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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

LYUDMYLA ABID, No. 69995
Appellant, ;

VS.

SEAN ABID,

Respondent.

ORDER GRANTING MOTION IN PART

Appellant has filed a pro se motion to seal portions of the
docketing statement and appendix and for this court to direct the district
court to seal the same documents on the ground that they contain illegally
obtained transcripts of conversations between the minor children and
appellant. See Abid v. Abid, 133 Nev., Adv. Op. No. 94, 406 P.3d 476 (2107).
No opposition has been filed.

Cause appearing, the motion is granted to the following extent.
See NRS 125.110(2) (“All other papers, records, proceedings and evidence,
including exhibits and transcript of the testimony, shall, upon the written
request of either party to the action, filed with the clerk, be sealed and shall
not be open to inspection except to the parties or their attorneys”); NRS
200.650 (“a.person shall not intrude upon the privacy of other persons by
surreptitiously listening to, monitoring or recording, or attempting to listen
to, monitor or record, by means of any mechanical, electronic or other
listening device, any private conversation engaged in by the other persons,
or disclose the existence, content, substance, purport, effect or meaning of
any conversation so listened to, monitored or recorded”). The clerk of this
court shall seal Attachment 4 Exhibit #1 to the docketing statement and
Exhibit #7(AA 107-16) in the appendix. With regard to appellant’s request
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that we direct the district court to seal its records, appellant should seek

such relief directly from the district court.

It is so ORDERED.

2@?’% , C.J.

cc:  Lyudmyla A. Abid
Black & LoBello




