FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 1: ANSWER IN LIGHT BLUE BOOKLET

Abe works at Deep Dish, a pizza restaurant in Minden, Nevada. Abe is a server in the
restaurant and occasionally makes deliveries. One Friday night, Abe was tasked with closing the
restaurant. He turned off the lights and was about to lock the door when he heard the phone ring.
Thinking it could be the restaurant owner, Abe went back inside and answered the phone. Billy,
Abe’s friend from school, was calling. Billy exclaimed, “Hey Abe, I am so glad you answered!
I have a few friends at my house right now and I was wondering if you wanted to join us. We
have plenty of beer, but I was hoping you could bring over some pizzas if you have any left over
from tonight’s shift. Go ahead and charge my credit card you have on file.”
Abe, excited to be included in Billy’s party responded, “Sure, I’ll be right over. I have
two large cheese pizzas left over from tonight.”
Abe got lost on his way to Billy’s house. Distracted by his cellphone navigation, Abe
accidentally hit Danny who was riding his bike in the middle of the road. Danny was bruised
and bloody. Abe offered to take him to the hospital, but Danny refused and insisted on riding his
bike home. Danny later ended up in the hospital because his failure to properly treat his wounds
led to infections.
Abe finally found Billy’s house and started to walk up the driveway. Before Abe reached
the front of the house, Billy opened the door and began screaming profanities at Abe. Billy also
shouted, “You idiot, you ruined my party. All the girls left because they were starving. You
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should have been here an hour ago!” Abe, distraught by Billy’s behavior, did not notice a step
right before the front door. Abe tripped on the step and the pizzas went flying. Abe caught
himself with one hand but felt a loud pop in his wrist. Abe screamed in pain, ran back to his car
and drove home.
The next day, Billy was still upset about Abe ruining his party, so he vented his anger on
his public social media account. Billy posted, “All felons are worthless scumbags. Abe is a
worthless scumbag.” The Deep Dish owner saw Billy’s post and paid for a background check on
Abe. The background check came back clean.

Please fully discuss,
1. The claims Danny has against Abe and Deep Dish and the defenses Abe and Deep Dish
will assert.
2. The claims Abe has against Billy and the defenses Billy will assert.
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 2: ANSWER IN RED BOOKLET

MineCo, a Nevada corporation, purchased a drilling machine from Equipco, a Swedish
manufacturer that sold drilling machines throughout the United States. Equipco’s sales in the
United States were exclusively through Distribco, an independent distributor incorporated and
headquartered in Missouri. MineCo ordered the machine through Distribco’s website.
Distribco maintains a small office in Nevada. All products sold by Equipco in the United
States are shipped directly from Sweden to Distribco in Missouri. Distribco has sold products to
MineCo through its website for the last five years.
The drilling machine malfunctioned immediately after delivery. MineCo filed suit against
Equipco and Distribco in the United States District Court for the District of Nevada. MineCo’s
complaint included a single claim for rescission of the contract. The complaint included as an
exhibit a copy of the invoice between MineCo and Distribco showing the purchase price of the
drilling machine to be $100,000.
After being properly served with the complaint, Equipco filed a motion to dismiss,
arguing the Nevada court did not have jurisdiction over it or MineCo’s claims. Distribco
answered the complaint and brought a third-party claim for indemnity against Component,
claiming that Component supplied the drilling part to Equipco that ultimately failed. Component
is a Georgia corporation that shipped drilling parts directly to Equipco in Sweden.
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The Court granted Equipco’s motion to dismiss. Following the order of dismissal,
MineCo sought to have the order certified as final for purposes of taking an appeal.

Please fully discuss the following:
1.

Did the court correctly rule on the motion to dismiss?

2.

Does the court have jurisdiction to hear the claims against Distribco?

3.

Was it permissible for Distribco to bring Component into the action?

4.

Should the court certify the dismissal order as final for purposes of appeal?
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 3: ANSWER IN DARK GREEN BOOKLET

Cara was rear-ended by a hit-and-run driver in Las Vegas. Peter, a paralegal at Lisa’s
law firm, witnessed the accident from his office window and walked over to Cara to see if she
was hurt. Cara told Peter she did not think she had been injured, but her car was damaged, and
she was definitely upset. Peter suggested that Cara call Lisa to arrange a time to talk about a
potential lawsuit against the driver. Cara took Peter’s advice and made an appointment with
Lisa.
When they met, Lisa asked Cara what prompted her to come by. Cara said, “I met that
nice paralegal of yours, and he suggested I meet you.” Lisa responded, “Great!” They discussed
Cara’s potential case. At the end of the conversation, Lisa told Cara that she would take the case
on a contingency fee basis for 40% of any recovery but would need a deposit of $10,000 for
costs related to the case. Cara sent Lisa a check for $10,000, which Lisa deposited into her
operating account.
After Peter ran the license plate of the hit-and-run driver, he learned that the car belonged
to Thomas Morrow. He ran a conflicts check and discovered that Lisa had represented Thomas’s
company, Morrow’s Manufacturing, in a car accident lawsuit five years earlier. Lisa had settled
that case for the maximum amount covered by an insurance policy. Peter decided the lawsuit
was old enough that he did not have to tell Lisa about it.

Question 3, Page 5 of 6

Lisa filed a lawsuit against Thomas on behalf of Cara. During trial preparation, Lisa
called Peter from a crowded restaurant and was overheard saying, “Cara was not hurt badly, but I
want to get her a lot of money. Please find out more about Thomas Morrow’s insurance
coverage.” Peter pulled the files from the old case and found an insurance policy that covered
both Thomas and Morrow’s Manufacturing. The policy was renewable annually.
The jury awarded Cara $50,000 in damages. Lisa sent Cara a bill that included the 40%
contingency fee and the itemization of what she charged against Cara’s $10,000 retainer.
Included in the itemization were (1) a large bonus for Lisa, (2) charges for secretarial time, and
(3) a $300 dinner charge. Cara objected to the bill.

Please fully discuss any and all ethical issues arising under the Nevada Rules of
Professional Conduct.
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 4: ANSWER IN ORANGE BOOKLET

Maria opened a retail clothing store in Henderson, Nevada. Maria’s attorney advised her
to incorporate the business. Maria instructed her attorney to prepare and file Articles of
Incorporation under the name “Maria’s Clothing” with the Nevada Secretary of State. Maria did
not want the corporation’s name to contain any reference to its corporate existence because she
disliked corporations and found them to be socially abhorrent. Her attorney prepared the
Articles of Incorporation for “Maria’s Clothing,” but failed to file the signed Articles of
Incorporation with the Nevada Secretary of State.
Maria entered into a one-year lease (“Lease”) for the clothing store with the landlord
(“Landlord”) under the name “Maria’s Clothing.” Maria signed the Lease as President.
Landlord wanted the term of the Lease to run for four years, but Maria refused, saying she would
only agree to a one-year term.
Maria hired Paul to manage the store, telling him he was responsible for the ordinary dayto-day business operations. The next day, Maria introduced Paul to Landlord and told them that
she was leaving the country for a year-long buying trip to a remote location. Maria stated: “Paul
is the Store Manager and is in charge while I’m away.”
A few days before Maria returned, Landlord told Paul he needed to immediately extend
the term of the Lease for an additional three years to satisfy his lender’s requirements. Landlord
offered to significantly discount the rent if the term of the Lease was immediately extended.
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Landlord further stated: “I know Maria is the President, but you are the Store Manager and Maria
told me that you are in charge of the store while she is away.”
Paul reviewed the lease extension agreement (“Extension Agreement”) and decided it
was a good deal. Unable to contact Maria after several attempts, Paul signed the Extension
Agreement as the Store Manager.
When Maria returned, Paul informed her about the Extension Agreement. Maria was
upset because she had just signed a new lease for a better location, the term of which would
commence when the one-year term of the Lease expired. Maria notified Landlord that Paul did
not have the authority to sign the Extension Agreement and that Maria’s Clothing would be
vacating at the end of the existing one-year Lease term.
Landlord sued Maria’s Clothing and Maria, individually, for the unpaid rent for the three
additional years under the Extension Agreement in the Eighth Judicial District Court in Las
Vegas, Nevada. Immediately before filing the lawsuit, Landlord discovered that the Articles of
Incorporation for “Maria’s Clothing” were not filed with the Nevada Secretary of State.

Please fully discuss the following under Nevada law:
1.

What are the relevant legal arguments in favor of and against imposing personal

liability against Maria?
2.

Did Paul have the legal authority to sign the Extension Agreement?

3.

What claims, if any, does Maria’s Clothing have against Paul for signing the

Extension Agreement?
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 5: ANSWER IN PURPLE BOOKLET

Owen leased his Las Vegas building ("Property") to Teresa for ten years ("Lease"). The
Lease required Owen to insure the real property for the benefit of the owner and, in the event of a
casualty, use the insurance proceeds to restore the Property. The written lease contained the
following provision: “This Lease will be junior to any existing or future deed of trust recorded
against the Property.” Teresa entered into possession of the Property and improved it for use as a
restaurant, installing and paying for a new air conditioning system and kitchen equipment.
At the beginning of year two of the Lease, Owen obtained an interest only loan from
Hard Money Lender ("HML") for $400,000. Owen executed a deed of trust encumbering the
Property ("Mortgage") in favor of HML. HML properly recorded the Mortgage a month after the
loan was made.
Prior to HML recording the Mortgage, Jerry obtained a $20,000 judgment ("Judgment")
from the Eighth Judicial District Court against Owen, and the same day properly recorded the
unpaid Judgment in the Clark County Recorder’s Office.
When HML’s loan became due, Owen did not have the funds to pay it off. HML
commenced a nonjudicial foreclosure, which included notice of the foreclosure to Owen, Teresa
and Jerry.
Before HML completed its foreclosure, the Property was destroyed by fire. The
insurance company that issued the property insurance policy determined the amount of loss
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payable under the policy to be $600,000. The Lease remained in existence, and Teresa
demanded the insurance proceeds be used to restore the Property.
HML completed its nonjudicial foreclosure by bidding the sum of $10,000, which it
credited to Owen’s $400,000 loan. At the time the trustee's deed was recorded in favor of HML,
the term of the Lease had four years remaining.

Please fully discuss the following:
1.

The respective interests of Owen, Teresa, Jerry, and HML in the Property

immediately following HML's foreclosure.
2.

Owen's liability with respect to the unpaid balance of the $400,000 loan.

3.

The respective interests of Owen, Teresa, and HML in the insurance proceeds.
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 6: ANSWER IN YELLOW BOOKLET

Daniel and Virginia are married. One day Daniel and Virginia got into a fight. Virginia
ran out of the house and down the street to Nancy’s house, crying hysterically. Nancy called the
police and an officer immediately responded. Virginia told the officer, “Daniel and I were
fighting because he told me that he molested the neighbor’s daughter, and after I got upset, he
beat me up.”
When questioned by the officer, Daniel said, “Don’t believe anything Virginia said and
she’s the one who hit me.”
Eventually, Daniel was arrested and charged with battery against Virginia.

Please fully discuss whether the following evidence, offered by the prosecution in their casein-chief, is admissible in Nevada state court against Daniel:

1.

Virginia’s testimony about Daniel beating her up and molesting the neighbor’s daughter.

2.

The Officer’s testimony regarding the statements Virginia made on the day of the

incident, if Virginia refuses to testify and asserts marital privilege.
3.

Nancy’s testimony that on one occasion, she saw Virginia with a black eye and Virginia

said that Daniel hit her, causing the black eye.
4.

Nancy’s testimony that Virginia hates any fighting and refuses to fight back when Daniel

abuses her.
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Please fully discuss whether the following evidence, offered by Daniel, is admissible in
Nevada state court in Daniel’s defense:

5.

Daniel’s testimony that he has never engaged in any violent acts in his entire life.

6.

The testimony of his childhood friend, Wendy, that (a) Daniel has never been in any

physical altercations and when confronted with an altercation, he refuses to fight; (b) Virginia is
a very violent person who has a history of fighting and batters Daniel all the time; and (c)
Virginia told her “I will make Daniel pay for everything he has done to me, no matter what I
have to do.”
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 7: ANSWER IN DARK BLUE BOOKLET

Dan, a physician, met Carl one night at a party in Pahrump, Nevada. After both men had
consumed several cocktails, Dan mentioned to Carl he was looking for someone to quickly build
tenant improvements at his newly leased medical office. Carl stated he was a commercial
contractor and could mobilize a crew in a week. When Dan asked about pricing, Carl assured
Dan his rates were very reasonable and promised Dan that he would construct the improvements
for cost plus 15%. Dan responded, “Sounds good.” As the two men exchanged business cards,
Dan said, “I look forward to working with you.”
The next morning, Dan emailed the construction plans and specifications to Carl and
stated, “This is the project I was telling you about last night.” In his reply email, Carl stated he
could not remember the exact details of their conversation, but “could probably get that job done
in four weeks for $50,000.” Dan quickly responded by email, “Deal if you can guarantee
$45,000.”
A week later, while driving by the unoccupied new office, Dan noticed trucks in the
parking lot labeled “Carl the Contractor” and a construction crew working inside his rented
space. Dan was pleased to see Carl’s crew at work but was late for a meeting and did not have
time to stop. Later that day, Dan received from Carl a first week progress payment invoice in the
amount of $10,000. Dan paid the invoice in full.
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After another week passed, Dan received a second week progress payment invoice in the amount
of $20,000. Thinking the charges seemed a little high, Dan emailed Carl asking, “Are
you sure you can do this for $45,000?” Carl did not respond but continued to work on the
project. Dan did not pay the second invoice.
On Friday of the third week, Dan went to the project and inspected the work. Dan was
very distressed to find that much of the work did not conform to the plans. Dan immediately
terminated Carl and kicked him off the project. The next day, Dan hired Ben to fix Carl’s
mistakes and complete the project for a total price of $50,000.

Please fully discuss:
1.

Is there a contract between Dan and Carl and, if so, what are the terms?

2.

What are Carl’s claims against Dan and what are Dan’s defenses?

3.

What are Dan’s remedies against Carl and what are Carl’s defenses?
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FEBRUARY 2020
NEVADA BAR EXAM
QUESTION NO. 8: ANSWER IN LIGHT GREEN BOOKLET

Duncan learned that Reno police detectives were investigating him for burglary and
document theft. Shortly thereafter, in an effort to keep incriminating documents from the police,
Duncan entrusted a locked briefcase to his friend, Richard, who hid it in the basement of his
home. Duncan did not tell Richard what was in the briefcase, never gave him the combination to
the lock, and never gave him permission to open it.
After Duncan learned that the police were now questioning his friends and associates,
Duncan called Richard and told him to torch the briefcase so that the police could not obtain its
contents. Richard promised Duncan he would burn the briefcase. Instead, Richard kept it in the
basement.
A few days later, while he was being interviewed by police detectives at his home, Richard
told them about the briefcase. Richard retrieved the briefcase from the basement and gave it to
the detectives. In Richard’s living room, the detectives pried it open with a screwdriver. The
briefcase contained documents directly connecting Duncan to the alleged burglary and document
theft under investigation. The detectives took possession of the briefcase and its contents and left
Richard’s home. Feeling bad, Richard called Duncan and told him he gave the briefcase to the
police.
The next day, Duncan went to Richard’s house. When Richard opened the door, Duncan
stepped inside, pulled out a handgun and shot at him. The bullet missed Richard, but hit
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Richard’s wife in the arm causing her to scream in pain. Duncan, hearing her scream, turned and
ran from the house.

Please fully discuss the following:
1.

Based on these facts, what crimes can Duncan be charged with?

2.

Did the search of Duncan’s briefcase violate the Fourth Amendment? Why or why

not?
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