IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

LAS VEGAS SANDS CORP., A NEVADA No. 69802
CORPORATION; SANDS CHINA LTD.,
A CAYMAN ISLANDS CORPORATION:
SHELDON G. ADELSON, IN HIS
INDIVIDUAL AND REPRESENTATIVE

CAPACITY: AND VENETTAN MACAU F E L B
LTD., A MACAU CORPORATION,
Petitioners, Y 9 14

o MAR 2 1 2016
THE EIGHTH JUDICTAL DISTRICT CLERy o s iraaaeMaN
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, BY

TEPUTY CLERK &

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF
CLARK; AND THE HONORABLE
DAVID B. BARKER, DISTRICT JUDGE,
Respondents,

and
STEVEN C. JACOBS,
Real Party in Interest.

ORDER DENYING MOTION
On February 26, 2016, we entered an order that, in part,

denied petitioners’ motion to stay all proceedings in the district court
pending this court’s decision on the writ petition pending in this matter.
On March 7, 2016, the clerk issued a notice that this case has been
scheduled for oral argument. Real party in interest Steven Jacobs has
now filed a motion “for enforcement of order denying stay and clarification

of setting oral argument.”} We conclude that clarification of our order

1The motion was labeled as an “emergency,” apparently because
counsel desired “immediate” relief. Emergency motions are governed by
the strict criteria set forth in NRAP 27(e), which do not apply here. If
counsel desires expedited relief but there is not a specific event scheduled
in less than 14 days that counsel is moving to prevent, id., counsel should
continued on next page...
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denying the stay and our notice setting the petition for oral argument 1s

AWV N

not necessary. The motion is denied.

It is so ORDERED.
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cc:  Hon. David B. Barker, District Judge
Hon. Elizabeth Gonzalez, District Judge
Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LL.P
Holland & Hart ILLP/Las Vegas
Morris Law Group
Pisanelli Bice, PLLC
Lewis Brishois Bisgaard & Smith, LLP/Las Vegas
Duane Morris LLP/Las Vegas
Duane Morris LLC/New Jersey

...continued
filed a motion for expedited relief or similar, but should not deem the
motion an “emergency.”
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