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Alex Ghibaudo, Esq. 
Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC. 
703 South 8th St.  
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
T: (702) 978-7090 
F: (702) 924-6553 
Email: alex@abgpc.com 
Attorney for Appellant 
 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF NEVADA 

YOAV EGOSI, 
 
 Appellant, 
 
            vs. 

PATRICIA EGOSI, 
 

Respondent. 

 Case No.:     76144 

Dist. Ct. No. D-16-540174-D 

APPELLANT’S RESPONSE 
TO THIS COURT’S ORDER 
TO SHOW CAUSE WHY 
THIS APPEAL SHOULD NOT 
BE DISMISSED  

   

 

COMES NOW, Yoav Egosi (“Appellant”), through his attorney of 

record, Alex Ghibaudo, Esq., of Alex B. Ghibaudo, P.C. and files his 

response to this Court’s order to show cause as follows: 

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

On December 23, 2019 this Court filed an Order to Show Cause 

(OSC) why the appeal concerning the September 4, 2018 order should not be 

dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. This Court addressed the same 

Electronically Filed
Jan 21 2020 11:06 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court
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jurisdictional defect when it decided Respondent’s motion to dismiss this 

appeal, filed March 6, 2019. In that motion, Respondent argued that the 

September 4, 2019 and the September 7, 2019 order was not final and thus 

the appeal was premature. In its order denying that motion, this Court stated 

that: “[a]n order that alters the rights and obligations of the parties after a 

final judgment is independently appealable…” citing Burton v. Burton, 99 

Nev. 698, 669 P.2d 703 (1983).   

It appears this Court failed to consider the September 4, 2018 order 

when rendering its decision, as the Burton case is not applicable to 

consideration of that order. The Burton case assumes a final order exists and 

a post-judgment motion seeking to modify that order was filed and denied. 

Here, the September 4, 2019 order is an order after an evidentiary hearing 

held in June of 2017 that addressed Appellant’s motion to validate a 

prenuptial agreement the parties executed prior to their marriage. 

On September 18, 2018 Appellant filed a “Motion to Certify the Order 

Filed September 7 [sic],1 2017 as Final Under NRCP 54(b) and Motion to 

 
1 The order referenced in the motion is actually the September 4, 2018 order 

at issue here. 
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Stay These Proceedings Pending Appeal” in the district court.2 There, 

Appellant advanced the argument that his claim, that the parties’ prenuptial 

agreement is valid, is not closely related to other claims for relief in the 

parties’ divorce action and, as such, the September 4, 2018 order should be 

certified as final.3 In its order resolving the motion, the district court stated: 

Based on prior appellate direction, this Court concludes that, 
since the 2004 amendments to NRCP 54 (effective January 1, 
2005), orders that remove claims are no longer amenable to 
certification. Although this Court indeed intends that the orders 
governing the issue of the prenuptial agreement to be final 
orders as to that particular issue, Defendant’s request that this 
Court “certify” the issue is improper and should be denied. 
Moreover, as this issue is on appeal, this Court is divested of 
jurisdiction to entertain the remaining financial issues in this 
matter. In this regard, the financial issues are not ancillary to the 
issues raised in the appeal. Therefore, this Court does not have 
jurisdiction to proceed and Defendant’s request has been 
rendered moot by his appeal. (Emphasis Added).4 

 
2 There, Appellant argued that the order at issue should be certified as final 

under NRCP 54(b) and the proceedings stayed. Appellant advances the same 

argument here as he did in section III.a of his motion (attached as exhibit 1, 

pages 3-6) and incorporates the same here by reference. 

3 See Exhibit 1, section III.a., pages 3-6. 

4 See Exhibit 2, page 2. 
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Clearly, the district court considers the order at issue to be a final 

order. Indeed, though the motion was denied, the proceedings below were 

stayed, and have remained so, since this appeal commenced. 

CONCLUSION 

The district court has indicated that it intends for the September 4, 

2018 order to be final. Indeed, the proceedings have been stayed since the 

commencement of this appeal. For the sake of judicial economy, and 

pursuant to NRAP 2, Appellant requests this Court consider the September 

4, 2018 order as a final order, as the district court intended, and allow the 

appeal challenging that order to proceed. 

DATED this 21st day of January, 2020. 

 
 
/s/ Alex Ghibaudo     
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, Nevada Bar No. 10592 
ALEX B. GHIBAUDO, PC 
Attorney for Appellant 
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Certificate of Service 

Pursuant to NRAP 25, on January 21st, 2020 APPELLANT’S 

RESPONSE TO THIS COURT’S OSC was served upon each of the parties to 

appeal 76144 via electronic service through the Supreme Court of Nevada’s 

electronic filing system. 

/s/ Alex Ghibaudo 
_________________________________ 
An Employee of Alex B. Ghibaudo, PC 

 
 

 

 
 



 
 
 
 
 

Exhibit 1 



Case Number: D-16-540174-D

Electronically Filed
9/18/2018 4:36 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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Exhibit 2 



Case Number: D-16-540174-D

Electronically Filed
10/12/2018 3:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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