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This is an appeal from a district court order denying a motion

to change child custody.'

'In his notice of appeal, appellant designates four orders that he is
appealing from: the January 24 , 2001 order concerning mediation; a
January 30, 2001 order; a July 13, 2001 order; and the September 17, 2001
order denying his motion for reconsideration. The record before this court
does not contain a January 30, 2001 order, and the district court docket
entries do not list a January 30 order. The July 13, 2001 order was listed
in the district court docket entries, but was not part of the record before
this court. On August 13, 2002, this court received a letter from the
district court clerk indicating that the July 13, 2001 docket entry was a
data entry error. Thus, the only orders before this court are the January
24, 2001 order and the September 17, 2001 order.

This court has jurisdiction to consider an appeal only when the
appeal is authorized by statute or court rule. See Taylor Constr. Co. v.
Hilton Hotels, 100 Nev. 207, 678 P.2d 1152 (1984). No statute or rule
authorizes an appeal from an order requiring the parties to mediate.
Thus, the January 24, 2001 order regarding mediation is not substantively
appealable. Moreover, the September 17, 2001 order denying appellant's
motion for reconsideration is not an appealable order. See Alvis v. State,
Gaming Control Bd., 99 Nev. 184, 660 P.2d 980 (1983) (stating that an
order denying reconsideration is not appealable ). Nevertheless, we
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discretion when it denied appellant's motion to modify the child custody

arrangement. Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.6

^G .J.
Maupin

J.
Rose

J.
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cc: Hon. William O. Voy, District Judge , Family Court Division
Lyons & Ellsworth
Barry Michaels
Clark County Clerk

6Although appellant was not granted leave to file papers in proper
person, see NRAP 46(b), we have considered the proper person documents
received from him.
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