IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

LAURA DEMARANVILLE, SURVIVING No. 72737
SPOUSE OF DANIEL DEMARANVILLE
(DECEASED), —y
Appellant/Cross-Respondent, FE Em E
vs.
CANNON COCHRAN MANAGEMENT OCT 09 2017
SERVICES, INC., e B

W
Respondent, Bfi’LERK & QYPRENE COLRT
and " DEPUWCLERKl:%é

EMPLOYERS INSURANCE COMPANY
OF NEVADA; AND CITY OF RENO,
Respondents/Cross-Appellants, |

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

These appeals challenge a district court order granting in part
and denying in part consolidated petitions for judicial review in a workers
compensation matter. Our initial review of the docketing statements and
documents before this court reveals potential jurisdictional defects; it is not
clear if respondents/cross-appellants are aggrieved. See NRAP 3A(a)
(allowing an aggrieved party to appeal from an appealable order). The
challenged order affirms the appeals officer’s conclusion that the City of
Reno, rather than Employers Insurance Company of Nevada (EICN), is the
responsible insurer on the claim. Thus, it appears the order does not
adversely affect EICN’s personal or property rights. See Valley Bank of
Nevada v. Ginsburg, 110 Nev. 440, 446, 874 P.2d 729, 734 (1994) (defining -
“aggrieved” for purposes of NRAP 3A(a)); see also Ford v. Showboat
Operating Co., 110 Nev. 752, 756, 877 P.2d 546, 549 (1994) (“A party who
prevails in the district court and who does not wish to alter any rights of

the parties arising from the judgment is not aggrieved by the judgment.”).
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Because the order also concludes that the City of Reno does not owe any
death benefit, it does not appear that the City is aggrieved.

Accordingly, respondents/cross-appellants shall each have 30
days from the date of this order to show cause why their appeals should not
be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. Appellant/cross-respondent may file
any reply within 11 days of service of the last-filed response. We caution
respondents/cross-appellants that failure to demonstrate that this court has
jurisdiction may result in the dismissal of their appeals.

Briefing of these appeals is suspended pending further order of

this court.

It 1s so ORDERED.

C)\MWM/ , Cd.
J

cc:  Nevada Attorney for Injured Workers/Carson City
McDonald Carano LLP/Reno
Sertic Law, Ltd.




