IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

LA TANYA R. LAW, No. 38922
Appellant,

vs. EHED
TEXAS HOTEL AND CASINO,
Respondent. SES 19 200

ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE et o ey

BY

This is a proper person appeal from a distfi’égt Uégli::'tLorder
dismissing appellant’s personal injury complaint by summary judgment.
Appellant asserts that the district court’s order was the product of bias
and prejudice.! We have reviewed the record, and nothing in it supports
appellant’s contention. Instead, the district court properly granted
summary judgment because there were no genuine issues of material fact

and respondent was entitled to judgment as a matter of law.2 We

ORDER the judgment of the district court AFFIRMED.

1Although appellant was not granted leave to file papers in proper
person, see NRAP 46(b), we have considered all documents received from
her. We deny as moot appellant’s motion for an expedited decision.

2See NRCP 56(c); Matsushita Elec. Industrial Co. v. Zenith Radio
Corp., 475 U.S. 574, 587 (1986) (“Where the record taken as a whole could
not lead a rational trier of fact to find for the non-moving party, there is no
‘genuine issue for trial.™).
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cc: Hon. Sally L. Loehrer, District Judge
La Tanya R. Law
Pyatt & Silvestri
Clark County Clerk

~«~REME COURT
OF
NEVADA

(0) 1947A




