IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

HORIZONS AT SEVEN HILLS No. 63178
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION,

Appellant, F E L E D

vs.
IKON HOLDINGS, LLC, ANEVADA JAN 2 3 2014
LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY,

TRACIE K, LINDEMAN
Respondent. MRQ%PREE“COURT
By

PEPUTY CLERK

ORDER GRANTING MOTIONS FOR EXTENSION OF TIME
AND FOR CLARIFICATION OF BRIEFING SCHEDULE

On January 6, 2014, this court entered an order granting
Community Association Management Executive Officers, Inc.’s (CAMEQ),
motion for leave to file an amicus curiae brief. That order indicated that
respondent could respond to CAMEQ’s amicus brief in respondent’s
answering brief. Also on January 6, respondent submitted for filing its
answering brief, which was provisionally received in this court on
January 8. Because the answering brief was overdue, and in light of this
court’s January 6 order, respondent filed two motions on January 7: (1) a
maotion for an extension of time to file its answering brief, and (2) a motion
seeking clarification of this court’s January 6 order.

Having considered the motions, we grant them as follow‘s.\\k
Respondent shall have 30 days from the date of this order to file and serve

a revised answering brief that addresses both the opening brief and
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CAMEQ’s amicus brief.! Appellant shall then have 30 days from the date
the answering brief is served to file and serve its reply brief. See NRAP
31(a)(1); NRAP 29(g). In light of this order, the clerk of this court is
directed to return, unfiled, the answering brief that was provisionally
received in this court on January 8, 2014.
It is so ORDERED. .
(D

, Cd.

cc:  Alverson Taylor Mortensen & Sanders
Holland & Hart LLP/Las Vegas
Adams Law Group
Brown Brown & Premsrirut

Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP

1Respondent is permitted to file its answering brief with up to 40
pages or 17,000 words without seeking leave to exceed the length
limitations set forth under NRAP 32(a)(7).

SuPREME COURT
OF
NEVADA 2

(D) 1974 S

B




