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of clarification in cases where public policy is served by the court's 

consideration of the petition. Las Vegas Sands, 130 Nev. at , 331 P.3d 

at 878. 

Here, petitioner does not argue the discovery order at issue in 

this case falls under any of the exceptions to the general rule that writ 

petitions are not available to challenge discovery orders. Under these 

circumstances, we conclude petitioner has failed to demonstrate that our 

intervention by way of extraordinary relief is warranted. See Pan v. 

Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 120 Nev. 222, 228, 88 P.3d 840, 844 (2004) 

(noting that petitioner bears the burden of demonstrating that writ relief 

is warranted); see also Las Vegas Sands, 130 Nev. at , 331 P.3d at 878; 

Clark Cnty. Liquor, 102 Nev. at 659, 730 P.2d at 447. Accordingly, we 

deny the petition. NRAP 21(b)(1); Smith v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 

107 Nev. 674, 677, 818 P.2d 849, 851 (1991). 

It is so ORDERED. 

J 	 J. 
Tao 

J. 
Silver 

cc: 	Hon. Valerie Adair, District Judge 
Callister & Associates 
Hall Jaffe & Clayton, LLP 
Eighth District Court Clerk 
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