
A. BROV1 
UPREME COURT 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

No. 81659 

FILE 

DARELL L. MOORE; AND CHARLENE 
A. MOORE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
HUSBAND AND WIFE, 

Appellants, 
vs. 

JASON LASRY, M.D., INDIVIDUAL; 
AND TERRY BARTMUS, RN, APRN, 

Respondents. 

ORDER DISAPPROVING STIPULATION 

The parties have filed a stipulation for a second extension of 

time for respondents to file their answering briefs. Once a party receives a 

telephonic extension of time to perform an act, further extensions of time to 

perform that same act are barred unless the moving party files a motion for 

an extension of time demonstrating extraordinary and compelling 

circumstances in support of the requested extension. NRAP 26(b)(1)(B); 

NRAP 31(b)(3)(A)(iv). Respondents each previously received a telephonic 

extension of time to file their answering briefs. Thus, the current 

stipulation for an extension of time is improper. Moreover, respondents do 

not demonstrate extraordinary and compelling circumstances warranting a 

second extension of time. Accordingly, the stipulation is disapproved. The 

answering briefs remain due to be filed by September 3, 2021. Failure to 

timely file and serve the answering briefs may result in the imposition of 

sanctions, including the disposition of this appeal without answering briefs. 

See NRAP 31(d). 

It is so ORDERED. 
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cc: E. Breen Arntz, Chtd. 
Atkinson Watkins & Hoffmann LLP 
Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith, LLP/Las Vegas 
McBride Hall 
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