


from a small claims judgment to the district court). As a result, writ relief 

is not appropriate to directly review the small claims court's decision. See 

Pan, 120 Nev. at 224, 88 P.3d at 841 (explaining that "the right to appeal 

is generally an adequate legal remedy that precludes writ relief'). 

Alternatively, as petitioner named the Eighth Judicial District 

Court as a respondent in this action, it appears that he may have 

exercised his right to appeal and that he may now be seeking our review of 

the district court's resolution of that appeal. In this regard, however, 

petitioner has failed to provide an adequate appendix in support of his 

petition. See NRAP 21(a)(4) (requiring a petitioner seeking writ relief to 

provide an appendix that includes copies "of any . . . parts of the record" or 

other documents "essential to understand the matters set forth in the 

petition"). In particular, petitioner has not submitted any documentation 

with regard to the presentation of his claims in justice court, the justice 

court's resolution of the claims, the presentation of the appeal to the 

district court, or the district court's resolution of the appeal. Under these 

circumstances, we conclude that petitioner has not demonstrated that our 

intervention by way of extraordinary relief is warranted, and we therefore 

deny the petition. NRAP 21(b)(1); Pan, 120 Nev. at 228, 88 P.3d at 844. 

It is so ORDERED. 1  
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'In light of our resolution herein, we deny all other requests for 
relief pending in this matter. 
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cc: John Elvin Turner 
Attorney General/Carson City 
Eighth District Court Clerk 
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