement of damages. It's 

7 important that you do it. If you need a little extra time 

8 from the May 16th date that you're going to make those 

9 disclosures, please let us know when we'll be able to get 

10 that. But it's my request that to the extent that you are 

11 able to that you comply with those provisions of Rule 16.1 

12 that place affirmative obligations on you. That includes the 

13 production of the documents pursuant to Rule 16.1, the list of 

14 witnesses and their scopes, the damages. Because at some 

15 point in time we're going to get to a situation where I'm 

16 going to have lots of documents that are showing up at the 

17 last minute, and I'm going to be trying to figure out whether 

18 they should have been produced at an earlier stage. And I 

19 don't want anybody to think 16.1 doesn't apply to the extent 

20 it has affirmative obligations of document production. 

21 MR. PEEK: Your Honor, one thing we didn't address, 

22 and I don't want to speak out of school here, but we didn't 

23 address the commencement of other written discovery, like 

24 interrogatories, requests for admissions, and standard 

25 requests for production. So --

26 

SA0215



1 THE COURT: I was going to say you could start 

2 tomorrow. 

3 MR. CAMPBELL: Yeah. The reason I think we didn't 

4 address. The one thing we did address was taking the 

5 depositions. Maybe that's something we should discuss. As we 

6 mentioned during the course of our meeting that we held in 

7 advance of this one, Your Honor, our position is that we want 

8 to get into deposition discovery, you know, as soon as we 

9 possibly can. And toward that end Mr. Peek very, very early 

10 on said that he wanted to take Mr. Jacobs's. And that's fine. 

11 The individuals that we want to take right away that we've 

12 advised them are Mr. Adelson and Mr. Levin. So that's where 

13 we want to go right away, at the earliest possible time. 

14 With respect to interrogatories, with respect to, 

15 you know, requests for admissions, that sort of thing, we had 

16 not addressed those at that point, but we did address the fact 

17 that we want to get into -- and we think it's vitally 

18 important we get into depositions as soon as we can. We 

19 didn't want to wait as long as we did, but because of the 

20 production issues that we have we understood, and we think 

21 it's only fair to give them that amount of time. But we want 

22 to get Mr. Adelson and Mr. Levin under oath as soon as 

23 possible, and they've indicated they wanted to get my client, 

24 Mr. Jacobs, under oath as soon as possible. 

25 THE COURT: Well, I assume that you'll start that 
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1 process shortly after the June -- which day did you pick, 

2 July 1st? 

3 MR. CAMPBELL: Right. And possibly, you know, we 

4 can discuss that right now, you know, to decide how --

5 THE COURT: Well, can I stop and ask another 

6 question that I forgot off my list. Do any of you feel the 

7 need to file a joint case conference report, or can I suspend 

8 that requirement? 

9 

10 

MR. CAMPBELL: I don't think we need it. 

MS. GLASER: We're comfortable you could suspend it, 

11 Your Honor. 

12 MR. PEEK: Yeah. Your Honor, the reason I raised 

13 the question is I wanted at least with respect to propounding 

14 requests for production -- I mean, I know that I know that 

15 the rule and the way the Court interprets the rule is that, 

16 you know, it produce all documents discoverable under Rule 26, 

17 which means they should be producing everything that they 

18 have. 

19 THE COURT: Everything in the world. 

20 MR. PEEK: And I've always been challenged by trying 

21 to guess what it is the other side has. So that's why I think 

22 requests for production, discrete requests for production 

23 would be appropriate, not to wait till after July 1, because 

24 we do want to capture all the documents. 

25 THE COURT: Well, wait. So can I finish what I was 
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1 saying. 

2 MR. PEEK: Okay. 

3 THE COURT: So I suspended the requirement of joint 

4 case conference report. That means you can serve your 

5 discovery starting tomorrow. I will tell you, and you all 

6 know, that my preference is that when you respond to a request 

7 for production that you specifically identify the documents 

8 that are responsive to the request for production or if you're 

9 referring to something in an interrogatory, not just say, see 

10 our production of this date. I really prefer the Bates 

11 identification of the documents, because it makes all of our 

12 lives easier in the long run. 

13 I would encourage you, especially given the nature 

14 of this case, to use requests for admissions to authenticate 

15 documents so I don't get in a position of not having exhibits 

16 being able to be admitted because some person that needs to 

17 lay the foundation is sitting in Hong Kong. 

18 MS. GLASER: Your Honor, if I might. 

19 THE COURT: Yes. 

20 MS. GLASER: For full disclosure, because I didn't 

21 want the Court to think that we were holding back, we are --

22 Sands China is likely to be filing a request for a stay as to 

23 Sands China at least, because we will be taking -- attempt to 

24 take a writ in connection with the jurisdictional issue that's 

25 already been before Your Honor. 
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THE COURT: I anticipated you would do that. 

MS. GLASER: And in fact you actually said it on the 

3 record that you anticipate we would do it. 

4 THE COURT: I'm waiting for you. 

5 MS. GLASER: And I just didn't want 

6 THE COURT: Make sure you serve me, because that's 

7 part of the rule. 

8 MS. GLASER: No doubt we will do that, Your Honor. 

9 And, respectfully, I didn't want you to think that we were not 

10 disclosing that today. I don't think we're required to under 

11 your rules, but I wanted to let you know that. 

12 THE COURT: Well, at some point in time you're going 

13 to ask me for a stay, I'm going to have a hearing, and we're 

14 going to decide what we're going to do. But I'm not there 

15 yet. And if I issue a stay, there will be an issue of how 

16 that affects document production related to some of the cases, 

17 and we'll talk about that. But I don't know that we're there 

18 today. 

19 

20 

MS. GLASER: Understood. Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay. Anything else that I can do to 

21 assist you, since you don't want to take me up on the offer to 

22 go to a settlement conference? 

23 MS. GLASER: Nothing for Sands China at this time, 

24 Your Honor. 

25 MR. PEEK: Nothing additional for Las Vegas Sands, 
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1 Your Honor. 

2 THE COURT: All right. Well, let me tell you when 

3 the stack starts that's about when you want to go to trial. 

4 And when you are here on June 9th for the motions to dismiss, 

5 we will talk more firmly, because I'm not going to actually 

6 set the trial today. The stack that's close to where you want 

7 is June 25th, 2012. I'm going to -- hopefully by June 9th Mr. 

8 Morris may have some additional update as to when does he 

9 think we're going to get a decision on the CityCenter case so 

10 that we can talk about that scheduling process, because it may 

11 create a scheduling snafu for me. But it's -- you know, like 

12 the rest of my life in Business Court, I have some scheduling 

13 challenges all the time with my trials. 

14 MR. PEEK: Your Honor, just an inquiry of the Court. 

15 Because we'll have -- if Sands China stays in this case, which 

16 they're hopeful they won't --

17 THE COURT: The Nevada Supreme Court is going to 

18 make that decision. 

19 MR. PEEK: -- somebody's going to make that 

20 decision, but it may also impact Las Vegas Sands, as well, as 

21 to whether they -- how they stay in, is that there will be 

22 people travelling from overseas for a trial, and I'm wondering 

23 when the first available firm setting of the Court might be in 

24 2012 in that June, July, August period of time, as opposed to 

25 going on a stack. 
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1 THE COURT: Well, I was already considering that 

2 option. And that's 

3 MR. PEEK: So that June 22nd --

4 THE COURT: When I give you a setting, it's going to 

5 be firm. 

6 MR. PEEK: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor. 

7 THE COURT: Because the only I don't do med mal 

8 cases, but I did have to assign Endoscopy cases to myself to 

9 get all of them tried within the five-year rule, so we do have 

10 those. But they're starting to remove them to Federal Court, 

11 so I don't know how that's going to affect me. 

12 MR. CAMPBELL: Toward that end, it may be beneficial 

13 to the Court if we deal now with what our forecast is the 

14 respect to the length of trial. 

15 THE COURT: You guys said it was three to four 

16 weeks. And I don't believe you. 

17 MR. PEEK: We said three to four. They said 10 

18 trial days, which I think are the same thing in this 

19 courtroom, because as this Court --

20 THE COURT: It's five hours of trial time a day. 

21 That's all you get. 

22 MR. PEEK: That's what I said. So -- and sometimes 

23 not that. 

24 THE COURT: Sometimes on Wednesdays if I don't have 

25 CityCenter, which has been what I haven't had since November, 
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1 I get a full day on Wednesdays. 

2 MR. PEEK: So you're averaging that's what I 

3 said, you're averaging normally three and a half to four full 

4 days a week. 

5 THE COURT: No. I have no full days a week. I have 

6 five -- I have four five-hour days. And then on Mondays, 

7 since I share my courtroom in the morning, I only can give you 

8 four hours. But my average is five and a half hours. 

9 MR. CAMPBELL: And we're definitely going to be I 

10 think about three weeks. That's why I said that. 

11 THE COURT: Mr. Campbell, I would love to be able to 

12 give you eight hours a day, but --

13 MR. CAMPBELL: Sure, I get it. 

14 THE COURT: then I wouldn't have time to do my 

15 motion calendar. 

16 MR. CAMPBELL: I get it. 

17 THE COURT: So my estimate -- and I've actually 

18 counted it out during trial days as to how many hours I can 

19 get in. The best I can do is five and a half hours unless I 

20 don't have a motion calendar. That includes the breaks. 

21 That's the time on the record. 

22 MR. PEEK: Well, given you may have Mr. Morris and 

23 me in trial, it may shorten your motion calendar, Your Honor. 

24 THE COURT: Someone else will come in and pick up --

25 MR. PEEK: Mr. Ferrario will be here or something, 
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1 yes. 

2 THE COURT: Or Mr. Hejmanowski or some of the more 

3 creative people we have that come to Business Court. 

4 THE COURT: Mr. Kennedy. 

5 THE COURT: Anybody else have quips you want for me? 

6 Because, you know, after the laugh I got this morning on the 

7 email that I handed out to all of you, I am looking for any 

8 more funny things you've got for me. Finding humor in my job 

9 is a nice thing. 

10 MR. CAMPBELL: I think this case is just going to be 

11 a laugh riot for you, Judge. 

12 THE COURT: I know it is. I know, Mr. Campbell. 

13 All right. Then I'm not going to issue a scheduling 

14 order today. We're going to wait until June 9th. But I am 

15 suspending the joint case conference requirement today, and 

16 you will not be getting a scheduling order from the Discovery 

17 Commissioner. We're trying to do this out of the Business 

18 Court departments now. So if you will start your written 

19 discovery, June 9th we will talk about a trial date, because I 

20 may have some more information from comments that are made by 

21 the justices during the CityCenter argument to Mr. Morris and 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Mr. Kennedy. 

MS. GLASER: 

THE COURT: 

help you? 

Thank you, Your Honor. 

Is there anything else that I can do to 
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1 MR. CAMPBELL: Not that I'm aware of, Your Honor. 

2 But thank you for the opportunity the opportunity to 

3 THE COURT: Thank you for participating from the 

4 East. We truly appreciate it. And thank you for your input 

5 about the ESI information. 

6 MS. SALT: You're very welcome, Your Honor. Thank 

7 you. 

8 THE COURT: Have a nice evening. 

9 All right, counsel. I will see you on June 9th. If 

10 there is any difficulty in getting the motions that you're in 

11 the process of scheduling filed for that day, call Steven, and 

12 we'll get that taken care of for you. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

MR. MORRIS: Very good. 

THE COURT: Anything else? 

MS. GLASER: Thank you, Your Honor. 

MR. PEEK: Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: Have a lovely day. Have a good Easter. 

THE PROCEEDINGS CONCLUDED AT 9:50 A.M. 

* * * * * 
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and Countermotion regarding same, 
dated 2/7/2014 

II SA0292 – SA0303 

Minute Order, dated 2/21/2014 II SA0304  
Reply in Support of Motion to Recall 
Mandate and Opposition to 
Countermotion to Lift Stay, dated 
3/28/2014 

II SA0305 – SA0313 

Real Party in Interest, Steven C. Jacobs’ 
Reply in Support of Countermotion 
regarding Recall of Mandate, dated 
3/28/2014 

II SA0314 – SA0318 

Order Denying Motion to Recall 
Mandate, dated 5/19/2014 

II SA0319 – SA0321 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Motion for 
Leave to File Second Amended 
Complaint, dated 6/30/2014 

II SA0322 – SA0350 

OMITTED II n/a 
OMITTED II n/a 
Objection to Purported Evidence Offered 
in Support of Defendant Sands China 
LTD’s Motion for Summary Judgment 
on Personal Jurisdiction, dated 7/14/2014 

II SA0591 – SA0609 

Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s 
Motion for Leave to File Second 
Amended Complaint, dated 7/15/2014 

II SA0610 – SA0666 

Renewed Objection to Purported 
Evidence Offered in Support of 
Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion 
for Summary Judgment on Personal 
Jurisdiction, dated 7/24/2014 

II SA0667 – SA0670  

Reply in Support of Countermotion for 
Summary Judgment, dated 7/24/2014 

III SA0671 – SA0764 
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Plaintiff Steve C. Jacobs’ Reply in 
Support of Motion for Leave to File 
Second Amended Complaint, dated 
7/25/2014 

III SA0765 – SA0770 

Transcript of Hearing regarding Motions 
on 8/14/2014 

III SA0771 – SA0816 

Notice of Entry of Order on Defendant 
Sands China, LTD’s Motion for 
Summary Judgment on Personal 
Jurisdiction and Plaintiff’s 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment, 
dated 8/15/2014 

III SA0817 – SA0821 

Minute Order, dated 9/9/2014 III SA0822  
Transcript of Telephone Conference on 
9/9/2014 

III SA0823 – SA0839 

Transcript of Telephone Conference on 
9/10/2014 

III SA0840 – SA0854 

Plaintiff’s Motion on Deficient Privilege 
Log on Order Shortening Time, dated 
9/16/2014 

IV SA0855 – SA0897 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Motion for 
Leave to File a Third Amended 
Complaint, dated 9/26/2014 

IV SA0898 – SA0924 

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s 
Motion on Deficient Privilege Log on 
Order Shortening Time, dated 10/3/2014 

IV SA0925 – SA0933 

Transcript of Hearing regarding 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Release of 
Documents from Advanced Discovery on 
the Grounds of Waiver and Plaintiff’s 
Motion on Deficient Privilege Log on 
OST, dated 10/09/2014 

IV SA0934 – SA0980 

Defendant Sheldon G. Adelson’s 
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Leave to File Third Amended Complaint, 
dated 10/10/2014 

IV SA0981 – SA0988 

Minute Order, dated 12/12/2014 IV SA0989 – SA0990 
Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion to 
Dismiss Third Amended Complaint for 
Lack of Personal Jurisdiction and Failure 
to State a Claim, dated 1/12/2015 

IV SA0991 – SA1014 

Opposition to Defendant Sheldon IV SA1015 – SA1032 



 

  6 

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

P
IS
A
N
E
L
L
I 
B
IC
E
 P
L
L
C
 

40
0  
S
O
U
T
H
 7

T
H
 S
T
R
E
E
T
, S

U
IT
E
 3
00
 

L
A
S
 V

E
G
A
S
, N

E
V
A
D
A
  8
91
01
 

 

Adelson’s Motion to Dismiss Third 
Amended Complaint, dated 2/4/2015 
Opposition to Defendants Sands China 
LTD’s and Las Vegas Sands Corp.’s 
Motion to Dismiss Third Amended 
Complaint, dated 2/4/2015 

IV SA1033 – SA1048 

SCL’s Memorandum regarding 
Plaintiff’s Renewed Motion for 
Sanctions, dated 2/6/2015 

IV SA1049 – SA1077 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacob’s Brief on 
Sanctions for February 9, 2015 
Evidentiary Hearing, dated 2/6/2015 

V SA1078 – SA1101 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Objection to 
Defendant Sand China’s Appendix to Its 
Memorandum regarding Plaintiff’s 
Renewed Motion for Sanctions, dated 
2/9/2015 

V SA1102 – SA1105 

Transcript of Hearing regarding 
Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion to 
Stay Court’s 3/6/2015 Decision and 
Order and to Continue the Evidentiary 
Hearing on Jurisdiction scheduled for 
4/20/2015; Defendants’ Petition for Writ 
of Prohibition or Mandamus, dated 
3/16/2015 

V SA1106 – SA1139 

Transcript of Hearing on Motions, dated 
3/19/2015 

V SA1140 – SA1215 

Order Denying Petition in part and 
Granting Stay, dated 4/2/2015 

V SA1216 – SA1218 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 4, admitted 
on 4/20/2015 

VI SA1219  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 173, 
admitted on 4/20/2015 

VI SA1220  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 176, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1221 – SA1222 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 178, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1223 – SA1226 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 182, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1227 – SA1228 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 238, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1229 – SA1230 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 256, VI SA1231 – SA1232 
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admitted on 4/20/2015  
Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 292, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1233 – SA1252 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 425, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1253 – SA1256 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 437, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1257 – SA1258 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 441, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1259  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 476, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1260 – SA1264 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 495, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1265 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 621, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1266 – SA1269 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 668, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1270 – SA1277 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 692, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1278  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 702, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1279 – SA1282 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 665, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1283 – SA1287 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 624, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1288 – SA1360 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 188, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1361 – SA1362 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 139, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1363 – SA1367 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 153, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1368 – SA1370 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 165, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1371  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 172, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1372 – SA1374 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 175, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1375  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 508, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1376 – SA1382 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 515, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1383 – SA1386 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1049, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  

VI SA1387  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 447, 
admitted on 4/20/2015 

VI SA1388 – SA1389 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1024, 
admitted on 4/21/2015 

VI SA1390 – SA1391 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 501, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1392 – SA1394 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 506, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1395 – SA1399 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 511, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1400 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 523, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1401 – SA1402 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 584, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1403 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 586, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1404 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 587, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1405 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 589, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1406 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1084, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1407 - SA1408 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 607, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1409 – SA1411 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 661, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1412 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 669, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1413 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 690, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1414 – SA1415 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1142, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1416 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 804, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1417 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1163, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1418 – SA1420 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1166, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1421  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1179, VI SA1422 – SA1425 
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admitted on 4/21/2015  
Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1186, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1426  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1185, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1427 – SA1428 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1190, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1429 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 535, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1430 – SA1431 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 540, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1432 – SA1433 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 543, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1434 – SA1435 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1062, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VI SA1436 – SA1439 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 612, 
admitted on 4/21/2015 

VI SA1439A 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1064, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  

VII SA1440 – SA1444 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 273, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 

VII SA1445  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 550, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1446 – SA1447 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 694, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1448 – SA1452 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 686, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1453 – SA1456 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 752, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1457 – SA1458 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 628, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1459 – SA1460 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 627, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1461 – SA1462 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 580, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1463 – SA1484 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 270, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1485 – SA1488 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 638, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1489 – SA1490 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 667, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1491 – SA1493 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 670, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1494 – SA1496  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 225, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1496A 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 257, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1496B- SA1496E 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 722, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 

VII SA1496F 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 744, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 

VII SA1496G-SA1496I 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 955, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 

VII SA1497  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 103, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 

VII SA1498 – SA1499 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1035, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 

VII SA1499A - SA1499F 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 187, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1500 – SA1589 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 91, admitted 
on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1590 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 100, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1591 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 129, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1592 – SA1594 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 162, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1595  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 167, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1596 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 132A, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1597 – SA1606 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 558, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1607 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 561, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1608 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 261, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1609 – SA1628 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 267, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1629 – SA1630 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 378, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1631  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 116, VII SA1632 – SA1633 
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admitted on 4/30/2015 
Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 122, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1634  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 782, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 

VII SA1635 – SA1636 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 158B, 
admitted on 5/1/2015 

VII SA1637 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1097, 
admitted on 5/1/2015 

VII SA1638 – SA1639 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 748, 
admitted on 5/4/2015 

VII SA1640 – SA1641 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 970, 
admitted on 5/5/2015 

VII SA1642 – SA1643 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1000, 
admitted on 5/5/2015 

VII SA1644 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 498, 
admitted on 5/5/2015 

VII SA1645 – SA1647 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1227, 
identified as SCL00173081, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1648 – SA1650 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1228, 
identified as SCL00101583, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1651 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1229, 
identified as SCL00108526, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1652 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1230, 
identified as SCL00206713, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1653 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1231, 
identified as SCL00210953, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1654 – SA1656 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1232, 
identified as SCL00173958, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1657 – SA1658 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1233, 
identified as SCL00173842, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1659 – SA1661 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1234, 
identified as SCL00186995, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1662 – SA1663 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1235, 
identified as SCL00172747, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1664 – SA1666 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1236, 
identified as SCL00172796, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1667 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1237, 
identified as SCL00172809, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1668 – SA1669 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1238, 
identified as SCL00105177, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1670 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1239, 
identified as SCL00105245, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1671 – SA1672 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1240, 
identified as SCL00107517, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1673 – SA1675 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1241, 
identified as SCL00108481, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1676  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1242, 
identified as SCL00108505, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1677 – SA1678 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1243, 
identified as SCL00110438, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1679 – SA1680 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1244, 
identified as SCL00111487, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1681 – SA1683 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1245, 
identified as SCL00113447, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA16384 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1246, 
identified as SCL00113467, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1685 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1247, 
identified as SCL00114299, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1686 – SA1687 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1248, 
identified as SCL00115634, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1688 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1249, 
identified as SCL00119172, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1689 – SA1691 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1250, 
identified as SCL00182392, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1692 – SA1694 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1251, 
identified as SCL00182132, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1695 – SA1697 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1252, 
identified as SCL00182383, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1698 – SA1699 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1253, 
identified as SCL00182472, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1700 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1254, 
identified as SCL00182538, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1701 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1255, 
identified as SCL00182221, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1702 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1256, 
identified as SCL00182539, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1703 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1257, 
identified as SCL00182559, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1704 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1258, 
identified as SCL00182591, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1705 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1259, 
identified as SCL00182664, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1706 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1260, 
identified as SCL00182713, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1707 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1261, 
identified as SCL00182717, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1708 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1262, 
identified as SCL00182817, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1709 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1263, 
identified as SCL00182892, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1710 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1264, 
identified as SCL00182895, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1711 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1265, 
identified as SCL00184582, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1712 – SA1713 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1266, 
identified as SCL00182486, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1714 – SA1715 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1267, 
identified as SCL00182431, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1716 – SA1717 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1268, 
identified as SCL00182553, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1718 – SA1719 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1269, 
identified as SCL00182581, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1720 – SA1721 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1270, 
identified as SCL00182589, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1722 – SA1723 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1271, 
identified as SCL00182592, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1724 – SA1725 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1272, 
identified as SCL00182626, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1726 – SA1727 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1273, 
identified as SCL00182659, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1728 – SA1729 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1274, 
identified as SCL00182696, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1730 – SA1731 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1275, 
identified as SCL00182721, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1732 – SA1733 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1276, 
identified as SCL00182759, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1734 – SA1735 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1277, 
identified as SCL00182714, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1736 – SA1738 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1278, 
identified as SCL00182686, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1739 – SA1741 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1279, 
identified as SCL00182938, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1742 – SA1743 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1280, 
identified as SCL00182867, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1744 – SA1745 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1281, 
identified as SCL00182779, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1746 – SA1747 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1282, 
identified as SCL00182683, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1748 – SA1750 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1283, 
identified as SCL00182670, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1751 – SA1756 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1284, 
identified as SCL00182569, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1757 – SA1760 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1285, 
identified as SCL00182544, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1761 – SA1763 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1286, 
identified as SCL00182526, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1764 – SA1767 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1287, 
identified as SCL00182494, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1768 – SA1772 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1288, 
identified as SCL00182459, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1773 – SA1776 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1289, 
identified as SCL00182395, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1777 – SA1780 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1290, 
identified as SCL00182828, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1781 – SA1782 
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Sands China’s Closing Argument Power 
Point in Jurisdictional Hearing, dated 
5/7/2015 

IX SA1783 – SA1853 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Objection to 
Sands China’s “Offer of Proof” and 
Appendix, dated 5/8/2015 

IX SA1854 – SA1857 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Opposition to 
Sands China LTD’s Motion to Seal 
Exhibits to Its Offer of Proof, dated 
5/26/2015 

IX SA1858 –SA1861 

Hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Expedited Discovery, dated 6/10/2015 

IX SA1862 – SA1900 

Fourth Amended Complaint, dated 
6/22/2015 

IX SA1901 – SA1921  

Amended Business Court Scheduling 
Order and 2nd Amended Order Setting 
Civil Jury Trial, and Pre-Trial and 
Calendar Call, dated 7/17/2015 

IX SA1922 – SA1930  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1100 Filed 
Under Seal  

X SA1931 – SA1984 

Opposition to Defendant Sands China 
LTD’s Motion for Summary Judgment 
on Personal Jurisdiction and 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment,  
dated 7/14/2014 Filed Under Seal  

X SA1985 – SA2004 

Declaration of Todd L. Bice, Esq. in 
Support of Opposition to Defendant 
Sands China LTD’s Motion for Summary 
Judgment on Personal Jurisdiction and 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment, 
dated 7/14/2014  
Filed Under Seal 

X & XI SA2005 – SA2235 
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ALPHEBATICAL INDEX 
 

 
 

DOCUMENT 
 

VOLUME  PAGES 

Amended Business Court Scheduling 
Order and 2nd Amended Order Setting 
Civil Jury Trial, and Pre-Trial and 
Calendar Call, dated 7/17/2015 

IX SA1922 – SA1930  

Complaint, dated 10/20/2010 I SA0001 – SA0016 
Declaration of Todd L. Bice, Esq. in 
Support of Opposition to Defendant 
Sands China LTD’s Motion for Summary 
Judgment on Personal Jurisdiction and 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment, 
dated 7/14/2014  
Filed Under Seal 

X & XI SA2005 – SA2235 

Defendant Sands China LTD’s Answer 
to Plaintiff’s First Amended Complaint, 
dated 7/8/2011 

II SA0272 – SA0280 

Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion to 
Dismiss for Failure to State a Claim, 
dated 4/20/2011 

I SA0172 – SA0189 

Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion to 
Dismiss Third Amended Complaint for 
Lack of Personal Jurisdiction and Failure 
to State a Claim, dated 1/12/2015 

IV SA0991 – SA1014 

Defendant Sheldon G. Adelson’s 
Opposition to Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Leave to File Third Amended Complaint, 
dated 10/10/2014 

IV SA0981 – SA0988 

Defendants’ Opposition to Plaintiff’s 
Motion for Leave to File Second 
Amended Complaint, dated 7/15/2014 

II SA0610 – SA0666 

First Amended Complaint, dated 
3/16/2011 I SA0152 – SA0169 

Fourth Amended Complaint, dated 
6/22/2015 IX SA1901 – SA1921  
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Hearing on Plaintiff’s Motion for 
Expedited Discovery, dated 6/10/2015 IX SA1862 – SA1900 

Joint Status Report, dated 4/22/2011 I SA0226 – SA0228 

Minute Order, dated 12/12/2014 IV SA0989 – SA0990 

Minute Order, dated 2/21/2014 II SA0304  

Minute Order, dated 5/26/2011 II SA0262  

Minute Order, dated 6/9/2011 II SA0263 – SA0265 

Minute Order, dated 9/9/2014 III SA0822  

Notice of Appeal, dated 7/1/2011 II SA0266 – SA0268 
Notice of Entry of Order on Defendant 
Sands China, LTD’s Motion for 
Summary Judgment on Personal 
Jurisdiction and Plaintiff’s 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment, 
dated 8/15/2014 

III SA0817 – SA0821 

Notice of Filing Petition for Writ of 
Mandamus, or in the Alternative, Writ of 
Prohibition, dated 5/13/2011 

I SA0229 – SA0230 

Objection to Purported Evidence Offered 
in Support of Defendant Sands China 
LTD’s Motion for Summary Judgment 
on Personal Jurisdiction, dated 7/14/2014 

II SA0591 – SA0609 

OMITTED II n/a 

OMITTED II n/a 
Opposition to Defendant Sands China 
LTD’s Motion for Summary Judgment 
on Personal Jurisdiction and 
Countermotion for Summary Judgment,  
dated 7/14/2014 Filed Under Seal  

X SA1985 – SA2004 

Opposition to Defendant Sheldon 
Adelson’s Motion to Dismiss Third 
Amended Complaint, dated 2/4/2015 

IV SA1015 – SA1032 

Opposition to Defendants Sands China 
LTD’s and Las Vegas Sands Corp.’s 
Motion to Dismiss Third Amended 
Complaint, dated 2/4/2015 

IV SA1033 – SA1048 

Order Denying Defendant Sands China II SA0269 – SA0271 
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LTD’s Motion to Dismiss Plaintiff’s 
Second Cause of Action, dated 7/6/2011 
Order Denying Defendants’ Motion to 
Dismiss, dated 4/1/2011 I SA0170 – SA0171 

Order Denying Motion to Recall 
Mandate, dated 5/19/2014 II SA0319 – SA0321 

Order Denying Petition in part and 
Granting Stay, dated 4/2/2015 V SA1216 – SA1218 

Plaintiff Steve C. Jacobs’ Reply in 
Support of Motion for Leave to File 
Second Amended Complaint, dated 
7/25/2014 

III SA0765 – SA0770 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacob’s Brief on 
Sanctions for February 9, 2015 
Evidentiary Hearing, dated 2/6/2015 

V SA1078 – SA1101 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Motion for 
Leave to File a Third Amended 
Complaint, dated 9/26/2014 

IV SA0898 – SA0924 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Motion for 
Leave to File Second Amended 
Complaint, dated 6/30/2014 

II SA0322 – SA0350 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Objection to 
Defendant Sand China’s Appendix to Its 
Memorandum regarding Plaintiff’s 
Renewed Motion for Sanctions, dated 
2/9/2015 

V SA1102 – SA1105 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Objection to 
Sands China’s “Offer of Proof” and 
Appendix, dated 5/8/2015 

IX SA1854 – SA1857 

Plaintiff Steven C. Jacobs’ Opposition to 
Sands China LTD’s Motion to Seal 
Exhibits to Its Offer of Proof, dated 
5/26/2015 

IX SA1858 –SA1861 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 100, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1591 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1000, 
admitted on 5/5/2015 VII SA1644 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1024, 
admitted on 4/21/2015 VI SA1390 – SA1391 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 103, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 VII SA1498 – SA1499 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1035, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 VII SA1499A - SA1499F 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1049, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1387  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1062, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1436 – SA1439 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1064, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VII SA1440 – SA1444 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1084, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1407 - SA1408 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1097, 
admitted on 5/1/2015 VII SA1638 – SA1639 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1100 Filed 
Under Seal  X SA1931 – SA1984 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1142, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1416 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 116, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1632 – SA1633 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1163, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1418 – SA1420 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1166, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1421  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1179, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1422 – SA1425 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1185, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1427 – SA1428 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1186, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1426  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1190, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1429 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 122, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1634  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1227, 
identified as SCL00173081, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1648 – SA1650 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1228, 
identified as SCL00101583, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1651 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1229, 
identified as SCL00108526, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1652 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1230, 
identified as SCL00206713, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1653 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1231, 
identified as SCL00210953, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1654 – SA1656 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1232, 
identified as SCL00173958, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1657 – SA1658 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1233, 
identified as SCL00173842, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1659 – SA1661 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1234, 
identified as SCL00186995, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1662 – SA1663 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1235, 
identified as SCL00172747, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1664 – SA1666 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1236, 
identified as SCL00172796, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1667 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1237, 
identified as SCL00172809, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1668 – SA1669 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1238, 
identified as SCL00105177, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1670 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1239, 
identified as SCL00105245, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1671 – SA1672 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1240, 
identified as SCL00107517, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1673 – SA1675 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1241, 
identified as SCL00108481, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1676  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1242, 
identified as SCL00108505, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1677 – SA1678 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1243, 
identified as SCL00110438, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1679 – SA1680 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1244, 
identified as SCL00111487, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1681 – SA1683 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1245, 
identified as SCL00113447, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA16384 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1246, 
identified as SCL00113467, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1685 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1247, 
identified as SCL00114299, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1686 – SA1687 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1248, 
identified as SCL00115634, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1688 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1249, 
identified as SCL00119172, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1689 – SA1691 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1250, 
identified as SCL00182392, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1692 – SA1694 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1251, 
identified as SCL00182132, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1695 – SA1697 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1252, 
identified as SCL00182383, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1698 – SA1699 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1253, 
identified as SCL00182472, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1700 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1254, 
identified as SCL00182538, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1701 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1255, 
identified as SCL00182221, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1702 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1256, 
identified as SCL00182539, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1703 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1257, 
identified as SCL00182559, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1704 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1258, 
identified as SCL00182591, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1705 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1259, 
identified as SCL00182664, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1706 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1260, 
identified as SCL00182713, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1707 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1261, 
identified as SCL00182717, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1708 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1262, 
identified as SCL00182817, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1709 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1263, 
identified as SCL00182892, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1710 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1264, 
identified as SCL00182895, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1711 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1265, 
identified as SCL00184582, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1712 – SA1713 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1266, 
identified as SCL00182486, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1714 – SA1715 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1267, 
identified as SCL00182431, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1716 – SA1717 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1268, 
identified as SCL00182553, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1718 – SA1719 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1269, 
identified as SCL00182581, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1720 – SA1721 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1270, 
identified as SCL00182589, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1722 – SA1723 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1271, 
identified as SCL00182592, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1724 – SA1725 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1272, 
identified as SCL00182626, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1726 – SA1727 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1273, 
identified as SCL00182659, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1728 – SA1729 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1274, 
identified as SCL00182696, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1730 – SA1731 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1275, 
identified as SCL00182721, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1732 – SA1733 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1276, 
identified as SCL00182759, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1734 – SA1735 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1277, 
identified as SCL00182714, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1736 – SA1738 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1278, 
identified as SCL00182686, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1739 – SA1741 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1279, 
identified as SCL00182938, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1742 – SA1743 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1280, 
identified as SCL00182867, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1744 – SA1745 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1281, 
identified as SCL00182779, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1746 – SA1747 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1282, 
identified as SCL00182683, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1748 – SA1750 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1283, 
identified as SCL00182670, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1751 – SA1756 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1284, 
identified as SCL00182569, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1757 – SA1760 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1285, 
identified as SCL00182544, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1761 – SA1763 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1286, 
identified as SCL00182526, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1764 – SA1767 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1287, 
identified as SCL00182494, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1768 – SA1772 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1288, 
identified as SCL00182459, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1773 – SA1776 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1289, 
identified as SCL00182395, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1777 – SA1780 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 129, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1592 – SA1594 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 1290, 
identified as SCL00182828, admitted on 
5/5/2015 

VIII SA1781 – SA1782 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 132A, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1597 – SA1606 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 139, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1363 – SA1367 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 153, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1368 – SA1370 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 158B, 
admitted on 5/1/2015 VII SA1637 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 162, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1595  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 165, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1371  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 167, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1596 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 172, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1372 – SA1374 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 173, 
admitted on 4/20/2015 VI SA1220  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 175, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1375  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 176, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1221 – SA1222 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 178, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1223 – SA1226 



 

  26 

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

P
IS
A
N
E
L
L
I 
B
IC
E
 P
L
L
C
 

40
0  
S
O
U
T
H
 7

T
H
 S
T
R
E
E
T
, S

U
IT
E
 3
00
 

L
A
S
 V

E
G
A
S
, N

E
V
A
D
A
  8
91
01
 

 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 182, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1227 – SA1228 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 187, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1500 – SA1589 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 188, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1361 – SA1362 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 225, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1496A 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 238, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1229 – SA1230 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 256, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1231 – SA1232 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 257, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  

VII SA1496B- SA1496E 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 261, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1609 – SA1628 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 267, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1629 – SA1630 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 270, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1485 – SA1488 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 273, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 VII SA1445  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 292, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1233 – SA1252 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 378, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1631  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 4, admitted 
on 4/20/2015 VI SA1219  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 425, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1253 – SA1256 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 437, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1257 – SA1258 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 441, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1259  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 447, 
admitted on 4/20/2015 VI SA1388 – SA1389 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 476, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1260 – SA1264 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 495, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1265 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 498, VII SA1645 – SA1647 
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admitted on 5/5/2015 
Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 501, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1392 – SA1394 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 506, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1395 – SA1399 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 508, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1376 – SA1382 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 511, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1400 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 515, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1383 – SA1386 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 523, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1401 – SA1402 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 535, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1430 – SA1431 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 540, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1432 – SA1433 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 543, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1434 – SA1435 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 550, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1446 – SA1447 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 558, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1607 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 561, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1608 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 580, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1463 – SA1484 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 584, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1403 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 586, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1404 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 587, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1405 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 589, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1406 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 607, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1409 – SA1411 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 612, 
admitted on 4/21/2015 VI SA1439A 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 621, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1266 – SA1269 
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Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 624, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1288 – SA1360 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 627, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1461 – SA1462 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 628, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1459 – SA1460 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 638, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1489 – SA1490 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 661, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1412 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 665, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1283 – SA1287 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 667, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1491 – SA1493 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 668, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1270 – SA1277 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 669, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1413 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 670, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1494 – SA1496  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 686, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1453 – SA1456 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 690, 
admitted on 4/21/2015  VI SA1414 – SA1415 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 692, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1278  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 694, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1448 – SA1452 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 702, 
admitted on 4/20/2015  VI SA1279 – SA1282 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 722, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 VII SA1496F 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 744, 
admitted on 4/22/2015 VII SA1496G-SA1496I 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 748, 
admitted on 5/4/2015 VII SA1640 – SA1641 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 752, 
admitted on 4/22/2015  VII SA1457 – SA1458 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 782, 
admitted on 4/30/2015 VII SA1635 – SA1636 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 804, VI SA1417 



 

  29 

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

P
IS
A
N
E
L
L
I 
B
IC
E
 P
L
L
C
 

40
0  
S
O
U
T
H
 7

T
H
 S
T
R
E
E
T
, S

U
IT
E
 3
00
 

L
A
S
 V

E
G
A
S
, N

E
V
A
D
A
  8
91
01
 

 

admitted on 4/21/2015  
Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 91, admitted 
on 4/30/2015 VII SA1590 

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 955, 
admitted on 4/28/2015 VII SA1497  

Plaintiff’s Jurisdictional Ex. 970, 
admitted on 5/5/2015 VII SA1642 – SA1643 

Plaintiff’s Motion on Deficient Privilege 
Log on Order Shortening Time, dated 
9/16/2014 

IV SA0855 – SA0897 

Plaintiff’s Motion to Conduct 
Jurisdictional Discovery, dated 
9/21/2011 

II SA0283 – SA0291 

Plaintiff’s Omnibus Response in 
Opposition to the Defendants’ 
Respective Motions to Dismiss The Fifth 
Cause of Action Alleging Defamation 
Per Se, dated 5/23/2011 

I SA0231 – SA0246 

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Sands China 
LTD’s Motion to Dismiss for Lack of 
Personal Jurisdiction, or in the 
Alternative, Failure to Join an 
Indispensable Party, dated 2/9/2011 

I SA0017 – SA0151 

Plaintiff’s Opposition to Sands China 
LTD’s Motion to Dismiss his Second 
Cause of Action (Breach of Contract), 
dated 5/23/2011 

II SA00247 – SA0261 

Plaintiff’s Reply in Support of Plaintiff’s 
Motion on Deficient Privilege Log on 
Order Shortening Time, dated 10/3/2014 

IV SA0925 – SA0933 

Real Party in Interest, Steven C. Jacobs’ 
Reply in Support of Countermotion 
regarding Recall of Mandate, dated 
3/28/2014 

II SA0314 – SA0318 

Real Party in Interest, Steven C. Jacobs’ 
Response to Motion to Recall Mandate 
and Countermotion regarding same, 
dated 2/7/2014 

II SA0292 – SA0303 

Renewed Objection to Purported 
Evidence Offered in Support of 
Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion 
for Summary Judgment on Personal 

II SA0667 – SA0670  
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Jurisdiction, dated 7/24/2014 
Reply in Support of Countermotion for 
Summary Judgment, dated 7/24/2014 III SA0671 – SA0764 

Reply in Support of Motion to Recall 
Mandate and Opposition to 
Countermotion to Lift Stay, dated 
3/28/2014 

II SA0305 – SA0313 

Sands China’s Closing Argument Power 
Point in Jurisdictional Hearing, dated 
5/7/2015 

IX SA1783 – SA1853 

SCL’s Memorandum regarding 
Plaintiff’s Renewed Motion for 
Sanctions, dated 2/6/2015 

IV SA1049 – SA1077 

Transcript of Hearing on Motions, dated 
3/19/2015 V SA1140 – SA1215 

Transcript of Hearing regarding 
Defendant Sands China LTD’s Motion to 
Stay Court’s 3/6/2015 Decision and 
Order and to Continue the Evidentiary 
Hearing on Jurisdiction scheduled for 
4/20/2015; Defendants’ Petition for Writ 
of Prohibition or Mandamus, dated 
3/16/2015 

V SA1106 – SA1139 

Transcript of Hearing regarding 
Mandatory Rule 16 Conference, dated 
4/27/2011 

I SA0190 – SA0225 

Transcript of Hearing regarding Motions 
on 8/14/2014 III SA0771 – SA0816 

Transcript of Hearing regarding 
Plaintiff’s Motion for Release of 
Documents from Advanced Discovery on 
the Grounds of Waiver and Plaintiff’s 
Motion on Deficient Privilege Log on 
OST, dated 10/09/2014 

IV SA0934 – SA0980 

Transcript of Telephone Conference on 
9/10/2014 III SA0840 – SA0854 

Transcript of Telephone Conference on 
9/9/2014 III SA0823 – SA0839 

Writ of Mandamus, dated 8/26/2011 II SA0281 – SA0282 
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