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STATE OF NEVADA

JOSEPH R. DECKER, Administrator, REAL Case No. RES 13-06-06-345

ESTATE DIVISION, DEPARTMENT OF
BUSINESS & INDUSTRY, STATE of  ANSWERTO COMPLAINT

NEVADA
Petitioner,

VS.

YERANUHI (ANNA) ARAKELYAN,

Respondent.

Respondent YERANUHI ARAKELYAN (“Respondent” or “Anna”) by and through counsel,
hereby in support of its Answer to the Complaint of Petitioner REAL ESTATE DIVISION,
DEPARTMENT OF BUSINESS & INDUSTRY, STATE OF NEVADA (“Petitioner™) on file
herein, and hereby responds thereto upon information and belief, by admitting, denying, and alleging

as follows:

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

1. Answering paragraphs 1-2 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that the public or
other records speak for themselves and Respondent denies any allegations that are inconsistent with
the record or the facts.

2. Answering paragraph 3 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent denies the allegations
contained therein.

3. Answering paragraphs 4-7 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that the public or
other records speak for themselves and Respondent denies any allegations that are inconsistent with
the record or the facts.

4. Answering paragraph 8 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that Petitioners use
of the phrase “within a reasonable time” is ambiguous and, therefore, denies the allegations

contained therein.

5. Answering paragraphs 9-10 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that the public or
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other records speak for themselves and Respondent denies any allegations that are inconsistent with
the record or the facts.

6. Answering paragraph 11 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that Petitioners use
of the phrase “within a reasonable time” is ambiguous and, therefore, denies the allegations
contained therein.

7. Answering paragraphs 12-21 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that the public
or other records speak for themselves and Respondent denies any aliegations that are inconsistent
with the record or the facts,

8. Answering paragraph 22 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that it has no
recollection of what Respondent “told the Rubylyn Avenue tenant” and, therefore, neither admits nor
denies the allegations contained therein.

9. Answering paragraphs 23-32 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that the public
or other records speak for themselves and Respondent denies any allegations that are inconsistent
with the record or the facts.

VIOLATIONS
10. Answering paragraphs 33-34 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent denies the allegations

contained therein.

DISCIPLINE AUTHORIZED

11. Answering paragraphs 35-37 of Petitioner’s Complaint, Respondent states that no
response is required to the extent that they assert legal conclusions rather than factual allegations; to

the extent a response is required, Respondent denies the averment.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Respondent alleges the following separate and distinct defenses to Petitioner’s Complaint on

file herein.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Respondent has not violated any relevant Nevada Revised Statute or Nevada Administrative

Code.
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SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

If Complainants suffered or sustained any loss, injury, damage or other detriment, the same
was directly and proximately caused and contributed to by the conduct, acts, omissions, activities,
carelessness, recklessness, negligence, and/or intentional misconduct of Complainants.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Respondent is not legally responsible for the acts and/or omissions claimed herein.
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
Petitioner’s Complaint on file herein fails to state a claim against Respondent upon which
relief can be granted.
Any allegation not otherwise responded to is generally and specifically denied.
WHEREFORE, Respondent prays for relief as follows:
1. That Petitioner’s Complaint be dismissed and that Respondent not be found in
violation of any Nevada Revised Statute or Nevada Administrative Code.

2. That Respondent not receive any disciplinary action by Petitioner.

Dated: March 14, 2016 PINTAR ALBISTON LLP

Rk, 0. ATo.

Becky A. Pirftar, Esq.
6053 S. Fort Apache Road, suite 120
Las Vegas, Nevada 89148




