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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

ELIZABETH C. HOWARD, AN No. 72685
INDIVIDUAL,
Appellant,
Vs.
SHAUGHNAN L. HUGHES,
Respondent.
ELIZABETH C. HOWARD, AN No. 72965
INDIVIDUAL,
Appellant, .
vs. FILED
SHAUGHNAN L HUGHES, AN
INDIVIDUAL, JUL 26 2017
Respondent.

EUZARETH A BROWN
CLERK QF SUPREME COURT

BY

DEP’UTYCLERK
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Docket No. 72965 is an appeal from a post-judgment district
court order imposing sanctions against appellant’s counsel. Our preliminary
review of the docketing statement and documents submitted to this court
pursuant to NRAP 3(g) reveals a potential jurisdictional defect. Specifically,
it appears that appellant is not aggrieved by the order imposing sanctions
and thus lacks standing to appeal it. See NRAP 3A(a); Valley Bank of Nev.
v. Ginsburg, 110 Nev. 440, 874 P.2d 729 (1994) (defining an aggrieved
party); see also Albert D. Massi, Lid., v. Bellmyre, 111 Nev. 1520, 1521, 908
P.2d 705, 706 (1995) (“[A]ln- attorney representing a client in a case is not a
party to the action and does not have standing to appeal.”).

Accordingly, appellant shall have 30 days from the date of this
order to show cause why the appeal in Docket No. 72965 should not be

dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. We caution appellant that failure to
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demonstrate that this court has jurisdiction may result in the dismissal of

this appeal. Respondent may file any reply within 11 days from the date

that -appellant’s response is served. The deadlines for the preparation of

transcripts and filing of the brief in these consolidated appeals are

suspended pending further order of this court.

cc:

It 1s so ORDERED.

Kozak Lusiani Law
Allison MacKenzie, Ltd.
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