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STEVE FRANKS; PAULA MARIA
BARNARD; PETER T. and LISA A.

'TRESKA; MICHAEL RANDOLPH, and

former President and Treasurer of Etplmatmns
Incorporated of Nevada; HAHN'S WORLD OF )
| SURPLUS, INC., a Nevada corporation; DOES )
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ER ROBERTSON, IV CLERK OF THE COURT

i Nwada Bar No. 8642
:Nevada Bar No. 5788

I ROBERTSON & VICK, LLP

{ 401 N. Buffale Drive, Suite 202
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

FER L. TAYLOR

Tselephnne (702) 247-4661
Faesimile: (7(!2) 247-6227

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

TED R. BURKE, MICHAEL R, and ) CASE NO. A558629

LAURETTA L. KEHOE; JOHN BERTOLDO; ) Dept. X1

PAUL BARNARD; EDDY KRAVETZ;
| MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION OF

 THE PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF

. FACT AND C{}NCLUSIGNS OF LAW

m ORDER GRANTING NOM

FREEMAN; LEON GOLDEN; C.A, MURFF,
GERDA FERN BILLBE; BOB and ROBYN

E-REBLRILK WILLIS, RFNFWFD M()TION T(} REQUIRE
| .  SECURITY FROM PLAINTIFFS AS
Plaintiffs,  DRAFTED AND SUBMITTED BY
| K@K@WFEF INC.
Vs,
LARRY H. HAHN, individually, and as DATE:OF HEARING:
- President and Trea:surer of Kokoweef, Inc., and ) TIME OF HEARING:

I-X, inclusive; D{)E OFFICERS, DIREC’TGRS
and PARTIC IP&N"E S -XX,

Defendants,.
and

KOKOWEEF, INC, a Nevada corporation;
EXP LDRAT[ONS INC()RPORATF D .F

NEVADA, a dissolved corporation;

Nominal Defendants.
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| ROBERTSON & VICK, LLP and moves this honorable Court for an Order Clarifying This
| Cowrt’s HEntry of Preliminary Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order Granting

| Nominal Defendant Kokoweefs Renewed Motion To Requirg Security From Plaintiffs, as

- Angust 26, 2008.

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO:  ALL COUNSEL AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD HEREIN: _
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Plaintiffs will bring the above and foregoing MOTION |
FOR CLARIFICATION OF THE PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF FACT AND |

KOKOWEEF, INC.’S RENEWED MOTION TO REQUIRE SECURITY FROM PLAINTIFFS

i AS DRAFTED AND SUBMITTED BY KOKOWEEF, INC. on for hearing at the courtroon of

the above-entitled Court on the 13th day of October 2008, at _9:00a.m. of said day, in

| Department X1t of said Court.

Dated this 1‘_1_“‘ day of September, 2008.

ROBERTSON & VICK LLP
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i POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

3

Summary of Facts:

On or about July 30, 2008, an evidentiary hearing was held regarding Kokoweef’s
Renewed Motion Te Require Security From the Plaintiffs. The Court took the matter under
| advisement after presentation of evidence and rendered its Decision on the motion on August 11,
2008 (hereafter the “Decision™). A true and correct copy of the Decision i attached hereto as

Exhibit “1",

Qn or sbout August 26, 2008, counse! for Kekoweef submitted to the Court its

- - 17 R " #1

Preliminary Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and Order Granting Defendant
| Kokoweef’s Renewed Motion To Require Security From Plaintiffs (hereafter the “Order™). A

true and correct copy of the Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 2", However, the Order was

never provided to Plaintiffs” counsel prior to its submission to the Court,

13 Counsel for Plaintiffs first saw the Order upon service of the Notice of Entry of the Order.

14 Upon review of the Order, it was evident that the Order, as drafted by Kokoweef and in

15} contravention of the Decision, was not *consistent with™ the Decision (Decision 2:25-26), went
16 §| beyond the language of the Decision and went beyond the language of the governing statute,
17| NRS41.520.

18 | Following, for this Court’s review, is a comparison of the Decision and the controlling
19 || statute to the Order submitted by Defendants,
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| lﬂmdmgs of Facts aml C@miusmns Gf
| Law submitted by Kokoweef

Pm[msed Correeted L“mguage From Cﬁuﬂ’
Aﬂgusi 11 26{18 Demsmn andiur NR& 41.320 |

it | show that there is *
I pasmbihty that the pmbe{:uﬁ@n of the cause

th

| “Kokoweefl has met ;tf; iﬁurdan as the

moving Defﬁmdant under 41,520 3A fo
..no reasonable

of action...will benefit the corporation or its

security holders’ and that Plaintiffs have

2 1{}. 1

2] |

{ captioned case shall be disinissed, with

3@ | prejudice without any further order of this

Court. Order 3;23-26.

| failed to rebut showing,” Order 2:9- | Plaintiffs propose that the Order be amended to

6113 properly reflect the Court’s language in the

. Brecision,

a '“The Courl ha:-, the authenty to zmmt the | The Decision praperiv noted that 41. ‘52(){%}(&3)

8 || | amount of security required of Plaintiffs and | of the statute provides that the Court can adjust

il { make adjustments of the amennt of security | the amount of security one way or the other as

81 | required as the case progresses.” * Order the Case Progresses. Decision 2:20-22,

2:20-22. R

10 Plaintiffs request that the Order be clarified to
R properly incorporate the language of the
1y Decision and NRS 41.520. |
12 I | As.a matter of law, Kokoweel has met its | The Decision again merely noted that
1l | burden as the moving Defendant, undcr Kokoweet had made a “prima facia” showing
131 | 41.520(3)(a), to show that there is ‘.00 on whether there was & reasonable possibility
~ il | reasonable possibility that the pmsecutmn that the prosecution of the cause of action
14 |t | of the cause of action...will benefit the would benefit the corporation or its security
© |l | corporation or its security holders” and that | holders. Decision 2:10-12.
15| | the Plaintiffs have failed to rebut such |
71 | showing.” Accordingly, Plaintiffs request that this i
161l | Order 2:26-28, 3:1-2, Conclusion of Law within the Order be clarified | |
A to {:Uﬁ'ecﬂy reﬂect fhﬂ’ Ianguage of the Demsmn |
17h [1]tis hexebv ORDERED thai i ihe event Firsi clarification of this lancruagc is necessary
18 the Plaintiffs fail to post the security within | as it containg a typographical ervor, Spemﬁcally
b the limitations set forth hereingbove, as set | “NRS 41.50(b)}{(4)" as opposed to the correct
19 forth in NRS 41.530(b)}{4), the above- | notation of the statute, NRS 41. 520(4)Db).

Second, neither the Decision, hor NRS 41,320

contemplate dismissal with prejudice for failure | |
to timely post the required security.

Third, neither the Decision nor NRS

41.520(4)(b) contemplates an automatic

| dismissal without frther action by Defendant,

m mﬂect the pmper ianguaﬂe ef ths statutn

| which emits any reference to dismissal Wlth or

| without prejudice.
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- “[l]t 1% iuﬂher ORDER&D that Nuthm the Demsmn nor NRS 41.520
notwithstanding the dismissal of the above- | contemplate a subsequent award of attorneys’
captioned case, the Court shall retain | fees and costs. Accordingly, Plaintifis request

| jurisdiction hez cint to enable Defendants to | that this lan guage be stricken so that the Order

submit a request fo the Court for an-award | will be consistent with the Decision and

lof atterneys” fees and costs incwred accurately reflect the language of NRS 41520

herein.” Order 3:27-28, 4:1-2.

o 3 S W A

24|
25

For the Court’s reference and convenience, Plaintifis have attached their proposed

Amended Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law which, as noted above, are consistent with

the Decision and NRS 41.520,

the motion in ﬁ;.eapmgresmf the cause ﬁr“}_ﬁ*mceeﬁjiﬂg”_}.. EDCR 2.24 ratifies this procedure in

| Clark County.

Plaintiffs specifically scek clarification and/or reconsideration of the Order because it is

not consistent with the Decision and/or NRS 41.520. *‘I"he?r&fbfe;-,.'it._ctmétain-s--.n‘:i:isstatﬁme‘nt,s of the

c@mcmsim of Law and Order..
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| DATED: _ i fop’  ROBERTSON & VICK, LLP

v:'-
. -
e i
\"'

By: i L0

& 'ALEXANDTR RUBER? SON v

SBarPNo. 8642 .~

JENNIF ER L. TAYLOR

: Bar Hﬂ! 5798

401 N. Buffalo Drive, Suite 202
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
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REMFIVE

OISTRICT JUDGE

LAS VEGAS RV 80185

{TED R BURKE; MICHAEL R. and

land FRED RKRAVETZ; STEVEN PRANKS;

{ PAULA MARIA BARNARD; PETER T. and
{LISA A. FREEMEN; LEON GOLDEN; C. A.
IMURFF; GERDA FERN BILLBE; BOR and
{ ROBYN TRESKA; MICHAEL RANDOLPH, and )
| FREDERICK WILLIS,

WG NI S W B W kD e

pd
ﬁ

{|SURPLUS, INC.,

5 W

jand

Joook

HROKOWEEF, INC.: EXPLORATIONS
| INCORPORATION OF NEVADA,

b Pk ek s b
- M W 3

DEPARTMENT THIRTEEN §|

IGINAL

DISTRICT COURT FILED

CLARK COUNTY, Nﬁﬁﬁﬂ%&jg“
ug 1l

3 a9 P08

Y. _} !fr"'k \.Yﬁi:--.-iéhm
R brfntn, w2}

CLERY S0 T 7o

CASE NO. 2558625
DEPT. NG, XIIX

LAURETTA L. KEHOE; JOHN BERTOLDO;
PAUL BARNARD; EDDY KRAVETZ: JACKIE

) Date: July 30, 2008
Time: 5300 a.m.

Plaintiffs, )

)
}
3
;
)
}
LARRY L. HAHJ:«J; HAHN'’S WORLD OF
i
pefendantc {s) .

}
}
}.
}
}
)
}
)
)
}
Nominal Defendants. }
¥

DECISION

THIS MATTER having come before the Court on July 30,

12008 for evidentiary hearing regarding Nominal Defendant’s

| [KOKOWEEFE, INC.] Renewed Motion to Reguire Security £rom

|lafrer presentation of evidence and having now fully considered the

land being fully advised in the premises;
27
281

NOW, THEREFORE, the Court decides the submitted issues as




tfollows:

{that the burden is upon the moving Defendant to show that there is
™ ..o reasonable .'QGSSibility’ that the prosecution of the cause of
llaction ... will benefit the corporation or its security holders.”

jbe applicable on a preliminary injunction motion, which would |

|implicate “probability,” not “possibility.”

Even 8o, the Court is persuaded that Defendant has made

ot

lla prima facia showing on the point and that the same has not been

ot o

|lrebutted. Therefore, the Court will require a modicum of security

giiven what appears to be the likely consequences of the

o

=

'}f.@:@n;t“inua_t ion of this livigation on the well-being of the

ok

COrpoTacion.

jns
o

However, the Court is not persuaded that the security

jned
o

required should be of the magnitude sought at this point by

L
oD,

Defendant. Instead, the Court will order security in the sum of

fowech
w2

£75,000.00. In this regard, the Court takes some comfort in the

e

|l language of subsection 4(b) of the statute which provides that the

Yo

Court can revisit ite determination one way or the other as the

b

|lcase progresses.

b
B G =

Counsel for Defendant 1is directed to promptly submit

{|jproposed prelindpary Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and a

Frs
A

26| lproposed order consistent with the foregoing. Such proposed order
271
281l 2

OEPARTMENT DUIRTEEN |
LAS VEGAS, WV 80153 |
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MARK fi. DENTON ]|

DISTRICT JUBGE

DEPARTMENT THIRTEEN. 1]
LAS VEGAS, WV 20155 |

Lt
b

HeLA
{lattn: PATRICK C. CLARY, ESQ.

it

bd
5

should provide for the posting of gsecurity within 15 days from and |

aftter notice of entry of the order.

DISTRICT JﬁDGE

CERTIFICATE

I hereby certify that on the date Filed, I placed a copy

{lofl the foregoing in the attorney’'s folder in the Clerk's QOffice or
jjmailed a copy to:
{INEIL J. BELLER, ESQ.

iM. NELSON SEGEL; ES0.

RY CANNON

LORRAINE TASHIRO
Judicial Executive Assistant
Dept, No. XIIX
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Blary Gannon LLP

TROY VEsT Lnike MESD Brincevasn, o

UITE G603
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| Telephone:

fNEJGda Bay
 Cu1t1€ W

| 72E1 W Lmke Mead Boulevarg,

|| KBHOE

?-DF Navada;
; :TI\E\,@ i

2§ PARTICT

CLARE CANNON LLP
ick ¢ Clary

No. B3

Caﬂn@ﬂ.

""" 10535

Suite 503

Nevada 89128

704.382.0813
T0Z 3827277

Lias Yegas,

FAX:

| Attorneys for so-called Nominal

Defendant Hokoweef, Inc.

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY,

TED R. BURKE; MICHARL R and LAURETTA L.
JOHN BERTOLDO; FAUL BERNARD;
EDDY RRAVETZ; JACKIE and FR&Dii,*VETZ_

";STuva-FRANKs PAULE MARIA BARNARD:
i FETR
_GGLDEN
BUB and ROBYN TRESXA; MICHARL RA
| and FREDERICK WILLIS,

and LISA &, FREEMAN; LEON
C.A. MURFF; GERDA FERN BILLRE;

Plaintiffs

': “\I?E K

LARRY L. HAMN, individually, and as

[Pre31denL of and Trzasurer of Rokowesf

inc., dnd Lormer President ang
m“casuxar of Emplaratlﬂna anmrmmrafed

a Wmvada carmePulcn, DQWQ I X
1nciu&ive DOE OFFIUCERS, DIRECTORE amd
IFANTS I-X¥,

Defendanteg,
and

a
dlasmivad Navada emsparatmmv

Naminal Dafendants.

.QEPH,

¥

KEVADA

CAZE NO. A558628

DEPT. XIIX

NOQTICE OF ENTRY OF

PRELIMIKARY FlNﬂ*W@y OF
LAW AND ORDER GR%NTTNG
DEFENDANT KOKOWEEF'S
RENEWED MOTION TO REQUIRE

SECURITY FROM PLAINTIFFS

DATE OF HEARING: 7/30/08
TIME OF HEARING: 5:00 a.m.
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Diary Damron LLP

P27 WesT LAKE MEsD BolLEvern, Suire 503

LAG VYaaass, NeEvaba 89128

TRZEEE.TRTT

Tew YDE.EEROETE - Faxs
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180

fa

NOTICE I8 HERERY SIVEN :that; on AugusEl 27, BE}G 8 there was sntesre

and Conclugions aflﬁmvanﬁ.@rdev~61ant¢ﬂg”nafeudanx Kokoweaf ‘s Renewed ;

I Motion to Reguire Sescurity £rom Plaintifis, a copy o whnich xmd

|| atrached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference.

CLARY CANNON LLF

BY.

Patr¢ck . Cla*y

Rﬁtorneya.ﬁor.KQkQWEef4'lﬁag

RECEIPT IS HERERY ACKNOWLEDGED of a copy of the above and|

| foreqoing Notice of Entry of Preliminary Findings of Fact and|

asions of Law and Order G@aﬂtiﬂﬁ-DEf&ﬁﬁaﬂt_E@kmwaeffﬁiRenawad.

“day of August,

| 2008,

NEIL J. BELLER; LTI,

By,

NelT J. Beller N
Navada Bar No. Q02350

attorneys for Plaintiffis
7408 Weat Sahara Avenue
Las Vegas, Nevada 89117

M NEMSQN SﬁGEL

Nevada Bar No. 000530

Attorniey for Larry L Hahn and
Qahn e erld @f Su*plusg Ine..

Las VEQasr Nevaﬂa mgiai
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CLARY BANNDN LLFP

Lag VEaas, MEVADSL 897 2E
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|

I TED R. BBRKE; MICHBEL R. and LAURETTA

I| STEVEN FRANKS; PAULA MARTA BARNARD:
I PETE 7. and LISA A. FREEMAN; LEON

| GOLDEN; C.A. MURFF; GERDR FERN BILLEE:
Boz aqd RGBYN iRESKp, MICHARI, RANDOLPH,

VS
;LARRY Lo HAHRN, lndlvdealTy, and as

i Inc., and former President and |
Treasurer of Bxplorations Incorporated

;'PRRWICIPRNTS -X%,

{f and

! KOKOWEEF, INC., a Nevada corporations

CLF-&RY CANNON LLFP

Patrick C Clary |
I Nevada Bar No. &3 | ﬂggzg {gg} B s

3
City Center West, Suite 503 ==ﬁ~£d§93
7201 West Laks Mead Banlevard i~ o~
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 ik}ﬁf‘ghfww~
 Telephone: 702.382,0813 -CU¥n““ ﬁ#ﬂb

PR ?-:0-22'_§..;32's'2;-ﬂ7;3{77; LouRY

DISTRICT COURT

RK COUNTY, NEVADA

" —olio-

T.. KEHOE; JOHN BERTOLDO; PAUL RERNARD; | -
EDDY XRAVETZ; JACKIE and FRED KRAVETZ; ) CASE NO. A558625

DEFT. XITI

PRELIMINARY ¥FINDINGS OF
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF
IAW AND ORDER GRANTING
DEFENDANT RKOKOWEEF' S
 RENEWED MOTION TO REQUIRE
SECURITY ¥ _FROM PIBINTIFFS

President of anﬁ Treasurer of Rokowsef,

DATE QF HEABRING: 7/30/08

@F N'Evadaf Hﬁ?‘*m' S W'GRLD E}F‘ SURPLUS, TIME QF HEBRING: 9:00 am

inolesive: Dﬁu CFFTORRS . DIRECTORS aﬁd

Defendants,

EXPLOR%‘I‘?G%S INLGRPGRAWEZ} GF ?%E\TADR., a.

Nominal Defendants.

Tt M Bt it . e St P S e S i Pl M B N i B et Nl N Pt '-x._-f_ *..,.- St N i e o A it il Fornt

The Ranaweﬁ'Mbiiqn-ta_REquirE.Saﬂﬁxity from Plaintiffs £iled |
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5.{“K@kaweaf”}fhavini come on for an evidentiarwv h@arin“‘gn.aulg~3ﬁ,
2 g ¥ Ling ¥ooad,

2008, the Court having takenm its decision on the said Motion undex

advisement after pxeaantatian.@f,&vid&nme.anﬁ_having_fualv considered

in the premises; the Court finds as follows:

“EL IMINARY FINDINGS QF FACT

| that the roseciuiion of the~¢ausa'af>amtiaﬁ o 4w Will‘bEHEfit-thE
‘corporation or its . security helders” and that the Plaintiffs have
| failed to rebut such showing.

2. Therefore, the Court will regquire a modicum of s security given
what appears preliminarily to be the likely consequences of the |

continuation of this lit sigation on the well-~being of the corporation.

3. At this time the segurity reguired should not be of Lhe

¥ magnitide sought by Rokowsef so that the amount of security is to ha

in the sum of $75,000.

i &

4. The Court has the author ity to revislt the amount of sgcurity

f'réﬁuiraﬂiaa the case nrogresses.

ERELIMINARY CONCLUSIONS OF IAW

Based on the IszQGAng‘prellmﬂnary findings, the Caurt congludes

tas follows:

1. &s a matter of lay Kokoweef has met its burden as the ROV

Defendant, under NRS ﬂl,ﬁzﬁ{3}§aj; ta show that therg 1g © S st I

regsonable possibility that the rrosecution of the;cauﬁe;gf*agtlgﬂ

2

'required'af-Plaintiffs;aﬁﬁmmake«adjustmantg;athhe-amqpnt of security

3

H
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- will benefit the corporation or its security holders” and that The

| Plaintiffs have failed to rebut such showing.

[T

2. As a matter of law Kokowsef is entitled to an amount of

i security to be posted by tha Plaintiffs in the sum of 75,000,

3. Pursuant to Subsection 4{b} of NRS 41.520, as a matter of law

i

the Court is entitled te revisit its determination one way or the

m* mthE$'a5'the'ahﬁveﬁmaﬁﬁi@ﬂ@ﬁ'ﬁaﬁﬁ-prﬁgﬁESSEE»

Based upon the foregoing preliminary findings ang conclusians,
10} and good causs otherwise showing, i1t is-hﬁréﬁy

ORDERED that the aforesaid Renewed M@timn“ﬁﬁﬂﬂequixe‘seguxity
i from Plaintiffs be, and the same hgxebyiis;;grantﬁd on and gubject to
'the~ﬁexms-aﬁd-ﬁ@nﬁiﬁimﬁs-mantainadfhexaiﬂ; and it is Ffurther

(5'.-3_*35?1uDJ‘iﬂ?iED-t'_hix.?i"i':'_,_if within 15 days f£from and after the date of gservice |

af-ﬂotice'mf:entxyWéf"thiﬂ_Gid9£;-the-PlaEﬂﬁiffs b&, and they hereby |

are, directed to post with the Clerk of the Court for the purposes set |

| forth in NRS 41.520 the sum of $75,000 in cash or bond; and it is

Further
ORDERED that the stay of the above-captioned case ghall, and it

atter the posting of the $75,000 security required by this Order; and |

22{ it is Purther

URDERED that din the event the Plaintiffs fail to post the |

il security within the limitations set forth hereinabove, as set forth
in NRE 41.501{b} (4}, the above-captioned case shall be dismissed, with
v:HPrEjudica without any further order of this Court:; and it iz further

ORDERELR that, notwithstanding the dismissal of the ahovae-

28 | captioned case, the Court shall retain jurisdiction hersin to enable |




LAW DFPEHER DF
BLARY DanMNDN LLE

7287 WERY LAKE Mizan BOOLEVARD, Buire 503

Lo VEBAS, MEVASDA 55128
TEG TUABEZOE 13 « Faxs TOSOEE. 7277

s

i

Lad

P

L

ik

et
s

o SR

[

15

P

I@ :

.

Defendants to submit a request to the Court for an

j attorneys®s fees and costs Iincurred herein.

day of Bugust, 200B.
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:XANDER ROBERTSON, IV

A Nevada Bar Ne. 8642
JENNIFER L. TAYLOR

|| Nevada Bar No. 5798

| ROBERTSON & VICK, LLP

401 N. Buffalo Drive, Suite 202

| Las Ve@as Nevaﬂa 89145

!Facmmnle, {702) 247-622’?

~Attorneys for Plaintiffs

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

TED R. BURKE, MICHAEL R. and

| LAURET FA L KEHGE, JOI IN BERTOLHQ

STEVE FRANK‘S PAULA MAR EA
BARNARD; PETER T. and LISA A.
FREEMAN; LEON GOLDEN; C.A. MURFF;
GERDA FERN BILLBE; BDB and ROBYN

I TRESKA; MICHAEL RAND.LPH and
FREDE RICK WILLIS,

Plaintiffs,

| LARRY H. HAHN, individoally, and as
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3§ July 30, 2008, the Court having taken its decision on the said Motion under advisement after

4 i presentation of evidence and having fully-considered the evidence adduced and the post-hearing

6 || advised in the premises, the Court finds as follows:

13 | preliminarily to be the likely consequences of the continuation of this litigation on the well-being 1

il of the corporation,
Il so that the amount of security is to be in the sum of §75,000,

il make adjustments of the amount of security required, one way or the other, as the case

i progresses,
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i} prosecution of the cause of action ... will benefit the corporation or its security bolders”™ and that

i the Plaintiffs have failed to rebut such showing.

1 Plaintiffs in the sum of $75,000.

The Renewed Motion to Require Security from Plaintiffs filed herein on June 12, 2008 by |

briefs submitted by counsel for the Plaintiffs and for Kokoweef, and the Court being fully

1. Kokoweel has made 8 prima facia showing, to meet its burden as the moving

2. Therefore, the Court will require a modicumn of security given what appears

3. At this time the security required should not be of the magnitude sought by Kokoweef |

4. The Court has the authority to revisit the amount of security required of Plaintiffs and

Rased on the ffmegumg_'prelimirgary- findings, the Cowvrt concludes as follows:

1. As a matter of law Kokoweef made a prima facia showing, to meet its burdes as the

2. As a matter of law Kokoweef'is entitled to an amount of security to be posted by the




ORDER

Based upon the foregoing preliminary findings and conclusions, and good cause

otherwise showing, it is hercby
ORDERED that the aforesaid Renewed Motion To Require Security From Plaintiffs be,
it is further

ORDERED that, within 15.days from and after the date of service of notice of entry of

OO on:

Il this Order, the Plainiiffs be, and they hereby are, directed to post with the Clerk of the Court for
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ORDERED that the stay of the above-captioned case shall, and it hereby is directed to,

b3

remain 1n full force and effect until 10 days after the posting of the $75,000 security required by

S

14 || this Order; and it is further

o
o

ORDERED that in the event the Plaintiffs fail to post the security within the limitations
16 || set forth hereinabove, as set forth in NRS 41.520(4)(b), the above-captioned case shall be
17 || dismissed without prejudice.

e

18} DATED this _____ day of September, 2008.

" DISTRICT JUDGE
ROBERTSON & VICK, LLP

3| By_

Jennifer L, Taylor

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on the 12 day-of September, 2008, T served a copy of the ahove and

forggoing MOTION FOR CLARIFICATION OF THE PRELIMINARY FINDINGS OF
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER GRANTING NOMINAL

FROM PLAINTIFFS AS DRAFTED AND SUBMITTED BY KOKOWEEF, INC. by
depositing a copy thereof for mailing at Las Vegas, Nevada, postage prepaid, addressed to:

M, Nelson Segel, Chartered CLARY CANNON, LLP

M. Nelson Segei Esg. Patrick C. Clary, Hsq.
I 624 South 9% Street Curtis W..Camnon, Esq. 1
Il Las Vegas, NV §9101 7201 West Lake Mead Boulevard, Suite 503 |

Telephone: (702) 385-6266 Las Vegas, NV 89129

Il Facsimile: (702) 382-2967 Telephone: (702) 382-0813

ROBERTION
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Il Attorneys for Larry Hahn and Facsimile: {702) 382-7277
Hahn’s W orld of Surplus, ing. Attorneys for Kokoweef, Inc.
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