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This is an appeal from a final judgment following a bench trial

in a contract action. Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County;

Kenneth C. Cory, Judge.

In reviewing the district court's judgment, we give deference

to the court's factual findings so long as they are not clearly wrong and are

supported by substantial evidence,' which has been defined as evidence

that "a reasonable mind might accept as adequate to support a

conclusion."2 Moreover, witness credibility determinations are within the

district court's fact-finding purview, and we thus will not substitute our or

appellant's view of witness testimony for that of the district court.3

Having reviewed the parties' briefs and appendices, including the trial

'See NOLM, LLC v. County of Clark, 120 Nev. 736, 739, 100 P.3d
658, 660-61 (2004); Gibellini v. Klindt, 110 Nev. 1201, 885 P.2d 540 (1994).

2First Interstate Bank v. Jafbros Auto Body, 106 Nev. 54, 56, 787
P.2d 765, 767 (1990) (internal quotation marks omitted).

3Fox v. First Western Say. & Loan, 86 Nev. 469, 470 P.2d 424
(1970).
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transcript,4 in light of those principles, we conclude that substantial

evidence supports the district court's judgment.5 Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the dis rir4 court AFFIRMED.

J.

J.

J.

cc: Hon. Kenneth C. Cory, District Judge
Thomas J. Tanksley, Settlement Judge
Nersesian & Sankiewicz
Law Office of Daniel Marks
Eighth District Court Clerk

4The record reflects that, contrary to appellant's arguments in her
briefs, the district court did not refuse to hear her witnesses; her witnesses
simply did not appear to testify at the trial.

5We conclude that appellant's remaining arguments lack merit.
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