
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

RUTH L. COHEN, AN INDIVIDUAL, 
Appellant, 

vs. 
PAUL S. PADDA, AN INDIVIDUAL; 
AND PAUL PADDA LAW, PLLC, A 
NEVADA PROFESSIONAL LIMITED 
LIABILITY COMPANY, 

Res ondents. 

No. 81018 

FILED 
APR 1 6 MI 

ELIZABETH A. BROWN 
CLERK, Z9PREME COURT 

BY •  
DEPUIYC=614 

PAUL S. PADDA, AN INDIVIDUAL; 
AND PAUL PADDA LAW, PLLC, A 
NEVADA PROFESSIONAL LIMITED 
LIABILITY COMPANY, 

Appellants, 
vs. 

RUTH L. COHEN, AN INDIVIDUAL, 
Res ondent. 

No. 81172 

ORDER GRANTING MOTIONS 

Claggett & Sykes Law Firm and the South Asian Bar 

Association of Las Vegas (SABA-LV), Veterans in Politics International, 

Inc. (VIPI) and Jay Bloom have filed motions for extensions of time to file 

motions for leave to file briefs of amicus curiae in support of Paul S. Padda 

and Paul Padda Law, PLLC. Ruth Cohen opposes the motions and the 

potential amici have filed replies. The motions are granted to the following 

extent. NRAP 29(f). Claggett & Sykes Law Firm and SABA-LV, VIPI, and 

Bloom shall have 14 days from the date of this order to file and serve 

motions for leave to file briefs of amicus curiae as well as the proposed 

nini 



briefs. See NRAP 29(c). Cohen shall have 7 days from the date of the last-

filed motion for leave to file a response containing any arguments in 

opposition to the motion for leave in addition to those raised in her 

opposition to the motion for extension of time. Cohen shall have 30 days 

from the date the order resolving the motions for leave to file briefs of amici 

curiae is filed to file any reply brief. 

It is so ORDERED. 

• 

z.estAt2N  , C.J. 

cc: Lewis Roca Rothgerber Christie LLP/Las Vegas 
Hayes Wakayama 
Campbell & Williams 
Paul Padda Law, PLLC 
Donald L. Fuller, Attorney at Law, LLC 
Peterson Baker, PLLC 
Claggett & Sykes Law Firm 
Milan Chatterjee 

'Cohen objects to attorney Micah Echols representing potential 
amicus Claggett & Sykes. The objection is unsupported by any affidavits or 
citation to authority. This court thus takes no action on the objection. 

The potential amicus parties state that other parties may join their 
briefs of amicus curiae. Any parties who wish to join an amicus brief must 
also join the motion for leave to file an amicus brief or file a separate motion 
for leave to join the amicus brief. 
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