SuPReEME COURT
OF
NEevADA

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

TEVA PARENTERAL MEDICINES, No. 56000
INC., ADELAWARE CORPORATION
F/K/A SICOR PHARMACEUTICALS,
INC.; SICOR, INC., A DELAWARE
CORPORATION; AND BAXTER
HEALTHCARE CORPORATION, A F E L E D
DELAWARE CORPORATION,
Appellants,
vs. SEP 2§ 2010

HENRY CHANIN AND LORRAINE TRACIE K. LINDEMAN

CHANIN, HUSBAND AND WIFE; LR T JuPRENE COURT
BOBBI GLASS-SERAN, CRNA, — SRR
INDIVIDUALLY; AND RAJAT SOOD,

M.D,,
Respondents.

ORDER DISMISSING APPEAL

This is an appeal from district court orders granting motions
for good faith settlement determinations. KEighth Judicial District Court,
Clark County; Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, Judge.

When our preliminary review of the docketing statement and
the documents submitted to this court pursuant to NRAP 3(g) revealed a
potential jurisdictional defect, we directed appellants to show cause as to
why this court has jurisdiction to consider this appeal. Specifically, it
appeared that the district court had not entered a final, written judgment
adjudicating all the rights and liabilities of all the parties, and the district
court did not certify its order as final pursuant to NRCP 54(b). Lee v.
GNLV Corp., 116 Nev. 424, 996 P.2d 416 (2000); KDI Sylvan Pools v.
Workman, 107 Nev. 340, 810 P.2d 1217 (1991); Rae v. All American Life &
Cas. Co., 95 Nev. 920, 605 P.2d 196 (1979). Appellant Teva Parenteral
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Medicines, Inc., has now filed a response to our show cause order and does
not dispute this court’s conclusion that it lacks jurisdiction to consider this

appeal.l Accordingly, because this court lacks jurisdiction, we

ORDER this appeal DISMISSED.

Gibbons

cc: Hon. Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, District Judge
Lansford W. Levitt, Settlement Judge
Goodwin Procter, LLP
Olson, Cannon, Gormley & Desruisseaux
Blalock & Qualey
Jimmerson Hansen
Kemp, Jones & Coulthard, LLP
Mainor Eglet
Eighth District Court Clerk

IAppellants Sicor, Inc., and Baxter Healthcare Corporation have not
filed a separate response. They are represented on appeal, however, by
the same law firm representing Teva Parenteral Medicines.

We also admonish Teva’s counsel for their failure to attach a
certificate of service to the August 23, 2010, response to this court’s show
cause order. See NRAP 25(d) (noting that proof of service is required).




