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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 
 

GREG ELLIOT PELKOLA, 
 
                             Appellant 
v. 
 
HEIDI MARIE PELKOLA. 
 
                            Respondent 
 

S.C. Docket No. 80763 
D-13-488682-D 

 
RESPONDENT’s ERRATA TO PETITION FOR REHEARING EN BANC 

 
Respondent, HEIDI MARIE PELKOLA (“Heidi”) by and through her attorneys, 

Radford J. Smith, Esq. and Kimberly A. Stutzman, Esq. of Radford J. Smith, Chartered, 

respectfully submits the following Errata to her Petition for Rehearing. The correction is 

as follows –  

1. Page 8, line 8 reads: Nowhere in any of the decisions entered by the Court was any 

focus on moves once the 

Should read: Nowhere in any of the decisions entered by the Court was any focus 

on moves once the parent left Nevada.  

2. Page 11, line 28 reads: . . . the district courts decision that NRS. . .  

Should read: . . . the district court’s decision that NRS. . .  

3. Page 12, line 24 reads: Mr. Pickard current legislative efforts… 

Should read: Mr. Pickard’s current legislative efforts… 

Electronically Filed
Jul 09 2021 10:22 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 80763   Document 2021-19746



 

-2- 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

4. Page 15, line15 reads: This Court should not usurp that process by applying an 

interpretation of statutory language that never intended 

Should read: This Court should not usurp that process by applying an interpretation 

of statutory language that never was intended 

A copy of this errata has been provided to Appellant, and it is not believed that there 

could be any prejudice to Appellant as a result of this Errata. Moreover, the Nevada Rule 

of Appellate Procedure does not address whether an Errata may or may not be filed or 

whether it should be accompanied by a separate motion. NRAP 1(c). Thus, if Respondent 

requires a separate motion, one will be filed forthwith.  

This Errata is made in good faith without the intent to cause any undue delay or 

prejudice to Appellant.  

DATED this 9 July 2021. 

RADFORD J. SMITH, CHARTERED 
 
/s/ Kimberly A. Stutzman    
RADFORD J. SMITH, ESQ. 
Nevada State Bar No.  002791 
KIMBERLY A. STUTZMAN, ESQ.  
Nevada Bar No. 014085 
2470 St. Rose Parkway, Suite 206 
Henderson, Nevada 89074 
Attorneys for Respondent 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I certify that on the 9 July 2021, I served a copy of this Errata to Petition for 

Rehearing upon Melvin Grimes, Esq., counsel of record for Appellant via the Electronic 

Filing System of the Supreme Court of Nevada. 

   /s/ Kimberly A. Stutzman 
                _________________________________ 

KIMBERLY STUTZMAN, ESQ.  
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