
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 

EDUARDO ANDRES SIERRA,  
Petitioner,  
vs.  
THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 
CLARK; THE HONORABLE TIERRA 
JONES, CHIEF JUDGE; AND THE 
HONORABLE ROBERT W. TEUTON, 
DISTRICT JUDGE, 
Respondents, 
   and 
CAROLINA SOLARI, 
Real Party in Interest. 

No. 93212  

 
ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

 
 This emergency petition for a writ of mandamus challenges a 

district court order denying a motion to disqualify the judge presiding over the 

family law matter below.1  Petitioner alternatively asks that the case be 

reassigned to another judge under this court’s supervisory authority, per 

Williams v. Second Jud. Dist. Ct., 142 Nev. Adv. Op. 5, 583 P.3d 223 (2026).  

Petitioner has filed an emergency motion to stay the district court proceedings 

pending this court’s review of this matter.  

 A writ of mandamus is available to compel a legally required act 

or to control a manifest abuse of discretion.  Halverson v. Miller, 124 Nev. 484, 

487, 186 P.3d 893, 896 (2008); see NRS 34.160.  A clear right to the relief 

 
1 Petitioner is seeking a waiver of the filing fee for this original 

proceeding, asserting indigence and inability to pay it.  Good cause having been 
demonstrated, the motion is granted.  NRAP 21(g).  No filing fee is due in this 
matter. 
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requested must be demonstrated, id., and whether a petition for writ relief will 

be entertained rests within this court’s sound discretion.   D.R. Horton, Inc. v. 

Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 123 Nev. 468, 474-75, 168 P.3d 731, 736-37 (2007).  It is 

petitioner’s burden to demonstrate that this court’s extraordinary intervention 

is warranted.  Pan v. Eighth Jud. Dist. Ct., 120 Nev. 222, 228, 88 P.3d 840, 844 

(2004). 

 Having reviewed the petition and supporting documents under the 

standards for disqualification and reassignment explained in Williams, 142 

Nev. Adv. Op. 5, 583 P.3d at 227-28, we conclude that petitioner has not 

demonstrated deep-seated favoritism or antagonism, partiality, or a public-

interest need to reassign the case.  Accordingly, the district court did not 

manifestly abuse its discretion, and we thus  

 ORDER the petition DENIED.2 

 

 
Pickering,  J.  

 

      
Parraguirre,  J.     Bell,  J. 

 

 
 

2In light of this order, petitioner’s emergency motion to stay the district 
court proceedings is denied as moot. 

cc: Hon. Tierra Jones 
Hon. Robert Teuton 
Barnes Law Group, LLC 
Eduardo Andres Sierra 
The Eighth Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, in and for the 
County of Clark 


