
 

1 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

ORDR 

 

 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

FAMILY DIVISION 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

**** 

 

, 

                                          Plaintiff, 

-vs- 

, 

                       Defendant. 

 

 
CASE NO.: D- -C 
 
DEPT. NO.:  W 
 
 

 

 

ORDER DENYING OUR NEVADA JUDGES’ SECOND MOTION TO UNSEAL AND 

FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

 

ORDER VACATING THE COURT’S ORDER ENTERED MARCH 28, 2022 

 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S COUNTERMOTION FOR FINDINGS OF 

COMPELLING PRIVACYAND/OR SAFETY REASONS THAT OUTWEIGH PUBLIC 

ACCESS PURSUANT TO SRCR 3(4) AS DETAILED HEREIN; MOTION TO 

STRIKE PURSUANT TO RULE 12F BASED UPON RULE 11A; 

FOR SANCTIONS PURSUANT TO EDCR 7.60; AND RELATED RELIEF 

 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S MOTION TO STRIKE NON-CONFORMING 

MOTION BY THIRD PARTY INTERLOPER ALEXANDER FALCONI AKA OUR 

NEVADA JUDGES; MOTION TO VACATE COURT ORDER DATED 

MARCH 27, 2022 PURSUANT TO NRCP RULE 60-b(6) ON THE BASIS OF 

NRCP RULE 11 NONCOMPLIANCE BY ALEXANDER FALCONI 

 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S SECOND MOTION TO STRIKE NON-

CONFORMING OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S MOTION FILED MAY 9, 2022 BY 

THIRD PARTY INTERLOPER ALEXANDER FALCONI AKA OUR NEVADA JUDGES 

PURSUANT TO NRCP RULE 60-b(6) ON THE BASIS OF NRCP RULE 11 

NONCOMPLIANCE BY ALEXANDER FALCONI 

 

Electronically Filed
09/19/2022 8:49 AM

Case Number: D-19-600476-C

ELECTRONICALLY SERVED
9/19/2022 8:49 AM
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ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION 

[NRCP 65(a)] ON THIRD PARTY INTERLOPER ALEXANDER FALCONI AKA OUR 

NEVADA JUDGES, AND TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER [(NRCP 

65(b)] PENDING HEARING ON INJUNCTION, PER EDCR 5.520 

 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S THIRD MOTION TO STRIKE NON-

CONFORMING BRIEF TITLED “STANDING GENERAL OPPOSITION TO ALL 

MOTIONS SEEKING TO STRIKE AND ENJOIN” BY THIRD PARTY 

INTERLOPER ALEXANDER FALCONI FOR OUR NEVADA JUDGES, 

PURSUANT TO NRCP RULE 60-b(6) ON THE BASIS OF NRCP RULE 11 

NONCOMPLIANCE AND RULE 12(f) TO STRIKE 

 

ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S MOTION FOR ORDER TO CEASE AND DESIST 

PUBLISHING OF DOCUMENTS IN THIS CASE UNDER SEAL BY OUR 

NEVADA JUDGES; SANCTIONS; ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE; REVOKE 

MEDIA ACCESS IF GRANTED; AND PURGE SERVICE CONTACT 
 

 NRCP 1 and EDCR 1.10 state that the procedures in district court shall be construed, 

administered, and employed by the court and the parties to secure the just, speedy, and 

inexpensive determination of every action and proceeding, and to promote and facilitate the 

administration of justice. 

 THE COURT FINDS this is a custody action between two unmarried parties which 

was commenced with the filing of a “Complaint for Custody” on December 4, 2019. This case 

was sealed at Defendant’s request pursuant to the Order filed on January 31, 2020. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS this case was partially unsealed pursuant to the 

Order Granting in Part and Denying in Part Our Nevada Judges’ Motion to Unseal Case entered 

March 28, 2022 in response to third-party Alexander M. Falconi of Our Nevada Judges (“Our 

Nevada Judges”) Motion to Unseal filed February 24, 2022. 

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS Our Nevada Judges filed a Second Motion to 

Unseal and for an Order to Show Cause on April 18, 2022 requesting that this matter be further 

unsealed pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Rules Governing Sealing and Redacting Court 

Records (“SRCR”).  Our Nevada Judges also sought an Order to Show Cause against the Eighth 
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Judicial District Court Clerk, however that request was withdrawn in the Reply filed May 5, 

2022. 

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that SRCR Rule 1.2, by its 

plain reading, is intended to be used for the express purpose of unsealing court records in civil 

actions. 

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES that pursuant to SRCR Rule 

1.4 court records pertaining to domestic relations matters are outside the scope of the SRCR, 

generally. 

THE COURT FURTHER FINDS AND CONCLUDES pursuant to EDCR 5.207 as 

this is a custody action between two unmarried parties, this matter is a parentage case under 

NRS Ch. 126, and is specifically exempted from SRCR and is confidential under NRS 126.211.  

 THE COURT FURTHER FINDS that Our Nevada Judges is not a party to this action, 

but filed to unseal this case to monitor the case and submit a media request pursuant to Nevada 

Supreme Court Rule 230.   

 Therefore, and good cause appearing,  

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the March 27, 2022 Order Granting in Part and 

Denying in Part Our Nevada Judges’ Motion to Unseal Case is VACATED.  This case shall be 

SEALED pursuant to NRS 126.211. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Our Nevada Judges’ April 18, 2022 Second Motion 

requesting that this matter be further unsealed is DENIED pursuant to SRCR Rule 1 et. seq. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all Motions filed by Defendant, as set forth herein, 

are DENIED. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the hearings set for September 21, 2022 at 1:30 p.m. 

on the Motions denied herein shall be vacated. 

THE COURT NOTES that it enters no findings of fact or conclusions of law as to Our 

Nevada Judges’ or the general public’s interest in this case or its First Amendment rights in 

seeking to unseal the instant matter.  

THE COURT NOTES Our Nevada Judges has filed a writ petition with the Nevada 

Supreme Court addressing the constitutionality of EDCR 5.207, and The Las Vegas Review-

Journal, Inc. has filed a writ petition with the Nevada Supreme Court also addressing the 

constitutionality of EDCR 5.207 as well as NRS 126.211.  The denial of the request to unseal is 

without prejudice and may be refiled depending upon the outcome of those writs. 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: D C, Plaintiff.

 vs.

 Defendant.

DEPT. NO.  Department W

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Order Sealing File - Domestic was served via the court’s electronic 
eFile system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed 
below:

Service Date: 9/19/2022

Erick Ferran, Esq. erick.ferran@hitzkelaw.com

Karen Perez karenp@hitzkelaw.com

@gmail.com

@gmail.com

efiling@leavittfamilylaw.com 1 efiling@leavittfamilylaw.com

Elizabeth Ellison liz@leavittfamilylaw.com

Brandon Leavitt brandon@leavittfamilylaw.com

Kimberly Taylor kim@leavittfamilylaw.com

Hitzke & Ferran E-Service eservice@hitzkelaw.com

Robert Clapp robert@leavittfamilylaw.com

Emma Forte emma@leavittfamilylaw.com
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Alex Falconi admin@ournevadajudges.com

If indicated below, a copy of the above mentioned filings were also served by mail 
via United States Postal Service, postage prepaid, to the parties listed below at their last 
known addresses on 9/20/2022

 Our Nevada Judges 153 Sand Lake St
Henderson, NV, 89074


