
No. 83357 

NI= 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

ALI KIA, M.D.; AND NEVADA 
HOSPITALIST GROUP, LLP, 

Petitioners, 
vs. 

THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
CLARK; AND THE HONORABLE 
JASMIN D. LILLY-SPELLS, DISTRICT 
JUDGE, 

Respondents, 
FRANK J. DELEE, M.D.; FRANK J. 
DELEE M.D., P.C.; AND SUNRISE 
HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL CENTER, 
LLC, 

Real Parties in Interest. 

ORDER 

SUPREME COURT 

OF 

NEVADA 

(0) I 947A 40. 

Choloe Green has filed a notice of appearance as a real party in 

interest in this matter. Green asserts that she is the plaintiff in the 

underlying proceedings and is the real party in interest in this matter. The 

petition for a writ of mandamus does not identify Green as a real party in 

interest in its caption. However, the body of the petition identifies Green 

as a real party in interest and the certificate of service indicates that Green 

was served with the petition. Under these circumstances, the clerk shall 

add Green as a real party in interest in this matter. Green shall have 28 

days from the date of this order to file and serve an answer, including 

authorities, against issuance of the requested writ. In addition to 

addressing the merits of the petition in the answer, Green shall also address 

the propriety of writ relief. 
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Petitioners shall have 14 days from service of Green's answer to file and 

serve a single reply responding to all answers, if deemed warranted. 

Green has also filed a motion for an extension of time to file an 

answer to the petition and for reconsideration of the denial of her petition 

for a writ of mandamus in Docket No. 82357. Green also repeats her request 

to be added as a real party in interest. Given the above orders, this court 

takes no action on the requests for an extension of time and to be added as 

a real party in interest. Green's request for reconsideration of a 

dispositional order in a separate case is not appropriately made in the 

context of a motion in this matter. Accordingly, the motion for 

reconsideration is denied. 

It is so ORDERED. 

cc: Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith, LLP/Las Vegas 
Collinson, Daehnke, Inlow & Greco 
Wilson, Elser, Moskowitz, Edelman & Dicker, LLP/Las Vegas 
Hall Prangle & Schoonveld, LLC/Las Vegas 
Law Office of Daniel Marks 
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