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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

BARTHOLOMEW M. MAHONEY, JR., 
Appellant, 

vs. 
BONNIE M. MAHONEY, 

Res s ondent. 
BARTHOLOMEW M. MAHONEY, JR., 

Appellant, 
VS. 

BONNIE M. MAHONEY, 
Res • ondent. 

No. 82412 

No. 82413 

FILED 

ORDER DENYING STA Y 

These consolidated appeals are from a post-divorce decree order 

reducing child support and spousal support arrearages to judgment and an 

order awarding attorney fees and costs. Appellant has filed a motion to stay 

any enforcement of the orders until this court issues a decision on the 

appeals. Respondent opposes the motion. 

When considering a motion for a stay pending appeal, this court 

considers the following factors: whether (1) the object of the appeal will be 

defeated absent a stay, (2) appellant will suffer irreparable or serious harm 

without a stay, (3) respondent will suffer irreparable or serious harm if a 

stay is granted, and (4) appellant is likely to prevail on the merits of the 

appeal. NRAP 8(c). Having considered appellant's arguments in light of 

2 1- 2.C-2.12.. 



SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

MI 15147A Qii4Vga 

these factors, this court concludes that the factors do not militate in favor 

of a stay. Accordingly, the motion for stay is denied. NRAP 8(c). 

It is so ORDERED. 

• 

Cadish 

 J. 
Pickering 

cc: The Grigsby Law Group 
Radford J. Smith, Chartered 

(Arm  
Herndon 
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