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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

8
DISTRICT OF NEVADA

9

10 LARRY J. M OORE, et aI. 3:09-cv-00167-BES-VPC

Plain&iffs,1 1 '

V.
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.

13 oefendant
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/
l 4

15 ORDER GRANTING M OTION FOR GOO D FAITH
SETTLEM ENT DETERM INATION AND DISMISSAL OF CLAIMS

1 6
Based on Motion made by Greater Nevada Builders and Steven F. Campoy,

l.7

l 8 individually and dba Steven F. Campoy General Contractors, (collectively ''GNBM), by

19 and through their auorneys, Robison, Belaustegui, Sharp & Low , upon the papers and

20 i!spleadings on file in this matter, and the hearing held thereon, the Court now enters

2 1
findings of facts, conclusions of Iaw and judgment as follows:

22
1 . This case arises from a breach of the Truckee Canal in Lyon County,

23

24 Nevada on January 5, 2008.

25 2. Numerous Complaints for Damages and numerous claims were filed in

26 State and Federal Courts against various parties, including GNB in the various cases
27

related to the Fernley flood of January 6, 2008. The parties to this action are set
' 28
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l forth in the caption and have been identified in 1he pleadings on file in the above-

2 ioned m atter
.capt

3
3. Plaintiffs and various parties claim that they suffered damages

4
' 

resulting from the flood waters that came from the breach of the Truckee Canal on
5

6 January 5, 2008.

7 4. Plaintiffs and various parties allege that the Jariuary 5, 2008 flood in

8 Fernley w as due to the inadequate maintenance and operation of the Canal, among
9

other reasons. They further assert that the flood consequences were eexacerbated'?
1 0

by the City of Fernley and the County of Lyon because of ''intentional inditference'' to
11

12 requiring the contractors and builders of the residential subdiviqion to construct

13 infrastructure that w ould m inim ize the dam age caused by flooding in the event the

1 4 ,flood w aters entered the subdivision where Plaintiffs homes were Iocated.
1 5

5. Plaintiffs also assert that the flood consequences w ere exacerbated by
1 6

the ''errors and om issions'' in constructing various elem ents, including Rolling1 7

l 8 Meadows subdivision improvements, houses, Jenny's Lane crossihg and the

19 z'Knuckle'' at W rengler Road and W agon W heel
, com mitted by the Defendants, as

20
well as allegations of m isrepresentations made on the sale of Rolling Meadows

2 1
properties.

22

6. GNB has also sued numerous parties as identified in the moving23

24 papers, pleadings and caption.

25 7 Various parties have sued GNB in this and/or other actions as

. 26 id
entified in the moving papers, pleadings, and caption on the theories of negligence,

27
contribution and indem nity.

28 .
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1 8. lt is alleged that GNB was the developer and general contractor of

2 Rolling M eadow s
, involved in the Jenny's Lane crossing and the ''Knuckle'' at

3
W rangler Road and W agon W heel and that GNB w as at Ieast partially responsible for

4 .
alleged defects in the Rolling M eadow s subdivision. It is also alleged that

5

6 m isrepresentations w ere m ade w hen the Rolling M eadow s properties w ere sold.

7 9. GNB claims il never had any active role as 1he developer or generaî

8 contractor of Rolling M eadow s or the other improvements and instead was simply the

9
home builder. It is agreed that GNB built the houses in the development. How ever,

10
Plaintiffs and other parlies allege, despite GNB'S posilion, that G NB did m ore. There

l 1 .

12 iA a dispute as to w helher GNB has any Iiability fpr Plaintiffs' dam aqes.

13 1 0. An am icable global settlem ent of lhis m atter has been reached am ong

14 th
e Plaintiffs and most parties to this case.

1 5
1 1 . The Settlement Agreement essentially provides that GNB shall

1 6

colleclively pay the sum .of $375,000.00 in exchange for a com plete release from the1 7

Ig instant action and aII pending actions as Iisted in GNB'S Motion For Good Faith

19 Settlem ent Determ ination. 

'

20 1 2
. Neither Greater Nevada Builders nor Steven Campoy had insurance

2 l
that w ould provide coverage for any of the pending actions.

22

1 3. GNB has significantly lessened its business activities and thus has no23

24 regular source of incom e from w hich to m ake any future paym ents. W ithout a source

25 of incom e
, GNB'S defense of these pending actions dissipates the Iim iled pool of

26 f
unds available for settlem ent of these Iawsuits.

27
14. The amount paid by GNB will be allocated to the Rondy class pursuant

28
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1 to calculations to which GNB was not in privy, but the sum paid is in consideration

2 for the glo' ba1 settlem ent of aII claim s
.

3
1 5. GNB actions were those of a house builder and as such were more

4 . '
passive thanh m ost other Defendants, thus underm ining any claim s for indem nity.

5 .

6 16. There is no evidence or allegation that this settlement is fraudulently,

7 collusively or tortiously aimed at injuring non-settling Defendants.

8 .1 7
. The Court grants approval for the Global Settlem ent Agreem ent.

9
1 8. The Court finds that the settlement agreem ent is m ade in good faith.

l 0
1 9 he ma er is misseàxwith reju 'ce à' to a clai *' ag inst Gr terjl '

12 vada ilders, c. an teven . Cam 9. divi ally nd a S ven . mpo

13 Generql Contracting, each part to pay eir o n c sts and fe s.

14 .IT IS SO O RDERED
.

1 5 DATED
: August 4, 201 1.

1 6

1 7 E J U D

1 8

1 9
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