
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

CARYNE SHEA, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS NEXT FRIEND OF HER MINOR 
CHILDREN A.S. AND M.S.; VENECIA 
SANCHEZ, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS 
NEXT FRIEND OF HER MINOR CHILD 
Y.S.; BETH MARTIN, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS NEXT FRIEND OF HER 
MINOR CHILDREN R.M. AND H.M.; 
CALEN EVANS, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS NEXT FRIENlD OF HIS MINOR 
CHILD C.E.; PAULA ARZOIAN, 
INDIWDUALLY AND AS NEXT 
FRIEND OF HER MINOR CHILD A.A.; 
KAREN PULEO, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
AS NEXT FRIEND OF HER MINOR 
CHILDREN J.D. JR., JAS. D., AND JAC. 
D.; CHRISTINA BACKUS, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND AS NEXT 
FRIEND OF HER MINOR CHILD D.B.; 
CAMERON BACKUS, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS NEXT FRIEND OF HIS 
MINOR CHILD D.B.; AND 
ALEXANDRA ELLIS, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND AS NEXT FRIEND OF HER 
MINOR CHILDREN L.E., M.E., AND 
B.E., 

Appellants, 
VS. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA; THE STATE 
OF NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF 
EDUCATION; JHONE EBERT, 
NEVADA SUPERINTENDENT OF 
PUBLIC EDUCATION, IN HER 

SUPREME COURT 
OF 

NEVADA 

Oh IVOR e 
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OFFICIAL CAPACITY; AND THE 
STATE OF NEVADA BOARD OF 
EDUCATION, 

Respondents. 

ORDER DENYING MOTION 

Respondents have filed a motion for a second extension of time 

to file the answering brief. 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 previously received a telephonic extension of time to file the 

answering brief and do not demonstrate extraordinary and compelling 

circumstances warranting a second extension. Accordingly, the motion is 

denied. Respondents shall have 7 days from the date of this order to file 

and serve the answering brief. Failure to timely file and serve the 

answering brief may result in the imposition of sanctions, including the 

disposition of this appeal without an answering brief. NRAP 31(d). 

It is so ORDERED. 

, C.J. 

cc: Amanda J. Morgan 
Wolf, Rifkin, Shapiro, Schulman & Rabkin, LLP/Las Vegas 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Attorney General/Las Vegas 
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