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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

No. 91228 FRANCISCO SILVA, AN INDIVIDUAL, 
Petitioner, 
vs. 
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
CLARK, AND THE HONORABLE 
MARIA A. GALL, DISTRICT JUDGE, 
Respondents, 

and 
ED CLAY, AN INDIVIDUAL; SCOTT 
NELSON, AN INDIVIDUAL; 
DEDDRICK PERRY, AN INDIVIDUAL; 
AND CPI MANAGEMENT GROUP, 
LLC, 
Real Parties in Interest. 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION AND 

DIRECTING FILING OF COMPLIANT BRIEF 

Nevada Business Law Professors and Nevada Business Law 

Attorneys have filed a motion for leave to file a brief of amicus curiae. The 

unopposed motion is granted.1  However, this court is unable to accept the 

proposed arnicus brief attached to the motion because it does not coniply 

with this court's rules. In particular, the cover of the brief does not identify 

the party supported, if any, and whether the brief supports extraordinary 

relief; the footnotes are not in the same size font as the body of the brief; 

and the brief lacks a statement pursuant to NRAP 29(c)(5). See NRAP 29(c). 

1The motion is deficient because the footnotes are not in the same size 

font as the body of the motion. See NRAP 27(d)(1)(E); NRAP 32(a)(5). In 

this instance only, this court has nevertheless considered the motion on its 

merits. 
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Accordingly, this court will not consider the brief attached to the November 

13, 2025, motion. 

Amici shall have 7 days from the date of this order to file and 

serve an amended brief of amicus curiae that fully complies with the 

requirements of NRAP 29(c). Failure to timely comply with this order may 

result in the disposition of this matter without an amicus brief. 

It is so ORDERED. 

cc: Hon. Maria A. Gall, District Judge 
Bendavid Law 
Christiansen Trial Lawyers 
Snell & Wilmer, LLP/Las Vegas 
The Jimmerson Law Firm, P.0 
Eighth District Court Clerk 
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