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†No. A‑17‑909: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Affirmed as modified. 
Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑17‑950: Freeman v. Nebraska Dept. of Health & 
Human Servs. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑17‑1044: Troester v. Troester. Affirmed. Pirtle, Bishop, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑17‑1044: Troester v. Troester. Supplemental opinion: 
Former opinion modified. Motion for rehearing overruled. Per 
Curiam.

No. A‑17‑1134: Jamison v. Jamison. Former opinion modified. 
Motion of appellant for rehearing overruled. Riedmann, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑17‑1171: State v. Perry. Affirmed. Arterburn, Pirtle, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑17‑1221: Stockdale v. Rehal. Affirmed. Bishop, Pirtle, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑17‑1229: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑17‑1248: In re Estate of Gabel. Affirmed as modified. 
Welch and Arterburn, Judges. Bishop, Judge, participating on briefs.

No. A‑17‑1254: Olson v. Koch. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑002: American Express Bank v. Craig. Affirmed. 
Welch, Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑003: Stevens v. County of Lancaster. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑007: Ziegler v. Bloemer. Affirmed as modified. Welch, 
Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑014: State v. Valdez. Affirmed. Riedmann, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.
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†No. A‑18‑033: In re Warner Family Trust. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑073: Gray v. Nebraska Dept. of Corr. Servs. Affirmed. 
Welch, Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑083: Ewing v. Evans. Reversed and remanded with 
directions. Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑094: Ahrens v. Tichota. Reversed and remanded for 
further proceedings. Pirtle, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑098: State v. Taliaferro. Affirmed in part, and in part 
reversed and remanded for further proceedings. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑103: State v. Jenkins. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑132: Credit Bureau Servs. v. Sundquist. Affirmed. 
Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑174: McGinnis v. McGinnis. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑186: Clason v. Clason. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑188: State v. Harrison. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑249: Travelers Indem. Co. v. Gonzalez Constr. 
Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges. 
Bishop, Judge, dissenting.

†No. A‑18‑252: State v. Nash. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑256: Novotny v. Novotny. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑258: Homebuyers Inc. v. Watkins. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑284: ARR Roofing v. Nebraska Furniture Mart. 
Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑285: State v. Lienemann. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑288: In re Trust Created by Turner. Affirmed. Welch, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑296: State v. Scott. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑322 through A‑18‑324: State v. Dunbar. Affirmed. 
Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑338: Tierney v. Tierney. Affirmed as modified. Per 
Curiam.
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†No. A‑18‑339: Dowding v. Dowding. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑349: State v. Williams. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑350: State v. Carmenates. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑352: State v. Grutell. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑354: State on behalf of Sawyer R. v. Dusty D. 
Affirmed as modified. Pirtle, Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑355: Hartley v. Hartley. Affirmed. Arterburn, Pirtle, 
and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑368: Miller v. Miller. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

No. A‑18‑377: State v. Mesadieu. Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑380: In re Estate of Clason. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑403: Harms v. Harms. Affirmed as modified. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑408: In re Masek Children’s Trust. Affirmed. Welch, 
Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑414: In re Interest of Jayden M. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑447: Becher v. Hunt Irrigation. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

No. A‑18‑454: In re Interest of Bior M. et al. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑18‑458: State v. Perez Rojo. Affirmed. Riedmann, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑460: Molina v. Maxson. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑461: State v. Smith. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑463: State v. Johnson. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑467: Widick v. Price. Affirmed in part, and in part 
reversed and remanded with directions. Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑470: State v. Ewinger. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, 
and Arterburn, Judges.
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†No. A‑18‑483: State v. Weathers. Affirmed. Riedmann, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑487: Pittack v. Pittack. Reversed and remanded with 
directions. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑18‑489: State v. Gibbons. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑496: Koos Enterprises v. Bonnell. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

No. A‑18‑501: State v. Razo. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑508: State v. Lehn. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑521: Brown v. Brown. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑524: Harris v. M. M. & L. Internat. Corp. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑525: Alvarez v. Choi. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑538: Herbolsheimer v. Koenig. Affirmed in part, and 
in part dismissed. Arterburn, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑539: In re Interest of Kiyondre B. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑540: State v. Pelc. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑542: State v. Kellogg. Affirmed. Bishop, Pirtle, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑544 through A‑18‑546: In re Interest of Giani R. et 
al. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑547: State v. Davis. Affirmed. Arterburn, Pirtle, and 
Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑558: State v. Dughman. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑566: State v. Suggitt. Affirmed. Pirtle, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑573: Oswald v. Oswald. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑585: Addington v. McDonald Apiary. Affirmed. 
Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑586: Stamp v. Stamp. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑592: State v. Cardona. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, 
and Bishop, Judges.
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†No. A‑18‑595: In re Guardianship of Kyoko R. Affirmed. 
Welch, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑596: Sloup v. Thomas. Affirmed in part, and in part 
reversed. Riedmann, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑597: McCarty v. McCarty. Vacated and remanded for 
further proceedings. Riedmann, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑18‑599: State v. Brown. Affirmed. Riedmann, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑607: Riegel v. Lemond. Affirmed. Arterburn, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑623: State on behalf of Jamirah W. & Keith W. v. 
Jarvel W. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, 
Judges.

†No. A‑18‑625: In re Interest of Jokin S. Affirmed in part, and 
in part reversed and vacated. Welch, Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑634: Goebel v. Arps Red-E-Mix. Affirmed in part, and 
in part reversed and remanded for further proceedings. Welch, Pirtle, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑643: State v. Crowl. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑655: Kitt v. Kitt. Reversed and remanded with direc-
tions. Pirtle, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑669: State v. Watermeier. Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑687: In re Interest of Phoenix W. et al. Affirmed. 
Bishop, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑695: Dewing v. Dewing. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑709: Applied Underwriters v. O’Connell Landscape 
Maintenance. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Welch, Judge.

No. A‑18‑713: Lynn v. Saathoff. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑722: In re Interest of Antonio J. et al. Affirmed. 
Welch, Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑723: State v. Campbell. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑18‑729: Taylor v. Compass Group USA. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑730: In re Interest of Genre T. & Kage M. Affirmed. 
Riedmann, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.
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No. A‑18‑731: In re Interest of Sireyha B. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑732: State v. Red Feather. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑733: In re Interest of Payton P. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑745: In re Interest of Dreyvin H. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑748: State v. Cappel. Affirmed as modified. Riedmann, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑758: Grayek v. Village of Overton. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑764: Kalvoda v. Kalvoda. Reversed and remanded for 
further proceedings. Welch, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑18‑779: In re Interest of Doriahn P. & Dahrma P. 
Affirmed. Arterburn, Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑781: In re Interest of Kolamarie W. Affirmed. 
Riedmann, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑790: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑792: State v. Shaw. Affirmed. Pirtle, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑798: State v. Harris. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, and 
Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑802: State v. Podrazo. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑808: In re Interest of Tiedyn M. Affirmed. Welch, 
Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑813: State v. Flores. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑816, A‑18‑982: In re Interest of Brittney Sue P. 
Appeal in No. A‑18‑816 dismissed. Judgment in No. A‑18‑982 
affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑823: In re Interest of Geonni G. & Kelsey G. 
Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑824: Kennedy v. Kennedy. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑828, A‑18‑829: State v. Reeves. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑831: In re Guardianship of Castonguay. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.
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No. A‑18‑837: In re Interest of Malcolm S. et al. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑839: In re Interest of Lilyanna N. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑843: State v. Trampe. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑846: In re Guardianship of Hamdan. Affirmed. 
Welch, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑18‑851: In re Interest of Araceli Q. et al. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑853: Wolverton v. Wolverton. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑861: Davis v. Haidul. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑864: In re Interest of Kristina S. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑866: State v. Burhan. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑874: Rosenfels v. Rosenfels. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑879: State v. Oeltjen. Affirmed in part, and in part 
remanded for further proceedings. Arterburn, Pirtle, and Welch, 
Judges.

†No. A‑18‑888: In re Interest of Giavonna G. Affirmed. Welch, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑889: State v. McCollister. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑892: State v. Kuhfahl. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑897: State v. Strodtman. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑911: In re Interest of John J. et al. Appeal dismissed. 
Riedmann, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑917: Fischetto v. Fischetto. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑923: Holtzen v. T.L.W. Enterprises of York. Affirmed. 
Welch, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑934: State v. Magallanes. Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, 
and Welch, Judges.

Nos. A‑18‑939, A‑18‑940: State v. Gardner. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.
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†No. A‑18‑947: In re Interest of Sophia M. & Teanna M. 
Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†Nos. A‑18‑949, A‑18‑952: State v. Reinhardt. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑954: In re Adoption of Autumn G. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑18‑956: Silveyra v. Silveyra. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑958: State v. Durham. Vacated and remanded for 
resentencing. Riedmann, Bishop, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑965: State v. Mack. Affirmed. Pirtle, Arterburn, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑973: Nationwide Affinity Ins. Co. v. Pollman. 
Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑978: State v. Valentine. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑18‑980: In re Interest of Javen B. Appeal dismissed. 
Welch, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑984: Webster Design Assocs. v. Nebraska City 
Tourism. Affirmed. Riedmann, Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

Nos. A‑18‑996, A‑18‑997: In re Interest of Jacey P. & Skyelynn 
P. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1005: In re Interest of Daveon S. & Alivia S. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1009: In re Interest of Mia T. Affirmed. Welch, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

Nos. A‑18‑1012, A‑18‑1013: State v. Lilienthal. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1022: Mumin v. State. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1026: State v. Franks. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1029: Longs v. Johnson. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†Nos. A‑18‑1036 through A‑18‑1039: State v. Burger. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Riedmann and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1040: State v. Clark. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑18‑1041: State v. Shea. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1042: Reinmuth v. Reinmuth. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.
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†No. A‑18‑1043: O’Hara v. O’Hara. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑1045, A‑18‑1046: In re Interest of M.S. & K.S. 
Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1047: State v. Potter. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1048: State v. Red. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1051: Laftah v. Al-Ugaili. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1064: State v. Wol. Affirmed. Bishop, Pirtle, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1065: In re Interest of Malachi B. & Luke S. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1074: State v. Faust. Affirmed. Riedmann, Arterburn, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1076: State v. Allen. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑1078, A‑18‑1079: State v. Wyrrick. Affirmed. Welch, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1087: Nelms v. Nelms. Affirmed as modifed. Arterburn, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1088: State v. Dober. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1091: Millard Lumber v. Douglas Cty. Bd. of Equal. 
Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

†Nos. A‑18‑1092 through A‑18‑1094: In re Interest of Rihanna 
R. et al. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1096: State v. Titus. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1098: State v. Lassiter. Sentence of restitution vacated, 
and cause remanded with directions. Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1099: In re Interest of Michael R. Affirmed. Welch, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑1100: Katskee v. K & S Collision Repair. Affirmed. 
Welch, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1102: State v. Hall. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1114: State v. Carter. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Riedmann and Welch, Judges.
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†No. A‑18‑1115: Brown v. McDonald. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1119: State v. Miad. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1120: In re Interest of Tyler O. Reversed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1121: Secora v. Secora. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Bishop and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1122: In re Interest of Havlee S. Reversed and 
remanded for further proceedings. Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and 
Welch, Judges.

No. A‑18‑1126: State v. Mick. Affirmed. Riedmann, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑18‑1129: State v. Rosenthal. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1132: State v. Klein. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1137: State v. Varney. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1139: Kavetskaya v. Burgoon. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1144: State v. Yiel. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1150: State on behalf of Anya S. & Jayda S. v. 
Xavier D. Reversed and remanded with directions. Welch, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑1156: State v. James. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1157: State v. Huynh. Affirmed. Pirtle, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1158: In re Interest of Angel C. Affirmed. Welch, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑18‑1177: State v. Kober. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge (1‑judge).
Nos. A‑18‑1178, A‑18‑1179: In re Interest of Isaac L. & Kolby 

L. Affirmed. Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, 
Judge.

No. A‑18‑1180: Young v. Zobrist. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1189: Carter v. Thompson. Affirmed in part, and in 
part reversed and remanded with directions. Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.
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†No. A‑18‑1204: Barth v. Barth. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1205: State v. Hoscheit. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑18‑1208: State v. Childs. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑18‑1211: State v. Yost. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑004: Jordan v. Tyson Fresh Meats. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑011: State v. Charles. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑013: State v. Earith. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑017: Klein v. Wergin. Reversed and remanded with 
directions to vacate. Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑022: In re Guardianship & Conservatorship of Bette 
O. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, 
Judge.

Nos. A‑19‑023, A‑19‑033: State v. Pollard. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑025: In re Interest of Delonna B. et al. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑032: State v. Price. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑034: Holen v. Holen. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑035: State v. Locke. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑037: In re Interest of Azriel V. et al. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑042: McNish v. Menard, Inc. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑062: In re Interest of Ellena S. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑080: State v. Regalado-Mendez. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Arterburn, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑082: Sellers v. Reefer Systems. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑088: Killinger v. Killinger. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.
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†No. A‑19‑089: Sedam v. Hofacker. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, 
and Welch, Judges.

Nos. A‑19‑093 through A‑19‑095: State v. Pena. Affirmed in 
part, and in part vacated and remanded for resentencing. Welch, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑096: State v. Robertson. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑105: Donahoe v. Donahoe. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, 
and Riedmann, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑108: Britton v. Simms. Reversed and remanded with 
directions. Pirtle, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑111: State v. Davis. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑117: State v. Staska. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, and 
Riedmann, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑151: State v. Kelley. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑152: State v. Batres. Remanded with directions. 
Riedmann, Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑153: State v. Diaz. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑154: State v. Carey. Affirmed. Riedmann, Arterburn, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑159: In re Interest of Atticus B. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑162: Bel Fury Investments Group v. Gonzalez. 
Affirmed in part, and in part reversed and remanded with directions. 
Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑19‑163: Geonzon v. Sickmeier. Affirmed. Arterburn, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†Nos. A‑19‑171 through A‑19‑174: In re Interest of Alivia B. 
et al. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, 
Judge.

†No. A‑19‑175: State v. Conley. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, and 
Riedmann, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑178: In re Interest of John J. et al. Affirmed. Pirtle, 
Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑182: State v. McPeak. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, 
and Arterburn, Judges.

Nos. A‑19‑184 through A‑19‑187: In re Interest of Keelin C. et 
al. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.
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†No. A‑19‑190: Pennington v. SpartanNash Co. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑191: Homstad v. Block 21. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, 
and Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑195: Clark v. Clark. Affirmed. Pirtle, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑197: In re Interest of Jaya M. et al. Affirmed. Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑198: State v. Gonsalez. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑199: Manka v. Manka. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑207: State v. Martinez. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑211: Infante v. City of Hastings. Affirmed. Arterburn, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑19‑212: State v. Hulme. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑217: In re Interest of Latrell K. et al. Affirmed. 
Bishop, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

†Nos. A‑19‑218, A‑19‑219: In re Interest of Brielle T. & Addison 
T. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, and Riedmann, Judges.

No. A‑19‑221: State v. Lastor. Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑224: Bryant v. Bryant. Affirmed in part, and in part 
reversed and remanded with directions. Bishop, Judge, and Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑233: Carter v. Nebraska Dept. of Corr. Servs. 
Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑234: State v. McCray. Affirmed. Pirtle, Riedmann, and 
Welch, Judges.

†Nos. A‑19‑242, A‑19‑250: Harris v. Medics at Home. Affirmed. 
Riedmann, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑19‑244: State v. Wuowrut. Sentence vacated, and cause 
remanded for resentencing. Welch, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑247: In re Interest of A.M. & S.K.S. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑251: In re Interest of Jordan P. et al. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Riedmann, and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑19‑254: Panowicz v. Panowicz. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.
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†No. A‑19‑255: State v. Jimenez-Carmenates. Conviction 
affirmed. Sentence vacated, and cause remanded for resentencing. 
Bishop, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑256: Fritz v. Wente. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, and 
Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑19‑260: State v. Willis. Affirmed. Arterburn, Pirtle, and 
Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑266: State v. Knox. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑272: Prairie Brand Seeds v. Russell. Affirmed. 
Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑273: State v. Farley. Affirmed. Bishop, Riedmann, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑279: State v. Vanderheiden. Affirmed in part, and in 
part vacated and remanded for resentencing. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑280: Secord v. Kracht. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑281: In re Interest of Phoenix M. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Bishop, and Arterburn, Judges.

Nos. A‑19‑282, A‑19‑284: State v. Warren. Affirmed as modified. 
Arterburn, Riedmann, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑283: Grayek v. Anguiano. Reversed and remanded. 
Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑285: Hodgen v. Hodgen. Reversed and remanded with 
directions. Bishop, Pirtle, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑289: State v. Delle. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, and Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑292: State v. Bigfire. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑302: In re Interest of Jahmir O. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑307: State v. Street. Affirmed. Pirtle, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑308: Applied Underwriters v. Sky Materials Corp. 
Affirmed. Welch, Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑312: Rood v. Dunker. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, and 
Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑322: State v. Livingston. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, and 
Riedmann, Judges.

No. A‑19‑342: State v. Schultz. Affirmed. Arterburn, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.
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No. A‑19‑349: Long v. Warneke. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Bishop and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑361: In re Guardianship of Beverly A. Affirmed. 
Riedmann, Pirtle, and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑367: In re Interest of M.J. Affirmed. Pirtle, Riedmann, 
and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑373: State v. Boyd. Affirmed. Arterburn, Riedmann, 
and Bishop, Judges.

No. A‑19‑374: State v. Cheramie. Affirmed. Welch, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

No. A‑19‑376: Hamilton v. Hamilton. Affirmed. Moore, Chief 
Judge, and Arterburn and Welch, Judges.

No. A‑19‑390: Omaha Housing Authority v. Carter. Affirmed. 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn and Welch, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑395: State v. Thorne. Affirmed. Bishop, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Pirtle, Judge.

†No. A‑19‑402: State v. Tinlin. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, and 
Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑442: In re Interest of Blessing S. et al. Affirmed. 
Welch, Pirtle, and Riedmann, Judges.

No. A‑19‑443: Webb v. Johnson. Affirmed. Riedmann, Pirtle, and 
Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑450: In re Interest of Grace H. Affirmed. Bishop, 
Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and Arterburn, Judge.

No. A‑19‑451: Roby v. Roby. Reversed. Arterburn, Judge, and 
Moore, Chief Judge, and Welch, Judge.

No. A‑19‑452: State v. Jaramillo-Andrade. Affirmed. Welch, 
Riedmann, and Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑464: Applied Underwriters v. Doyle Signs. Affirmed. 
Riedmann, Pirtle, and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑492: State v. Martinez. Affirmed. Moore, Chief Judge, 
and Pirtle and Bishop, Judges.

†No. A‑19‑512: In re Interest of Faith S. Affirmed. Welch, Pirtle, 
and Riedmann, Judges.

No. A‑19‑527: Palomo v. Delgado. Reversed and remanded for 
further proceedings. Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, Chief Judge, and 
Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑19‑557: State v. Rico. Affirmed. Riedmann, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.

No. A‑19‑567: State v. Grund. Affirmed in part, and in part 
vacated and remanded for resentencing. Riedmann, Bishop, and 
Arterburn, Judges.
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No. A‑19‑658: State v. Degunia. Affirmed in part, and in part 
vacated and remanded for resentencing. Arterburn, Judge, and Moore, 
Chief Judge, and Bishop, Judge.

No. A‑19‑682: In re Interest of Braelin B. Affirmed. Riedmann, 
Pirtle, and Bishop, Judges.



No. A‑18‑233: Applied Underwriters v. HKB, Inc. Motion of 
appellee for summary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 
906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑348: Applied Underwriters v. RDR Builders. Motion 
of appellees for summary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 Neb. 
App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑429: Applied Underwriters v. Casings, Inc. Motion of 
appellees for summary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 
906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑435: Anderson v. Anderson. Motion of appellee for 
summary dismissal granted; appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(B)(1); 
Sherman v. Neth, 283 Neb. 895, 813 N.W.2d 501 (2012); Bullock v. 
J.B., 272 Neb. 738, 724 N.W.2d 401 (2006); Williams v. Williams, 
146 Neb. 383, 19 N.W.2d 630 (1945).

No. A‑18‑486: Friedrichsen v. Gosda. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑523: Applied Underwriters v. Ramar Production Serv. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑601: In re Estate of Hunter. Motion of appellee Donald 
Hunter to dismiss appeal and cross‑appeal sustained; appeal dis-
missed. See Neb. Rev. Stat. § 30‑1601(3) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑18‑641: Applied Underwriters v. Adco Roofing. Motion 
of appellees for summary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 Neb. 
App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑668: State v. Jackson. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; order denying postconviction relief without 
evidentiary hearing affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. Vela, 297 
Neb. 227, 900 N.W.2d 8 (2017). See, also, State v. Cross, 297 Neb. 
154, 900 N.W.2d 1 (2017).

LIST OF CASES DISPOSED OF
WITHOUT OPINION
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CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT OPINION

No. A‑18‑741: Pope v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See State v. Frizzell, 243 
Neb. 103, 497 N.W.2d 391 (1993). See, also, State v. Pope, 190 Neb. 
689, 211 N.W.2d 923 (1973).

No. A‑18‑778: State v. Torres. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017); State v. Custer, 292 
Neb. 88, 871 N.W.2d 243 (2015).

No. A‑18‑782: State v. Kincaid. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); In re Change of Name of Whilde, 298 Neb. 510, 904 
N.W.2d 707 (2017). See, also, Bryson L. v. Izabella L., 302 Neb. 145, 
921 N.W.2d 829 (2019).

No. A‑18‑810: State v. Smith. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §§  2‑107(B)(2) and 
2‑114(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  29‑3001(4) (Reissue 2016); Walters v. 
Sporer, 298 Neb. 536, 905 N.W.2d 70 (2017). See, also, State v. 
Huggins, 291 Neb. 443, 866 N.W.2d 80 (2015).

No. A‑18‑840: Nielsen v. State Farm Fire & Cas. Co. Stipulation 
allowed; appeal dismissed; each party to pay own costs.

No. A‑18‑883: Martinez v. CMR Constr. & Roofing of Texas. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑907: In re Interest of Issaabela R. Motion of appellant 
to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑909: State v. Castonguay. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See Mumin v. Frakes, 
298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 (2017).

No. A‑18‑933: State v. Union. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑18‑960: State v. Chavers. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑972: State v. Applegate. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Garcia, 302 Neb. 406, 923 N.W.2d 725 (2019).

No. A‑18‑983: Moss v. Thomas Lakes Owners Assn. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑994: Lovette v. Capps. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑18‑1003: Gomez v. Spartannash. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.
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No. A‑18‑1007: State v. Mumin. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Neb. 
Rev. Stat. §  29‑3001 (Reissue 2016); State v. Davis, 23 Neb. App. 
536, 875 N.W.2d 450 (2016).

No. A‑18‑1025: State v. Feldhacker. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. § 29‑2101 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑18‑1027: State v. Dooley. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1031: Applied Underwriters v. All American School 
Bus. Affirmed. See, §  2‑107(A)(1); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑516.01(2) 
(Reissue 2016); Applied Underwriters v. Oceanside Laundry, 300 
Neb. 333, 912 N.W.2d 912 (2018); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. 
Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑1044: State v. Mumin. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §  29‑2103(3) (Reissue 2016). See, also, State v. 
Avina-Murillo, 301 Neb. 185, 917 N.W.2d 865 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1053: Huddleston v. Huddleston. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Citta v. Facka, 19 Neb. App. 736, 812 N.W.2d 
917 (2012); Bhuller v. Bhuller, 17 Neb. App. 607, 767 N.W.2d 813 
(2009).

No. A‑18‑1054: State v. Cole. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  25‑1912(1) and (3) (Cum. Supp. 
2018) and 25‑1329 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑18‑1062: State v. Brannan. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1066: Pope v. N.P. Dodge Co. Affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(1); State v. Kays, 289 Neb. 260, 854 N.W.2d 783 (2014).

No. A‑18‑1077: Myers v. City of Gordon. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1080: State v. Hutchinson. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019).

No. A‑18‑1086: State on behalf of Treyden A. v. Kristy A. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1117: Bouzis v. Bouzis. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.
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No. A‑18‑1123: State v. Scott. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016); State v. Dixon, 
286 Neb. 334, 837 N.W.2d 496 (2013).

No. A‑18‑1127: State v. Hatch. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1133: State v. Green. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑18‑1134: Suelter v. Ogden. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1136: Green v. Owens. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1138: Feller v. City of Wisner. Stipulation allowed; 
appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1140: State v. Ramirez-Bonilla. Motion of appellee for 
summary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1142: Nebraska Title Co. v. Cormack Real Estate. 
Stipulation allowed; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1143: State v. Clausen. Motion of appellee for summary 
dismissal sustained; appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑101(B)(4); State v. 
Schmailzl, 248 Neb. 314, 534 N.W.2d 743 (1995).

No. A‑18‑1152: State v. Dunham. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1155: State v. Helmick. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2).

No. A‑18‑1159: In re Estate of Bunger. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1162: Gray v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; order denying writ of habeas corpus affirmed. 
See §  2‑107(B)(2). See, also, State v. Avina-Murillo, 301 Neb. 185, 
917 N.W.2d 865 (2018); Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 
N.W.2d 514 (2016).

Nos. A‑18‑1163, A‑18‑1164: State v. Gonzalez. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(B)(2); State v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 
(2016); State v. Dixon, 286 Neb. 334, 837 N.W.2d 496 (2013).
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No. A‑18‑1165: State v. Lockwood. Appellee’s suggestion of 
remand sustained; restitution portion of sentence vacated, and cause 
remanded for resentencing. See Neb. Rev. Stat. §  29‑2281 (Reissue 
2016). See, also, State v. Holecek, 260 Neb. 976, 621 N.W.2d 100 
(2000); State v. Wells, 257 Neb. 332, 598 N.W.2d 30 (1999); State v. 
St. Cyr, 26 Neb. App. 61, 916 N.W.2d 753 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1166: State v. Mann. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1170: Applied Underwriters v. Amazing Home Care 
Servs. Motion of appellees for summary affirmance granted; judg-
ment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. 
Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑18‑1172: Fulk v. Regional West Med. Ctr. Motion of 
appellants to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1176: Sampson v. Sampson. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1187: State v. Davlin. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Neb. 
Rev. Stat. § 29‑3001(3) (Reissue 2016); State v. Marshall, 272 Neb. 
924, 725 N.W.2d 834 (2007).

No. A‑18‑1188: State v. Davis. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2).

Nos. A‑18‑1191, A‑18‑1194: State v. Evans. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(2); State v. Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019); 
State v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑18‑1198: State v. Dangeleo. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019); State v. Byrd, 
231 Neb. 231, 435 N.W.2d 898 (1989); State v. Carlson, 227 Neb. 
503, 418 N.W.2d 561 (1988).

No. A‑18‑1199: Mumin v. Hansen. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑18‑1202: State on behalf of Jayden G. v. Justin B. Motion 
of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑18‑1209: State v. Sidney. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑18‑1217: State v. Yost. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.
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No. A‑18‑1218: State v. Riddle. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑18‑1219: Dinnel Green Valley Farms v. Chase Cty. Bd. of 
Equal. Stipulation allowed; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑001: State on behalf of Kamora G. v. Brandon G. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed; 
each party to pay own costs.

No. A‑19‑002: State v. Hicks. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑003: State v. Leiting. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑007: State v. Schutz. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑009: State v. Burrell. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑010: State v. Kueth. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑016: Mariah K. on behalf of Sophia W. v. Brock W. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed at 
cost of appellant.

No. A‑19‑019: State v. Buckingham. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑024: State v. Spicha. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑026: State on behalf of Ayanna R. et al. v. Enoch R. 
Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑031: State v. Gardner. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Manjikian, 303 Neb. 100, 927 N.W.2d 48 (2019).

No. A‑19‑036: Applied Underwriters v. Steve Wills Trucking 
& Logging. Motion of appellee for summary affirmance granted; 
judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. 
Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).
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No. A‑19‑043: Puente v. Ressler. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018); State v. 
Hausmann, 277 Neb. 819, 765 N.W.2d 219 (2009).

No. A‑19‑044: State v. Moore. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑046: State v. Carlson. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑048: Shanklin v. Bishara. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑049: State v. Thompson. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑050: Owens v. Owens. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Fedalina G., 272 Neb. 314, 721 
N.W.2d 638 (2006); Hass v. Neth, 265 Neb. 321, 657 N.W.2d 11 
(2003).

No. A‑19‑051: State v. Brandenburger. Motion of appellee for 
summary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑19‑057: In re Interest of Zachary D. Appeal dismissed. 
See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑058: Spencer v. Coreslab Structures. Stipulation 
allowed; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑063: State v. Fletcher. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Neb. 
Rev. Stat. §  29‑3001 (Reissue 2016); State v. Davis, 23 Neb. App. 
536, 875 N.W.2d 450 (2016).

No. A‑19‑064: Alameri v. US Foods. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑067: Churchich v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for 
summary affirmance sustained; order denying writ of habeas corpus 
affirmed. See §  2‑107(B)(2). See, also, State v. Avina-Murillo, 301 
Neb. 185, 917 N.W.2d 865 (2018); Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 
888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); State v. Forbes, 203 Neb. 349, 278 N.W.2d 
615 (1979).

No. A‑19‑068: Coleman v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑069: In re Interest of Yasmin T. & Jeremy H. Motions 
of appellees for summary dismissal granted; appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(B); In re Interest of Anaya, 276 Neb. 825, 758 N.W.2d 10 
(2008).
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No. A‑19‑072: Applied Underwriters v. Kiessling Transit. 
Motion of appellee for summary affirmance granted; judgment 
affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 
Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑19‑074: Campbell v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; order denying writ of habeas corpus 
affirmed. See §  2‑107(B)(2). See, also, State v. Avina-Murillo, 301 
Neb. 185, 917 N.W.2d 865 (2018); Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 
888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); Evans v. Frakes, 293 Neb. 253, 876 N.W.2d 
626 (2016).

No. A‑19‑085: State v. Francis. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2).

No. A‑19‑086: Mumin v. Hansen. Affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); 
Carlsen v. State, 129 Neb. 84, 261 N.W. 339 (1935).

No. A‑19‑090: Fletcher v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; order denying writ of habeas corpus 
affirmed. See §  2‑107(B)(2). See, also, State v. Avina-Murillo, 301 
Neb. 185, 917 N.W.2d 865 (2018); Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 
888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); Evans v. Frakes, 293 Neb. 253, 876 N.W.2d 
626 (2016).

No. A‑19‑091: Frazier v. Frakes. Motion of appellees for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; order denying writ of habeas corpus 
affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2). See, also, Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 
374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑092: Peck v. Peck. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑100: Yanga v. State. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Mumin v. Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 
(2017); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑101: State v. Sanchez. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017). See, also, State v. 
Spang, 302 Neb. 285, 923 N.W.2d 59 (2019).

No. A‑19‑102: Davis v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑103: Yanga v. State. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Mumin v. Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 
(2017); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑112: State v. Davis. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed. See § 2‑108(D).
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No. A‑19‑113: Lanxon v. Lanxon. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑123: Strawder v. Frakes. Appellant’s “Complaint” 
and “Motion for Relief” are overruled. See Qwest Bus. Resources 
v. Headliners–1299 Farnam, 15 Neb. App. 405, 727 N.W.2d 724 
(2007).

No. A‑19‑123: Strawder v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑126: Castonguay v. Department of Corr. Servs. 
Motion of appellee for summary affirmance sustained; judgment 
affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2).

No. A‑19‑129: Omaha Land Holding v. Valley Boys. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑135: State on behalf of Jadazia C. v. Anthony D. By 
order of the court, appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑136: State v. Smith. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See State v. Barnes, 303 
Neb. 167, 927 N.W.2d 64 (2019).

No. A‑19‑137: State v. Weakly. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑141: Swift v. Nolasco. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑142: State v. Scott. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑19‑148: In re Interest of Hope M. et al. Appeal dismissed. 
See § 2‑107(A)(2). See, also, In re Interest of Octavio B. et al., 290 
Neb. 589, 861 N.W.2d 415 (2015); In re Interest of Danaisha W. et 
al., 287 Neb. 27, 840 N.W.2d 533 (2013); In re Interest of Tayla R., 
17 Neb. App. 595, 767 N.W.2d 127 (2009).

No. A‑19‑149: State v. Wright. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑150: State v. Wright. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑158: State v. Jorgenson. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑160: State v. Osborne. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019).
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No. A‑19‑161: State v. Boyd. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑165: Lincoln Homebuyers v. Bacon. Motion of 
appellee for summary dismissal sustained; appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(1); Shawn E. on behalf of Grace E. v. Diane S., 300 Neb. 
289, 912 N.W.2d 920 (2018); E.D. v. Bellevue Pub. Sch. Dist., 299 
Neb. 621, 909 N.W.2d 652 (2018).

No. A‑19‑167: Tremayne v. Collins. Motion of appellant to dis-
miss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑168: Snyder v. Paulson. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑169: Tyler v. Century Link. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑170: Tyler v. Gregg Young Chevrolet. Appeal dis-
missed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑177: Gray v. Johnson. Motions of appellees for sum-
mary dismissal granted; appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Bryson 
L. v. Izabella L., 302 Neb. 145, 921 N.W.2d 829 (2019); State v. 
Lotter, 301 Neb. 125, 917 N.W.2d 850 (2018).

No. A‑19‑179: State v. Wynn-Thomas. Motion of appellee for 
summary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See State v. 
Manjikian, 303 Neb. 100, 927 N.W.2d 48 (2019).

No. A‑19‑183: State v. Fedde. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑193: State v. Broussard. Affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); 
State v. Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019); State v. Mueller, 
301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑194: State v. Seymour. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑2729 (Cum. Supp. 2018). See, 
also, State v. Schmidt, 12 Neb. App. 150, 668 N.W.2d 525 (2003).

No. A‑19‑196: Mumin v. Brasch. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Jill B. & Travis B. v. State, 297 Neb. 57, 899 N.W.2d 
241 (2017); Mumin v. Dees, 266 Neb. 201, 663 N.W.2d 125 (2003).

No. A‑19‑200: Goodwin v. Goodwin. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑201: Goodwin v. Lee’s Beauty Supply. By order of the 
court, appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑202: Tyler v. Century Link. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).
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No. A‑19‑205: State v. Dixon. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑206: Sukstorf v. Sunworks, Inc. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑209: State v. Moore. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Brown, 302 Neb. 53, 921 N.W.2d 804 (2019).

No. A‑19‑210: Valley Boys v. Farmers Mut. Ins. Co. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑214: Gage v. Crete Carrier. Motion of appellee Crete 
Carrier to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑216: Yah v. Fontenelle Realty. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑229: State ex rel. Lambda NU Assn. v. Office of 
Frat. & Sor. Life. Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal considered; 
appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑231: Wollaeger v. TS Media. Stipulation allowed; 
appeal dismissed; each party to pay own costs.

No. A‑19‑235: State v. Johnson. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑236: In re Interest of Christopher S. Appeal dismissed. 
See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 43‑274(5) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑237: State v. Bixby. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑237: State v. Bixby. Motion of appellant for rehearing 
granted. Appeal reinstated.

No. A‑19‑238: Nolan v. Fremont Contract Carriers. Appeal 
dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); D.M. v. State, 25 Neb. App. 596, 911 
N.W.2d 621 (2018).

No. A‑19‑243: Gray v. Frakes. Affirmed. See, §  2‑107(A)(1); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §  83‑1,110 (Reissue 2014); State v. Castillas, 285 
Neb. 174, 826 N.W.2d 255 (2013).

No. A‑19‑245: Chicoj v. Werner Constr. Co. Appeal dismissed. 
See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑246: Bagley v. Sargent. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑246: Bagley v. Sargent. Motion of appellant for rehear-
ing granted. Appeal reinstated.

No. A‑19‑249: State v. Hernandez-Rivera. Stipulation allowed; 
appeal dismissed.
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No. A‑19‑253: Alford v. Hansen. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑261: State v. Sieckmeyer. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑19‑262: State on behalf of Thomas T. v. Alyssa S. Appeal 
dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 
2016); State on behalf of Marcelo K. & Rycki K. v. Ricky K., 300 
Neb. 179, 912 N.W.2d 747 (2018).

No. A‑19‑263: Gerritsen v. Stamm. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑267: State v. Okeng. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑269: State v. McGuire. Appellee’s suggestion of remand 
sustained; order of district court reversed and remanded with direc-
tions. See State v. Myers, 301 Neb. 756, 919 N.W.2d 893 (2018).

No. A‑19‑277: Kadir v. Express Servs. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Merrill v. Griswold’s, Inc., 270 Neb. 458, 703 N.W.2d 
893 (2005).

No. A‑19‑286: State v. Athey. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑287: State v. Fieldgrove. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Carter, 292 Neb. 16, 870 N.W.2d 641 (2015).

No. A‑19‑290: State v. Mabor. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑293: State v. Holmquist. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018); State v. 
Ramirez, 284 Neb. 697, 823 N.W.2d 193 (2012); State v. Wabashaw, 
274 Neb. 394, 740 N.W.2d 583 (2007); State v. Faust, 265 Neb. 845, 
660 N.W.2d 844 (2003).

Nos. A‑19‑294, A‑19‑295: State v. Decker. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(B)(2); State v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 
(2016). See, also, State v. Dixon, 286 Neb. 334, 837 N.W.2d 496 
(2013).

No. A‑19‑301: Valley Boys v. Auto-Owners Ins. Co. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.
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No. A‑19‑303: State on behalf of Kenley S. v. Chase W. Motion 
of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑306: State v. Harlan. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑309: Valley Boys v. Farmers Mut. Ins. Co. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑314: State v. Trevino. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑315: State v. Thornburg. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑318: Myers v. Frakes. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  25‑1901 and 25‑1903 (Reissue 
2016) and 25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018); State v. McGuire, 301 Neb. 
895, 921 N.W.2d 77 (2018).

No. A‑19‑321: Lincoln Comm. on Human Rights on behalf of 
Alvarez v. SBM Site Servs. Stipulation allowed; appeal dismissed; 
each party to pay own costs.

No. A‑19‑324: State v. Curtis. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑332: State v. Razo. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017); State v. Baxter, 295 
Neb. 496, 888 N.W.2d 726 (2017).

No. A‑19‑333: In re Interest of Ivy D. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑334: In re Interest of Gwen D. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑336: Houston on behalf of Houston v. Health & 
Human Servs. By order of the court, appeal dismissed for failure to 
file briefs.

No. A‑19‑337: State v. Eason. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑339: State v. Long. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).
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No. A‑19‑340: In re Conservatorship of Trobough. Motion of 
appellee for summary dismissal sustained; appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(B)(1); Waite v. Carpenter, 1 Neb. App. 321, 496 N.W.2d 1 
(1992).

No. A‑19‑341: Garza v. Hansen. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑346: In re Guardianship & Conservatorship of Brown. 
Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); In re Estate of Gsantner, 288 
Neb. 222, 846 N.W.2d 646 (2014); State of Florida v. Countrywide 
Truck Ins. Agency, 270 Neb. 454, 703 N.W.2d 905 (2005); In re 
Guardianship & Conservatorship of Forster, 22 Neb. App. 478, 856 
N.W.2d 134 (2014).

No. A‑19‑347: Munoz v. Bevans Enterprises. Stipulation allowed; 
appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑348: State v. Curry. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑19‑350: State v. Myers. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Luz P. et al., 295 Neb. 814, 891 
N.W.2d 651 (2017).

No. A‑19‑352: Grosskop v. Bright Horizons Children’s Centers. 
Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) 
(Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑353: State v. Houston. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1902 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑354: State v. Martin. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑356: State v. Hall. Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); 
State v. Sports Couriers, Inc., 210 Neb. 168, 313 N.W.2d 447 (1981).

No. A‑19‑358: Schinco v. Schinco. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016). See, 
also, Jacobson v. Jacobson, 10 Neb. App. 622, 635 N.W.2d 272 
(2001).

No. A‑19‑368: State v. Mills. Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑370: City of Atkinson v. Widtfeldt. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1902 (Reissue 2016); 
Friedman v. Friedman, 20 Neb. App. 135, 819 N.W.2d 732 (2012).

No. A‑19‑372: In re Estate of Adelung. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); In re Estate of Seidler, 241 Neb. 402, 490 N.W.2d 453 
(1992); Belitz v. Belitz, 21 Neb. App. 716, 842 N.W.2d 613 (2014).
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No. A‑19‑377: In re Interest of Kyra R. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Octavio B. et al., 290 Neb. 589, 861 
N.W.2d 415 (2015); In re Interest of Tayla R., 17 Neb. App. 595, 767 
N.W.2d 127 (2009).

No. A‑19‑381: State v. Osborn. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑382: In re Interest of Taeson D. Motion of appellant for 
rehearing granted. Order summarily affirming appeal vacated. Appeal 
reinstated.

No. A‑19‑385: Hannah v. Gordon. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑386: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(3) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑389: State v. Welchert. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑391: State v. McNeil. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑2301.01 et seq. (Reissue 2016); 
State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010); State v. Haase, 
247 Neb. 817, 530 N.W.2d 617 (1995).

No. A‑19‑392: State v. Perry. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑396: Gem City Bone & Joint v. Meister. Appeal dis-
missed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

Nos. A‑19‑397 through A‑19‑399: State v. Rogers. Motions of 
appellee for summary affirmance granted; judgments affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(B)(2); State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 
(2018).

No. A‑19‑401: Security State Bank v. Bopp. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
Lund v. Holbrook, 157 Neb. 854, 62 N.W.2d 112 (1954). See, also, 
Deines v. Essex Corp., 293 Neb. 577, 879 N.W.2d 30 (2016).

No. A‑19‑404: In re Interest of Alexandra P. Summarily affirmed. 
See §§ 2‑107(A)(1) and 2‑101(B)(1)(b).

No. A‑19‑405: In re Interest of Connor C. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑406: State v. Brown. Motion of appellant’s counsel to 
withdraw granted; appellant’s conviction and sentence affirmed.

No. A‑19‑407: State v. Jones. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016); State v. Dixon, 
286 Neb. 334, 837 N.W.2d 496 (2013).
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No. A‑19‑408: Dang v. Akins. Motion of appellee for summary 
dismissal granted; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑410: In re Application of Rainforth. Affirmed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, In re Application No. C-4981, 27 Neb. App. 
773, 936 N.W.2d 365 (2019).

No. A‑19‑411: In re Application of Rainforth. Affirmed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, In re Application No. C-4981, 27 Neb. App. 
773, 936 N.W.2d 365 (2019).

No. A‑19‑412: In re Application of Jones. Affirmed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, In re Application No. C-4981, 27 Neb. App. 
773, 936 N.W.2d 365 (2019).

No. A‑19‑413: In re Application of Reiners. Affirmed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, In re Application No. C-4981, 27 Neb. App. 
773, 936 N.W.2d 365 (2019).

No. A‑19‑414: In re Application of Haussler. Affirmed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, In re Application No. C-4981, 27 Neb. App. 
773, 936 N.W.2d 365 (2019).

No. A‑19‑419: Florence Lake Investments v. Berg. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑422: Murphy v. Grosz. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑424: Gove v. Kinseth Hotel Corp. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  48‑182 and 48‑185 (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑426: State v. Prigge. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019); State v. Mueller, 301 
Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑427: State on behalf of Andreasen v. Andreasen. 
Motion of appellee for summary dismissal sustained; appeal dis-
missed. See § 2‑107(B)(1).

No. A‑19‑429: State v. Killough. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑432: State v. Tate. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑434: State v. Juilfs. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Jenkins, 303 Neb. 676, 931 N.W.2d 851 (2019); State v. Carpenter, 
293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).
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No. A‑19‑435: Daugherty v. Daugherty. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
State v. Lotter, 301 Neb. 125, 917 N.W.2d 850 (2018).

No. A‑19‑437: State v. Garcia. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑439: Lueking v. Lennemann. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑441: Applied Underwriters v. O’Connell Landscape 
Maintenance. Motion of appellee for summary affirmance granted; 
judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. 
Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑19‑444: State v. Harden. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑2301.02 (Reissue 2016); Mumin 
v. Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 (2017).

No. A‑19‑445: In re Interest of Jada K. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑446: In re Interest of W.S. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018); TierOne 
Bank v. Cup-O-Coa, Inc., 15 Neb. App. 648, 734 N.W.2d 763 (2007).

No. A‑19‑453: In re Interest of Alexis P. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑454: Knight v. Westroads Mall. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

Nos. A‑19‑456, A‑19‑457: State v. Rik. Motions of appellee for 
summary affirmance granted; judgments affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑460: State v. Zitterkopf. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See State v. Manjikian, 
303 Neb. 100, 927 N.W.2d 48 (2019).

No. A‑19‑462: In re Interest of Antonio J. et al. By order of the 
court, appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑463: Applied Underwriters v. Air-Sea Packing Group. 
Motion of appellee for summary affirmance granted; judgment 
affirmed. See, § 2‑107(A)(1); Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 
Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

Nos. A‑19‑465, A‑19‑466: State v. Stastny. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§  2‑107(B)(2); State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 
(2018).
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No. A‑19‑471: State v. Botts. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Phillips, 302 Neb. 686, 924 N.W.2d 699 (2019); State v. Temple, 195 
Neb. 91, 236 N.W.2d 835 (1975).

No. A‑19‑478: State v. Shannon. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
State v. Lassek, 272 Neb. 523, 723 N.W.2d 320 (2006).

No. A‑19‑479: State v. Shannon. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
State v. Lassek, 272 Neb. 523, 723 N.W.2d 320 (2006).

No. A‑19‑480: State v. Brinton. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

Nos. A‑19‑485, A‑19‑490: State v. Mitchell. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(2); State v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑487: Applied Underwriters v. Capeway Roofing Sys. 
Affirmed. See § 2‑107(A)(1). See, also, Applied Underwriters v. E.M. 
Pizza, 26 Neb. App. 906, 923 N.W.2d 789 (2019).

No. A‑19‑515: Gray v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); State v. Dandridge, 
209 Neb. 885, 312 N.W.2d 286 (1981).

No. A‑19‑524: State ex rel. Takako W. v. William W. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Tilson v. Tilson, 299 Neb. 64, 907 
N.W.2d 31 (2018).

No. A‑19‑526: Goodwin v. Goodwin. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑530: In re Trust of Cook. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑534: State v. Hamilton. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018); State 
v. Smith, 269 Neb. 773, 696 N.W.2d 871 (2005); State v. Haase, 247 
Neb. 817, 530 N.W.2d 617 (1995).

No. A‑19‑542: Parmer v. Carter. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑544: State v. Crouse. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑548: Goodwin v. Goodwin. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).
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No. A‑19‑552: State v. Meyer. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑553: Pendergras v. City of Lincoln. Motion of appel-
lant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑555: State v. Appley. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016); State v.Dixon, 286 
Neb. 334, 837 N.W.2d 496 (2013).

No. A‑19‑556: State v. Anthony. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑559: Bonnell v. Eisenmenger. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑560: Caudy v. Caudy. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed. See § 2‑108(A).

No. A‑19‑564: In re Interest of Michael L. Affirmed. See 
§§ 2‑107(A)(1) and 2‑101(B)(1)(b).

No. A‑19‑566: State v. Miller. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Neb. 
Rev. Stat. § 29‑3001(4) (Reissue 2016); State v. Koch, 304 Neb. 133, 
933 N.W.2d 585 (2019); State v. Hessler, 288 Neb. 670, 850 N.W.2d 
777 (2014).

No. A‑19‑568: Mumin v. Wagner. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 25‑207 and 25‑2301.02(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑569: State v. Drees. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑571: Johnson v. Johnson. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Edward B., 285 Neb. 556, 827 
N.W.2d 805 (2013). See, also, State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 
N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑573: State v. Salyers. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016); State v. Elliott, 21 
Neb. App. 962, 845 N.W.2d 612 (2014).

No. A‑19‑574: State v. Da Silva. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑575: Lalich v. Marek. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.
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No. A‑19‑576: Gardner v. International Paper Destr. & Recycl. 
Appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1902 
(Reissue 2016); In re Guardianship of Sophia M., 271 Neb. 133, 710 
N.W.2d 312 (2006).

No. A‑19‑579: Knight v. Damme. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 25‑1315(1) and 25‑1329 (Reissue 
2016) and 25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑580: State v. Ontiveros. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑581: In re Interest of Blain S. et al. Motion of appel-
lants to dismiss appeal granted; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑582: CJLK LLC v. Lockhart. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); State v. McGuire, 301 Neb. 895, 921 N.W.2d 77 
(2018).

No. A‑19‑590: State v. Nunn. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑591: Rachwalik v. Parks. Motion of appellant to dis-
miss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑592: Bonnell v. Tyler. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(1); Pantano v. American Blue Ribbon Holdings, 303 Neb. 
156, 927 N.W.2d 357 (2019).

No. A‑19‑595: Morris v. Morris. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State ex rel. Fick v. Miller, 252 Neb. 164, 560 N.W.2d 
793 (1997).

No. A‑19‑596: State v. Jones. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑598: In re Interest of Clayton D. Motion of appellant 
to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑603: Pearce v. Mutual of Omaha Ins. Co. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018); Crawford v. Crawford, 18 Neb. App. 890, 794 N.W.2d 
198 (2011).

No. A‑19‑610: State v. Forke. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑611: State v. O’Brien. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑614: State v. Valeriano. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).
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Nos. A‑19‑615, A‑19‑616: State v. Dorsey. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(2); State v. Mrza, 302 Neb. 931, 926 N.W.2d 79 (2019); 
State v. Nelson, 27 Neb. App. 748, 936 N.W.2d 32 (2019).

No. A‑19‑617: Oaten v. Crete Carrier Corp. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  48‑170 and 48‑180 (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑617: Oaten v. Crete Carrier Corp. Motion of appellant 
for rehearing sustained. Appeal reinstated.

No. A‑19‑618: Barrow v. Frakes. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑626: Castonguay v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Nadeem v. State, 298 Neb. 329, 904 N.W.2d 244 (2017); Sanders v. 
Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑627: State v. Gonzalez. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑632: State v. Atkinson. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑634: State v. Seymour. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Custom Fabricators v. Lenarduzzi, 259 Neb. 453, 610 
N.W.2d 391 (2000).

No. A‑19‑640: State v. Scott. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018). See, also, Neb. Rev. 
Stat. § 28‑932 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑648: State on behalf of Allyson D. v. David D. Appeal 
dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Edward B., 285 Neb. 
556, 827 N.W.2d 805 (2013). See, also, State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 
789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑649: State v. Valverde. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑650: State v. Toliver. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑653: Blueitt v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); Sanders 
v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).

No. A‑19‑655: Garibo v. Hansen. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016).
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No. A‑19‑661: De Leon v. Chavez. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑665: State v. Campsey. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑666: State v. Swearingen. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); State v. Dunlap, 271 Neb. 314, 710 N.W.2d 873 
(2006).

Nos. A‑19‑670, A‑19‑671: State v. Gunnels. Motions of appel-
lee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(2); State v. Harms, 304 Neb. 441, 934 N.W.2d 850 (2019).

No. A‑19‑676: Robinson v. State. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑677: Clayborne v. Hansen. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. § 24‑302 (Reissue 2016); Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 
374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); State v. Thomas, 268 Neb. 570, 685 
N.W.2d 69 (2004).

No. A‑19‑679: State v. Whelan. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Phillips, 297 Neb. 469, 900 N.W.2d 522 (2017). See, also, State v. 
Campbell, 24 Neb. App. 861, 900 N.W.2d 556 (2017).

No. A‑19‑680: Dion v. City of Omaha. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Connelly v. City of Omaha, 278 Neb. 311, 769 N.W.2d 
394 (2009); Malolepszy v. State, 270 Neb. 100, 699 N.W.2d 387 
(2005).

No. A‑19‑691: City of Atkinson v. Widtfeldt. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1902 (Reissue 2016); 
Friedman v. Friedman, 20 Neb. App. 135, 819 N.W.2d 732 (2012). 
See, also, Dugan v. State, 297 Neb. 444, 900 N.W.2d 528 (2017).

No. A‑19‑694: Mumin v. Condon. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary dismissal granted; appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(B)(1); 
Martinez v. CMR Constr. & Roofing of Texas, 302 Neb. 618, 924 
N.W.2d 326 (2019); Bloedorn Lumber Co. v. Nielson, 300 Neb. 722, 
915 N.W.2d 786 (2018).

No. A‑19‑695: Smith v. King. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑2301.01 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑698: Barber v. Rickets. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); Peterson 
v. Houston, 284 Neb. 861, 824 N.W.2d 26 (2012); Central Neb. Pub. 
Power Dist. v. North Platte NRD, 280 Neb. 533, 788 N.W.2d 252 
(2010); Ritchhart v. Daub, 256 Neb. 801, 594 N.W.2d 288 (1999).
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No. A‑19‑702: Lower v. Lower. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑707: Muhammad v. State. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑708: State v. Clark. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑709: Davis v. Davis. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑710: In re Guardianship & Conservatorship of 
Brown. Appeal dismissed. See § 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑711: In re Interest of Kashtyn L. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of T.W. et al., 234 Neb. 966, 453 
N.W.2d 436 (1990).

No. A‑19‑712: In re Estate of Brader. Joint motion of appellant 
and appellee to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑714: State v. Wolterman. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018); State v. 
Baxter, 295 Neb. 496, 888 N.W.2d 726 (2017).

No. A‑19‑719: State v. Robinson. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑721: Williams v. Frakes. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Engleman, 5 Neb. App. 485, 560 N.W.2d 851 (1997). See, 
also, Sanders v. Frakes, 295 Neb. 374, 888 N.W.2d 514 (2016); 
Evans v. Frakes, 293 Neb. 253, 876 N.W.2d 626 (2016).

No. A‑19‑723: NRS Properties v. Lakers. Motion of appellant to 
dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑728: State v. Fieldgrove. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑733: State v. Elias. Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1241 (Reissue 2016) and §  64‑203 (Reissue 
2018). See, also, State v. Haase, 247 Neb. 817, 530 N.W.2d 617 
(1995).

No. A‑19‑737: Kudlacek v. Saligheh. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑738: Evasco v. Saligheh. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑739: State v. Delgado. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).
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No. A‑19‑741: Polson v. Rudolph. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑744: State v. Salem. Motion and stipulation allowed; 
appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑749: Martinez v. Martinez. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑750: Storz v. Storz. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(2) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
Welch v. Peery, 26 Neb. App. 966, 925 N.W.2d 375 (2019).

No. A‑19‑751: State v. Janousek. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑754: State v. Maring. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑756: Tyler v. Evolution Towing. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑757: State on behalf of Alayia C. v. Floyd C. By order 
of the court, appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑759: Mumin v. Frakes. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑2301.02 (Reissue 2016); Martin 
v. McGinn, 265 Neb. 403, 657 N.W.2d 217 (2003).

No. A‑19‑760: Abakar v. Tyson Fresh Meats. Motion of appel-
lant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑764: Pearce v. Mutual of Omaha Ins. Co. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018); Crawford v. Crawford, 18 Neb. App. 890, 794 N.W.2d 
198 (2011).

No. A‑19‑766: Strauch v. Strauch. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed..

No. A‑19‑769: State v. Westerholm. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

Nos. A‑19‑770 through A‑19‑772: State v. Jones. Motions of 
appellee for summary affirmance sustained; judgments affirmed. See, 
§ 2‑107(B)(2); State v. Artis, 296 Neb. 172, 893 N.W.2d 421 (2017).

No. A‑19‑773: State v. Hargrove. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑775: State v. Johnson. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).
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No. A‑19‑777: State v. Isom. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Carpenter, 293 Neb. 860, 880 N.W.2d 630 (2016).

No. A‑19‑779: McCaulley v. C L Enters. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016); Kilgore 
v. Nebraska Dept. of Health & Human Servs., 277 Neb. 456, 763 
N.W.2d 77 (2009).

No. A‑19‑782: State v. Lefever. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑785: State v. Bartlett. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State 
v. Harms, 304 Neb. 441, 934 N.W.2d 850 (2019); State v. Wills, 285 
Neb. 260, 826 N.W.2d 581 (2013).

No. A‑19‑790: State v. Olson. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑792: Hochwender v. Johnson-Romero. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑794: Paronto v. Wilkinson. Motion of appellant to dis-
miss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑795: State v. Simpson. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Barnes, 303 Neb. 167, 927 N.W.2d 64 (2019).

No. A‑19‑798: Shear Country v. Koch. Motion of appellee for 
summary dismissal sustained; appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(B)(1); 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  25‑1301(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018) and 25‑1902 and 
25‑1911 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑799: Batten v. Sesemann. Motion of appellant to dis-
miss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑801: State v. Robertson. Motion of appellee for sum-
mary affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); 
State v. Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑808: Valley Boys Inc. v. American Family Ins. Co. 
Appeal dismissed. See §  2‑107(A)(2). See, also, Neb. Rev. Stat. 
§ 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑813: Cook v. Department of Corr. Servs. Appeal dis-
missed. See § 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑817: Harris v. State. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑819: Barber v. Frakes. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Robinson v. Houston, 298 Neb. 746, 905 N.W.2d 636 
(2018).
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No. A‑19‑820: Barber v. Frakes. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Robinson v. Houston, 298 Neb. 746, 905 N.W.2d 636 
(2018).

No. A‑19‑821: Johnson v. Department of Corr. Servs. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑822: State v. Pettigrew. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑824: State v. Rogers. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See § 2‑107(B)(2). See, also, 
Neb. Rev. Stat. §  29‑3001(4)(a) (Reissue 2016); Gray v. Nebraska 
Dept. of Corr. Servs., 26 Neb. App. 660, 922 N.W.2d 234 (2018).

No. A‑19‑826: Stuhr v. Stuhr. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑827: State v. Devers. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑831: Lam v. Department of Motor Vehicles. Motion of 
appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑834: State v. Zepeda. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2). See, also, Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 
2018); State v. Parmar, 255 Neb. 356, 586 N.W.2d 279 (1998).

No. A‑19‑838: Gardner v. Richard Rensch Law. Appeal dis-
missed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Mumin v, Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 
N.W.2d 667 (2017).

No. A‑19‑839: In re Trust of Hunt. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Gernstein v. Lake, 259 Neb. 479, 610 N.W.2d 714 
(2000); Brozovsky v. Norquest, 231 Neb. 731, 437 N.W.2d 798 
(1989).

No. A‑19‑844: Ahmed v. Ahmed. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
Clarke v. First Nat. Bank of Omaha, 296 Neb. 632, 895 N.W.2d 284 
(2017).

No. A‑19‑845: State v. Moss. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑846: State v. Moss. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑855: State v. Silva. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance sustained; judgment affirmed. See, § 2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Harms, 304 Neb. 441, 934 N.W.2d 850 (2019).

No. A‑19‑862: Leonard v. Kane. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed at cost of appellant.
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No. A‑19‑863: Health & Human Servs. v. Omaha Metro Care 
& Rehab Ctr. Motion of appellant to dismiss appeal sustained; 
appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑864: Bartusek v. Piano Building Managing Member. 
Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) 
(Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑865: State v. Packett. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑870: State v. Kavan. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑871: State v. Kavan. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑878: State v. Iddings. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑885: Harper v. Harper. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. Supp. 2018); 
Clarke v. First Nat. Bank of Omaha, 296 Neb. 632, 895 N.W.2d 284 
(2017).

No. A‑19‑891: Wojcinski v. Calabretto. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑895: Credit Mgmt. Servs. v. Henry. By order of the 
court, appeal dismissed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑896: Phillips v. Phillips. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑902: State v. Dixon. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑903: State v. Dixon. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.

No. A‑19‑904: State v. Harlan. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑907: Applied Underwriters v. Environmental 
Concepts Landscape. Appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. 
Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑913: Great Northern Ins. Co. v. Transit Auth. of 
City of Omaha. Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); State ex rel. 
Peterson v. Creative Comm. Promotions, 302 Neb. 606, 924 N.W.2d 
664 (2019).

No. A‑19‑914: Kegley v. Kegley. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).
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No. A‑19‑924: State on behalf of Takirah C. v. Floyd C. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(1) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑935: Ahmed v. Ahmed. Motion of appellant to dismiss 
appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑941: State v. Lester. Motion of appellee for summary 
affirmance granted; judgment affirmed. See, §  2‑107(B)(2); State v. 
Mueller, 301 Neb. 778, 920 N.W.2d 424 (2018).

No. A‑19‑945: Triple B Inc. v. Stuthman. By order of the court, 
appeal dismissed. See Back Acres Pure Trust v. Fahnlander, 233 Neb. 
28, 443 N.W.2d 604 (1989).

No. A‑19‑945: Triple B Inc. v. Stuthman. Motion of appellant for 
reconsideration sustained; appeal reinstated.

No. A‑19‑957: State v. Baker. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑963: Hohenstein v. Hohenstein. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑968: Abdulkadir v. Dornan. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016); Boyd v. 
Cook, 298 Neb. 819, 906 N.W.2d 31 (2018).

No. A‑19‑975: State v. Ezell. Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); 
State of Florida v. Countrywide Truck Ins. Agency, 270 Neb. 454, 703 
N.W.2d 905 (2005); State v. Sklenar, 269 Neb. 98, 690 N.W.2d 631 
(2005).

No. A‑19‑984: Shear Country v. Koch. Motion of appellee for 
summary dismissal granted; appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(B)(1); 
Cerny v. Todco Barricade Co., 273 Neb. 800, 733 N.W.2d 877 (2007).

No. A‑19‑989: Applied Underwriters v. Personal Touch 
Cleaning. Appeal dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); State v. Bellamy, 
264 Neb. 784, 652 N.W.2d 86 (2002).

No. A‑19‑997: State v. Rooks-Byrd. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1005: City of Atkinson v. Widtfeldt. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1902 (Reissue 2016); 
Friedman v. Friedman, 20 Neb. App. 135, 819 N.W.2d 732 (2012). 
See, also, Dugan v. State, 297 Neb. 444, 900 N.W.2d 528 (2017).

No. A‑19‑1006: Schinco v. Schinco. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016); Cattle 
Nat. Bank & Trust Co. v. Watson, 293 Neb. 943, 880 N.W.2d 906 
(2016).

No. A‑19‑1008: State v. Johnson. By order of the court, appeal 
dismissed for failure to file briefs.
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CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT OPINION

No. A‑19‑1016: State ex rel. Takako W. v. William W. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018); Clarke v. First Nat. Bank of Omaha, 296 Neb. 632, 895 
N.W.2d 284 (2017).

No. A‑19‑1019: In re Interest of Treasean J. et al. Appeal dis-
missed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Michael N., 302 Neb. 
652, 925 N.W.2d 51 (2019).

No. A‑19‑1022: State v. Hardy. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1024: State v. Polite. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1028: State v. Rooks-Byrd. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1029: State v. Rooks-Byrd. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1032: State v. Webster. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

Nos. A‑19‑1043, A‑19‑1045: State v. Buskirk. Stipulations 
allowed; appeals dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1044: State v. Wallace. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1047: Priesner v. Starry. Motion of appellant to dis-
miss appeal sustained; appeal dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1049: State v. McGuire. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑1051: Koch v. Mielak. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑1054: Wheeler v. Stanko. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Smith v. City of Papillion, 270 Neb. 607, 705 N.W.2d 
584 (2005); Pennfield Oil Co. v. Winstrom, 267 Neb. 288, 673 
N.W.2d 558 (2004).

No. A‑19‑1056: In re Interest of Hope M. et al. Appeal dis-
missed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); In re Interest of Danaisha W. et al., 287 
Neb. 27, 840 N.W.2d 533 (2013).

No. A‑19‑1060: State v. Rooks-Byrd. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1062: Rubert v. Davis. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Poindexter v. Houston, 275 Neb. 863, 750 N.W.2d 
688 (2008); Garza v. Kenney, 264 Neb. 146, 646 N.W.2d 579 (2002).

No. A‑19‑1067: State v. Hood. By order of the court, appeal dis-
missed for failure to file briefs.



- lvi -

CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT OPINION

No. A‑19‑1071: State v. Gardner. Appeal dismissed. See 
§ 2‑107(A)(2).

No. A‑19‑1072: Staska v. Gonzales. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑102(A)(2); State ex rel. Peterson v. Creative Comm. Promotions, 
302 Neb. 606, 924 N.W.2d 664 (2019).

No. A‑19‑1073: Fallon v. Gonzales. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑1075: State v. Rooks-Byrd. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1087: State v. Collier. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1094: In re Interest of M’Kyiah W. et al. Appeal dis-
missed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1902 (Supp. 2019).

No. A‑19‑1096: Harper v. Harper. Stipulation considered; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1101: State v. Nuzum. Stipulation allowed; appeal 
dismissed.

No. A‑19‑1107: Fischer v. Dennis. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Nichols v. Nichols, 288 Neb. 339, 847 N.W.2d 307 
(2014).

No. A‑19‑1115: State v. Lowman. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); State v. Combs, 297 Neb. 422, 900 N.W.2d 473 
(2017).

No. A‑19‑1117: State v. Lowe. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1124: Pittenger v. Metropolitan Ent. & Con. Auth. 
Appeal dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1315(1) 
(Reissue 2016); Malolepszy v. State, 270 Neb. 100, 699 N.W.2d 387 
(2005).

No. A‑19‑1127: State v. Forney. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1128: State v. Forney. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1132: State v. Chuol. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1133: State v. Chuol. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1134: State v. Gardner. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1902 (Reissue 2016).

No. A‑19‑1135: State v. Gardner. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1902 (Reissue 2016).
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CASES DISPOSED OF WITHOUT OPINION

No. A‑19‑1145: State v. Gregory. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1147: Chambers v. Bringenberg. Appeal dismissed. 
See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1315(1) (Reissue 2016); 
Malolepszy v. State, 270 Neb. 100, 699 N.W.2d 387 (2005).

No. A‑19‑1148: White v. Doyle. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1160: State v. Anthony. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1161: In re Interest of Bently C. Appeal dismissed. 
See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Mumin v. Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 
(2017); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010); Glass v. 
Kenney, 268 Neb. 704, 687 N.W.2d 907 (2004).

No. A‑19‑1162: In re Interest of Alianna C. Appeal dismissed. 
See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Mumin v. Frakes, 298 Neb. 381, 904 N.W.2d 667 
(2017); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010); Glass v. 
Kenney, 268 Neb. 704, 687 N.W.2d 907 (2004).

No. A‑19‑1165: Mumin v. Frakes. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §§  25‑1329 (Reissue 2016) and 
25‑1912 (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1167: State on behalf of Zavier G. v. Daniel G. Appeal 
dismissed. See, §  2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. §  25‑1912(3) (Cum. 
Supp. 2018).

No. A‑19‑1178: State on behalf of Michael A. v. Samar A. Appeal 
dismissed. See, § 2‑107(A)(2); Bailey v. Lund-Ross Constructors Co., 
265 Neb. 539, 657 N.W.2d 916 (2003).

No. A‑19‑1186: State v. Chuol. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1187: State v. Chuol. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); State v. Ruffin, 280 Neb. 611, 789 N.W.2d 19 (2010).

No. A‑19‑1217: State v. Miguel. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).

No. A‑20‑002: State v. Liech. Appeal dismissed. See, 
§ 2‑107(A)(2); Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25‑1912(1) (Cum. Supp. 2018).





No. A‑17‑350: Gonzales v. Nebraska Pediatric Practice, 26 Neb. 
App. 764 (2019). Petition of appellees for further review denied on 
April 10, 2019.

No. A‑17‑722: Woodcock v. Navarrete-James, 26 Neb. App. 809 
(2019). Petition of appellee for further review denied on March 29, 
2019.

No. S‑17‑846: In re Guardianship of K.R., 26 Neb. App. 713 
(2018). Petition of appellant for further review sustained on March 
12, 2019.

No. A‑17‑909: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on August 5, 2019.

No. A‑17‑918: In re Estate of Filsinger, 27 Neb. App. 142 (2019). 
Petition of appellants for further review denied on July 1, 2019.

No. A‑17‑993: Shriner v. Friedman Law Offices. Petition of 
appellees for further review denied on March 21, 2019.

No. A‑17‑994: State v. Sims. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 3, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1016: Jonas v. Willman, 27 Neb. App. 251 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on July 23, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1017: Plautz v. Plautz. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 12, 2019.

No. S‑17‑1024: Bortolotti v. Universal Terrazzo and Tile Co. 
Petition of appellee Bortolotti for further review sustained on April 
10, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1044: Troester v. Troester. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on August 30, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1050: State v. Schaetzle. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on April 3, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1053: Yates v. Casto. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 2, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1072: State v. Martinez. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on March 22, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1115: State v. Dunn. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 22, 2019.

No. S‑17‑1116: Burgardt v. Burgardt, 27 Neb. App. 57 (2019). 
Petition of appellee for further review sustained on June 14, 2019.

LIST OF CASES ON PETITION
FOR FURTHER REVIEW
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PETITIONS FOR FURTHER REVIEW

No. A‑17‑1131: State v. Heckard. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 21, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1134: Jamison v. Jamison. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on May 17, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1154: State v. Jackson, 26 Neb. App. 727 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on March 19, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1171: State v. Perry. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 1, 2019. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑17‑1186: State v. Howell, 26 Neb. App. 842 (2019). Petition 
of appellant for further review denied on April 3, 2019.

No. S‑17‑1193: State v. Assad. Petition of appellant for further 
review sustained on June 10, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1219: Voss v. Brown. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 2, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1229: Rosberg v. Rosberg. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1248: In re Estate of Gabel. Petition of appellants for 
further review denied on October 25, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1254: Olson v. Koch. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on June 17, 2019. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑17‑1257: Koch v. Lower Loup NRD, 27 Neb. App. 301 
(2019). Petition of appellant for further review summarily denied on 
July 22, 2019, as being untimely filed.

No. A‑17‑1275: Hutchison v. Kula, 27 Neb. App. 96 (2019). 
Petition of appellees for further review denied on May 28, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1301: Applied Underwriters v. E.M. Pizza, 26 Neb. 
App. 906 (2019). Petition of appellant for further review denied on 
April 10, 2019.

No. A‑17‑1308: In re Interest of Audrey T., 26 Neb. App. 822 
(2019). Petition of appellant for further review denied on April 2, 
2019.

No. S‑18‑006: State v. Bigelow. Petition of appellant for further 
review sustained on March 19, 2019.

No. A‑18‑020: Applied Underwriters v. Van De Pol Enters. 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on May 17, 2019.

No. A‑18‑021: Applied Underwriters v. Warwick Amusements. 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on April 18, 2019.

No. A‑18‑033: In re Warner Family Trust. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on December 20, 2019.

No. A‑18‑034: In re Interest of Michael C. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on April 3, 2019.
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PETITIONS FOR FURTHER REVIEW

No. A‑18‑038: State v. Wagner. Petition of appellant pro se for 
further review denied on March 6, 2019, as untimely.

No. A‑18‑052: State v. Alvarado, 27 Neb. App. 334 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on August 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑073: Gray v. Nebraska Dept. of Corr. Servs. Petition 
of appellant for further review denied on May 13, 2019.

No. A‑18‑081: State v. Khat. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑083: Ewing v. Evans. Petition of appellee for further 
review denied on July 30, 2019.

No. S‑18‑093: Jones v. Jones. Petition of appellee for further 
review sustained on May 16, 2019.

No. A‑18‑186: Clason v. Clason. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 3, 2019.

No. A‑18‑217: State v. Lewis. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 11, 2019.

No. A‑18‑223: State v. Pugmire. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 22, 2019.

No. A‑18‑233: Applied Underwriters v. HKB, Inc. Petition of 
appellant for further review denied on June 14, 2019.

No. A‑18‑237: In re Interest of D.I. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on March 19, 2019.

No. A‑18‑243: State v. Grasmick. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 18, 2019.

No. A‑18‑249: Travelers Indem. Co. v. Gonzalez Constr. Petition 
of appellant for further review denied on November 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑252: State v. Nash. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 15, 2019.

No. A‑18‑258: Homebuyers Inc. v. Watkins. Petition of appel-
lants for further review denied on September 16, 2019.

No. A‑18‑267: Wolter v. Fortuna, 27 Neb. App. 166 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑279: State v. Lopez. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑284: ARR Roofing v. Nebraska Furniture Mart. 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on August 23, 2019.

No. A‑18‑285: State v. Lienemann. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on September 16, 2019.

No. A‑18‑288: In re Trust Created by Turner. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on August 23, 2019.

No. A‑18‑338: Tierney v. Tierney. Petition of appellee for further 
review denied on January 3, 2020.
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PETITIONS FOR FURTHER REVIEW

No. A‑18‑348: Applied Underwriters v. RDR Builders. Petition 
of appellant for further review denied on June 14, 2019.

No. A‑18‑350: State v. Carmenates. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on May 2, 2019.

No. A‑18‑350: State v. Carmenates. Petition of appellant pro se 
for further review denied on May 2, 2019.

No. S‑18‑352: State v. Grutell. Petition of appellant for further 
review sustained on November 18, 2019.

No. A‑18‑353: State v. Meyer. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 18, 2019.

No. A‑18‑403: Harms v. Harms. Petition of appellee for further 
review denied on December 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑408: In re Masek Children’s Trust. Petition of appel-
lants for further review denied on August 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑420: In re Conservatorship & Guardianship of 
Dolores L. Petition of appellant for further review denied on April 
3, 2019.

No. A‑18‑435: Anderson v. Anderson. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on September 30, 2019.

No. A‑18‑454: In re Interest of Bior M. et al. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on November 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑456: Coughlin v. County of Colfax, 27 Neb. App. 41 
(2019). Petition of appellants for further review denied on May 23, 
2019.

No. A‑18‑461: State v. Smith. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 23, 2019.

No. A‑18‑470: State v. Ewinger. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 20, 2019.

No. A‑18‑478: State v. Ford. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 30, 2019.

No. A‑18‑479: State v. Gonzales. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 2, 2019.

No. A‑18‑483: State v. Weathers. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 10, 2019. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑18‑487: Pittack v. Pittack. Petition of appellee for further 
review denied on May 28, 2019.

No. A‑18‑540: State v. Pelc. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 29, 2019.

No. A‑18‑542: State v. Kellogg. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on September 23, 2019.

Nos. A‑18‑544 through A‑18‑546: In re Interest of Giani R. et al. 
Petitions of appellant for further review denied on November 6, 2019.
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PETITIONS FOR FURTHER REVIEW

No. A‑18‑551: State v. Bitter. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 9, 2019.

No. A‑18‑558: State v. Dughman. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑560: In re Interest of Ivanna E. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on April 10, 2019.

No. A‑18‑573: Oswald v. Oswald. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 8, 2019, as untimely filed. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑18‑573: Oswald v. Oswald. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 20, 2019.

No. A‑18‑592: State v. Cardona. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑624: In re Interest of Louis C. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on April 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑638: In re Interest of Devin M. et al. Petition of appel-
lee Eugene E. for further review denied on April 10, 2019.

No. A‑18‑641: Applied Underwriters v. Adco Roofing. Petition 
of appellant for further review denied on June 14, 2019.

No. A‑18‑655: Kitt v. Kitt. Petition of appellee for further review 
denied on November 8, 2019.

No. S‑18‑675: In re Interest of Donald B. & Devin B., 27 Neb. 
App. 126 (2019). Petition of appellant for further review sustained on 
June 19, 2019.

No. A‑18‑680: Williams v. City of Lincoln, 27 Neb. App. 414 
(2019). Petition of appellant for further review denied on September 
11, 2019.

No. A‑18‑693: Fo Ge Investments v. First American Title, 27 
Neb. App. 671 (2019). Petition of appellant for further review denied 
on December 13, 2019.

No. A‑18‑709: Applied Underwriters v. O’Connell Landscape 
Maintenance. Petition of appellant for further review denied on 
December 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑722: In re Interest of Antonio J. et al. Petition of 
appellant for further review denied on September 4, 2019.

No. A‑18‑723: State v. Campbell. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 3, 2020.

No. A‑18‑729: Taylor v. Compass Group USA. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on June 14, 2019.

No. A‑18‑733: In re Interest of Payton P. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑738: State v. Schramm, 27 Neb. App. 450 (2019). 
Petition of appellee for further review denied on November 14, 2019.
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No. A‑18‑741: Pope v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 28, 2019.

No. A‑18‑745: In re Interest of Dreyvin H. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on May 13, 2019.

No. A‑18‑748: State v. Cappel. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 20, 2019.

No. A‑18‑754: Anderson v. Anderson, 27 Neb. App. 547 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on December 2, 2019.

No. A‑18‑785: In re Guardianship of Suzette G., 27 Neb. App. 
477 (2019). Petition of appellant for further review sustained on 
October 16, 2019.

No. A‑18‑797: State v. McBride, 27 Neb. App. 219 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on June 28, 2019.

No. A‑18‑810: State v. Smith. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 3, 2019. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑18‑813: State v. Flores. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑837: In re Interest of Malcolm S. et al. Petition of 
appellant for further review denied on July 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑839: In re Interest of Lilyanna N. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on August 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑839: In re Interest of Lilyanna N. Petition of appellee 
Brianna N. for further review denied on August 12, 2019.

No. A‑18‑846: In re Guardianship of Hamdan. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on September 19, 2019.

No. A‑18‑851: In re Interest of Araceli Q. et al. Petition of 
appellant for further review denied on June 10, 2019.

No. A‑18‑866: State v. Burhan. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 14, 2020.

No. A‑18‑874: Rosenfels v. Rosenfels. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on October 28, 2019, as premature. See 
§ 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑18‑874: Rosenfels v. Rosenfels. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on December 31, 2019.

Nos. A‑18‑884 through A‑18‑887: In re Interest of Becka P. et 
al., 27 Neb. App. 489 (2019). Petitions of appellant for further review 
denied on September 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑897: State v. Strodtman. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on July 3, 2019.

No. A‑18‑902: State v. Valentine, 27 Neb. App. 725 (2019). 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on December 12, 2019.
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No. A‑18‑909: State v. Castonguay. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on July 3, 2019.

No. A‑18‑917: Fischetto v. Fischetto. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on November 22, 2019.

No. A‑18‑941: State v. Morton. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on April 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑960: State v. Chavers. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 20, 2019.

No. A‑18‑961: State v. Longsine. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 21, 2019, as untimely.

No. A‑18‑976: Cutler v. Frakes. Petition of appellant pro se for 
further review denied on March 29, 2019.

No. A‑18‑982: In re Interest of Brittney Sue P. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑18‑991: Harden v. State. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 12, 2019.

Nos. A‑18‑996, A‑18‑997: In re Interest of Jacey P. & Skyelynn 
P. Petitions of appellant for further review denied on November 14, 
2019.

No. A‑18‑1025: State v. Feldhacker. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on July 10, 2019.

Nos. A‑18‑1036 through A‑18‑1039: State v. Burger. Petitions of 
appellant for further review denied on August 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1054: State v. Cole. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 28, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1055: State v. Gomez-Molina. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on April 5, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1076: State v. Allen. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 13, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1088: State v. Dober. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on September 23, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1134: Suelter v. Ogden. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 31, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1140: State v. Ramirez-Bonilla. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on July 10, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1150: State on behalf of Anya S. & Jayda S. v. Xavier 
D. Petition of appellee Xavier D. for further review denied on 
November 22, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1156: State v. James. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 3, 2020.

No. A‑18‑1157: State v. Huynh. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on June 28, 2019.
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No. A‑18‑1162: Gray v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 9, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1169: State v. Wesner. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on March 21, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1170: Applied Underwriters v. Amazing Home Care 
Servs. Petition of appellant for further review denied on June 14, 
2019.

No. A‑18‑1171: Priesner v. Starry. Petition of appellants for fur-
ther review denied on May 16, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1188: State v. Davis. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 10, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1199: Mumin v. Hansen. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on May 2, 2019.

No. A‑18‑1218: State v. Riddle. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 31, 2019.

No. A‑19‑002: State v. Hicks. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 10, 2019.

Nos. A‑19‑023, A‑19‑033: State v. Pollard. Petitions of appellant 
for further review denied on July 26, 2019.

No. A‑19‑036: Applied Underwriters v. Steve Wills Trucking & 
Logging. Petition of appellant for further review denied on June 14, 
2019.

No. A‑19‑046: State v. Carlson. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on June 7, 2019.

No. A‑19‑067: Churchich v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on November 4, 2019.

No. A‑19‑068: Coleman v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on June 20, 2019.

No. A‑19‑072: Applied Underwriters v. Kiessling Transit. 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on June 14, 2019.

No. A‑19‑074: Campbell v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on November 7, 2019.

No. A‑19‑077: State v. Gardner. Petition of appellant pro se for 
further review denied on March 12, 2019, as premature.

No. A‑19‑080: State v. Regalado-Mendez. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on September 25, 2019.

No. A‑19‑086: Mumin v. Hansen. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on September 27, 2019.

No. A‑19‑091: Frazier v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 21, 2019.

No. A‑19‑096: State v. Robertson. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on January 17, 2020.
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No. A‑19‑100: Yanga v. State. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on May 10, 2019, for lack of jurisdiction. See 
§ 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑19‑102: Davis v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on July 12, 2019.

No. A‑19‑103: Yanga v. State. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on May 10, 2019, for lack of jurisdiction. See 
§ 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑19‑112: State v. Davis. Petition of appellee for further 
review denied on August 30, 2019.

No. A‑19‑117: State v. Staska. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 3, 2020.

No. A‑19‑123: Strawder v. Frakes. Petition of appellant pro se 
for further review denied on August 26, 2019.

No. A‑19‑148: In re Interest of Hope M. et al. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on June 25, 2019.

No. A‑19‑151: State v. Kelley. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 3, 2020.

No. A‑19‑159: In re Interest of Atticus B. Petition of appellant 
for further review denied on December 17, 2019.

No. A‑19‑165: Lincoln Homebuyers v. Bacon. Petition of appel-
lants for further review denied on August 21, 2019.

No. A‑19‑177: Gray v. Johnson. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 25, 2019.

No. A‑19‑183: State v. Fedde. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 23, 2019.

No. A‑19‑193: State v. Broussard. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on December 2, 2019.

No. A‑19‑194: State v. Seymour. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on May 17, 2019, for lack of jurisdiction.

No. A‑19‑197: In re Interest of Jaya M. et al. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on December 2, 2019.

No. A‑19‑212: State v. Hulme. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 20, 2019.

No. A‑19‑217: In re Interest of Latrell K. et al. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on January 3, 2020.

No. A‑19‑234: State v. McCray. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 20, 2019.

No. A‑19‑235: State v. Johnson. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on September 19, 2019.

No. A‑19‑238: Nolan v. Fremont Contract Carriers. Petition of 
appellant for further review denied on August 23, 2019.
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No. A‑19‑243: Gray v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 8, 2019.

No. A‑19‑247: In re Interest of A.M. & S.K.S. Petition of appel-
lant for further review denied on December 17, 2019.

No. A‑19‑253: Alford v. Hansen. Petition of appellant pro se for 
further review denied on September 13, 2019.

No. A‑19‑261: State v. Sieckmeyer. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on October 10, 2019.

Nos. A‑19‑282, A‑19‑284: State v. Warren. Petitions of appellant 
for further review denied on October 4, 2019.

No. A‑19‑308: Applied Underwriters v. Sky Materials Corp. 
Petition of appellant for further review denied on January 16, 2020.

No. A‑19‑356: State v. Hall. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on August 12, 2019.

No. A‑19‑401: Security State Bank v. Bopp. Petition of appel-
lants for further review denied on October 3, 2019.

No. A‑19‑426: State v. Prigge. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 22, 2019.

No. A‑19‑441: Applied Underwriters v. O’Connell Landscape 
Maintenance. Petition of appellant for further review denied on 
October 3, 2019.

Nos. A‑19‑456, A‑19‑457: State v. Rik. Petitions of appellant for 
further review denied on November 22, 2019.

No. A‑19‑492: State v. Martinez. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 22, 2019.

No. A‑19‑515: Gray v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on October 1, 2019.

No. A‑19‑559: Bonnell v. Eisenmenger. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on September 5, 2019.

No. A‑19‑576: Gardner v. International Paper Destr. & Recycl. 
Petition of appellant pro se for further review denied on October 31, 
2019.

No. A‑19‑653: Blueitt v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 12, 2019.

No. A‑19‑676: Robinson v. State. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on September 11, 2019. See § 2‑102(F)(1).

No. A‑19‑677: Clayborne v. Hansen. Petition of appellant for 
further review denied on November 4, 2019.

No. A‑19‑698: Barber v. Rickets. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 30, 2019, as untimely filed.

No. A‑19‑707: Muhammad v. State. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on November 14, 2019.
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No. A‑19‑759: Mumin v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 4, 2019.

No. A‑19‑819: Barber v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 8, 2019.

No. A‑19‑820: Barber v. Frakes. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on November 13, 2019.

No. A‑19‑824: State v. Rogers. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on December 30, 2019.

No. A‑19‑839: In re Trust of Hunt. Petition of appellant for fur-
ther review denied on January 16, 2020.

No. S‑19‑913: Great Northern Ins. Co. v. Transit Auth. of City 
of Omaha. Petition of appellant for further review sustained on 
December 30, 2019.

No. A‑19‑975: State v. Ezell. Petition of appellant for further 
review denied on January 17, 2020.
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CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Good afternoon and welcome to 
you all. The Nebraska Court of Appeals is meeting in special 
session on this 15th day of April 2019 to honor the life and 
memory of former Court of Appeals Judge Edward E. Hannon 
and to note his many contributions to the legal profession. My 
name is Frankie Moore. I’m currently the Chief Judge of the 
Nebraska Court of Appeals. And I’d like to start the afternoon 
by introducing my colleagues here on the bench. To my imme-
diate right is Judge Mike Pirtle of Omaha, and to his right is 
Judge Riko Bishop from Lincoln, and to her right is Judge 
Larry Welch from Plattsmouth. To my immediate left is Judge 
Francie Riedmann from Gretna and, to her left, Judge Dave 
Arterburn from Papillion.

And it’s our special honor to introduce the members of the 
Nebraska Supreme Court who are with us here today. Please 
stand when I call your name. Chief Justice Michael Heavican, 
Justice Lindsey Miller-Lerman, Justice Jonathan Papik, and 
Justice John Freudenberg. Justices Stephanie Stacy and Jeff 
Funke were unable to join us today. And, of course, we’re most 
especially privileged to have Justice William Cassel of the 
Supreme Court serving today as our master of ceremonies. I 
should note that both Justice Cassel and Justice Miller-Lerman 
are former members of the Nebraska Court of Appeals, and 
Justice Miller-Lerman was one of the original members, along 
with Judge Hannon.

I also would like to introduce to you former members of 
the Nebraska Supreme Court and Nebraska Court of Appeals 
who are here with us today. We have Justice Bill Connolly, 
who will be a speaker this afternoon. And we have Justices 
Nick Caporale, Justice C. Thomas White, Justice Ken Stephan, 
and Justice John Gerrard, all former members of the Nebraska 
Supreme Court, with us. We also have two former members 
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of the Nebraska Court of Appeals, Judge John Irwin, also an 
original member of the Nebraska Court of Appeals along with 
Judge Hannon, and Judge Rett Inbody, who will be a speaker 
this afternoon.

We’re especially pleased to have so many members of the 
Hannon family with us today. And we would love to start out 
with Judge Hannon’s beloved wife Mary, who’s with us today.

Mary, if you’re able to stand, would you stand and be recog-
nized? Thank you.

We have all four of Judge Hannon’s children with us today. 
We have his son Michael Hannon.

Michael, if you would please stand?
Came all the way from Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. We have 

his son Patrick Hannon of Atlanta. We have daughter Maureen 
Lamski of Lincoln. And we have daughter Kathleen Hannon of 
Rochester, Minnesota. So, welcome. We also have two grand-
children with us, I believe, Elizabeth and Sarah.

Would you like to stand up, please? Thank you.
We also have several other members of the Hannon fam-

ily. We have several nephews and we have, I believe, Mary’s 
cousin. We won’t recognize you all by name, but we are so 
pleased to have you with us.

I’m sure there are other members of the Nebraska judiciary 
that, if I don’t introduce you by name, I apologize. I do know 
that we have other distinguished guests, including attorneys, 
here. We have Judge Hannon’s and several other judges’ for-
mer court reporter, Randy Fitch, is in attendance, and many 
other guests. And we’re just very pleased that you are all with 
us today.

At this time, the Court recognizes Nebraska Supreme Court 
Justice William Cassel. Justice Cassel is the chairman of the 
Court of Appeals Memorial Committee today and he will con-
duct the proceedings for us.

Good afternoon, Justice Cassel.
JUSTICE CASSEL: Good afternoon. May it please the 

Court, distinguished members of the Court of Appeals, my col-
leagues on the Nebraska Supreme Court, many other judges, 
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members of Judge Hannon’s family, and distinguished guests. 
I am especially grateful for the honor of serving as chair for 
Judge Hannon’s memorial. I hope that the Court will indulge a 
few personal remarks from me before I call upon others.

It is well known that I had the challenge of following Judge 
Hannon on both the district court bench and on the Nebraska 
Court of Appeals. Judge Hannon and I were the last survivors 
of the District Court Judges of the 15th Judicial District which, 
several months after I took his place on the district court, was 
merged into the 8th District. But what you may not know is 
that the law firm of Cronin and Hannon, which Judge Hannon 
joined in 1959, was, for many years, associated with the firm 
of Farman and Cassel, which my father had joined in 1950.

Both Julius D. Cronin and George A. Farman, Jr., were 
local legends, but with very different practices. J.D. was a 
consummate trial lawyer and had served as the president 
of the Nebraska State Bar Association. George Farman was 
an expert in real estate law and had served in the House of 
Representatives of the Nebraska Legislature before it became 
a unicameral. J.D. sent real estate work to George, and George 
sent trial work to J.D.

By the time my father joined George and, later, Judge 
Hannon joined J.D., J.D. and George were considerably older 
and somewhat resistant to the technology that both my father 
and Judge Hannon endeavored to bring to their respective 
practices. Indeed, Ed and my father had a friendly competition 
over who had the latest gadget to improve the efficiency of 
his practice.

By the time that I joined my father’s firm, Ed Hannon was 
well-established as the preeminent lawyer in O’Neill and, over 
the few years before he moved to the district court bench, I had 
the pleasure of litigating both on the same side and, occasion-
ally, as an opponent. Every instance was a great learning expe-
rience for me as a young lawyer. And that was only enhanced 
when Judge Hannon served as a district court judge. He led 
the bar by example, epitomizing fairness, high scholarship, and 
devotion to the law. So, to those of us in the 15th District when 
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the Nebraska Court of Appeals was created, it was no great 
surprise that Judge Hannon was selected as one of the original 
six members of that Court.

Former Senator Benjamin Nelson who, as Nebraska’s gov-
ernor, appointed all of the original members of the Court had 
planned to be present to speak today. Unfortunately, he could 
not be here, but he has sent remarks to be read on his behalf. 
With the permission of the Court, I will now do so.

Senator Nelson said, “I want to thank Judge Cassel for shar-
ing my remarks with you today. I had planned to be present, 
but a schedule change requires me to be out of town.

“Other speakers will share Judge Hannon’s life and legal 
career before I met him. When I assumed the governor’s office 
in 1991, one of the first and most important tasks was to inter-
view and appoint all of the judges to the newly authorized 
Nebraska Court of Appeals, a daunting task. But, during our 
interview, Judge Hannon made it less so. From the outset, I was 
impressed with his candor and obvious judicial temperament. I 
was already aware of his reputation for a solid work ethic and 
judicial competence. After our discussion and my caution about 
judicial activism, I was convinced that Judge Hannon would be 
an excellent appellate judge, and he proved to be.

“Mary and family, you have every right to be proud of your 
husband and father. He will always be remembered as one of 
Nebraska’s finest jurists.”

The first chief judge of the Court of Appeals was Richard 
D. Sievers who, like Senator Nelson, was unable to be present 
today but sent remarks from Arizona to be read on his behalf. 
I move that Judge Sievers’ remarks be inserted at this point 
in the record in their entirety, but that I be permitted to read 
selected portions thereof today.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: That motion will be granted.
(Judge Sievers’ letter in its entirety is appended hereto.)
JUSTICE CASSEL: Thank you.
Judge Sievers said, “I want to thank the — for giving me the 

opportunity to be heard from whence I have escaped to avoid 
the white stuff that often falls from the sky in Lincoln.” He, 
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perhaps, when he wrote that, didn’t realize how recently that 
would have occurred.

(Laughter.)
“I extend,” — this is Judge Sievers talking. “I extend my 

sympathies to Judge Hannon’s wife Mary and his children 
Michael, Patrick, Maureen, and Kathleen, and my greetings 
to Ed’s judicial colleagues and friends. As many of you know, 
Judge Hannon was one of the original six judges of the Court 
of Appeals. None of the six of us really knew each other, as we 
all came from different parts of the state and from various legal 
backgrounds. Ed was the only one of us with previous judicial 
experience. Within days of our joint appointment ceremony 
in December of 1991, I was named as the first chief judge 
of the Court, giving me some organizational responsibilities. 
Ed was a bit older than I and reputed to be an excellent trial 
judge, so I was a bit leery as to how he would respond to me, a 
judicial rookie, as the chief judge. As it turned out, Ed was an 
invaluable resource for me in the early days of the Court and 
throughout our time together.

“Ed Hannon was a walking library — law library.” Excuse 
me. “I truly believe that he never forgot a Supreme Court opin-
ion that he had read, even if it was 25 years ago. We shared 
chambers throughout our mutual judicial careers, and he was 
my go-to guy whenever I was stuck. And he would dredge up 
from his memory bank a case that I needed to read. Ed always 
had time to discuss an opinion and was always thoughtful and 
helpful. I went to him far more often than he came to me for 
help. His legal reasoning was always sharp and helpful.

“I have many fond memories of Ed, not only his intelligence 
and hard work, but what a good-hearted, happy man he was. 
He was a devoted family man, loved his wife and children 
dearly. He was a devout man. He was a kind man to all others. 
He treated his clerks and all Court staff with respect.

“He loved his rose garden and his red wine. He was also 
a fun and interesting dinner companion. As a Court of six, 
the six of us always went out for dinner one evening during 
our monthly argument session. He would regale us with his 
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war stories from his days as a practicing lawyer and a district 
judge. He was a man who could laugh at himself. Ed was a joy 
to have as a colleague in so many ways. I cherish my memo-
ries of working with him, and it was a privilege to have been 
his friend.”

Another member of the original Court of Appeals was Justice 
William M. Connolly, then of Hastings, Nebraska. Justice 
Connolly served with Judge Hannon on the appellate court 
until Justice Connolly was appointed to the Nebraska Supreme 
Court in 1994, where he served with great distinction until his 
retirement from the high court in 2016. Justice Connolly.

JUSTICE CONNOLLY: Thank you, Judge Cassel.
Chief Justice Moore, Judges of the Nebraska Court of 

Appeals, members of the Supreme Court, retired members 
of the Supreme Court and Court of Appeals, Mary, family, 
and friends, I’m pleased to be here today to give a few com-
ments about my friend and colleague Ed Hannon. We served 
together for about three years on the newly created Court of 
Appeals and I — it was a delight and I have fond memories of 
Ed Hannon.

But to tell you the truth, I don’t think Ed’s first impres-
sion of me was all that good. Because, back in the early 80s 
while I was a practicing lawyer, I appeared to — before him 
up in O’Neill. I represented a client, KN Energy, and they — 
that company sold natural gas to most of the cities in greater 
Nebraska. It was a rate case, which established rates for the 
city. And it was complex litigation with a lot of economists, 
accountants, real estate appraisers, different formulas how to 
figure out rate of return and return on equity, things of that 
nature. And I’d tried a few of those cases, and my thought was 
I really have to, you know, repeat a lot of the evidence because 
is the judge going to understand this, because trial judges, 
this wasn’t their bag. It was the type of case that should have 
really been before a regulatory body. So, we have the trial 
scheduled for about four days. And about the second and a half 
— two and a half days into the trial, I have an economist on 
the witness stand and I’m plowing old ground. And Ed looks 
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down at me and he says, “Counsel, I think you think I’m deaf 
and dumb.”

(Laughter.)
And he said, “I can assure you I’m not deaf. You can draw 

your own conclusions on the dumb.”
(Laughter.)
He said, “You have been with this witness for three hours. I 

understand it. I get it. Get moving.” Needless to say, the four-
day trial stood in — came to be a two-and-a-half-day trial.

And then, within a week or 10 days, I had the decision. I 
don’t even remember how — who prevailed, but I do remem-
ber this. Ed crafted a finely written six- or seven-page deci-
sion. He had the ability to simplify complex issues. He wrote 
a factual narrative that a layperson could understand. And I 
don’t know if Ed Hannon was impressed with me, but I cer-
tainly was impressed with Ed Hannon because he did a won-
derful job.

I really got to know Ed when I came onto the Court of 
Appeals in 1991. And then, I really became impressed with 
Ed Hannon. We’ve all heard the term about student of the law. 
You know, I never quite grasped what a student of the law 
was. I thought it was kind of like a cliché. Well, his — I think 
Judge Cassel mentioned Sievers mentioned it — Ed had the 
uncanny ability to recollect cases — Supreme Court decisions 
that would go back 20 years. He would remember the result, 
the issues, and sometimes would even remember who authored 
the opinion. And so, he was a fountain of knowledge, as Judge 
Sievers indicated. And, as Judge Sievers indicated, he was the 
only member of the newly created Court of Appeals that had 
judicial experience. And, as indicated, we really sought Ed out. 
Because, when the Court of Appeals was created, there wasn’t 
any handbook, rules, regulations, procedure, protocol. And so, 
Dick Sievers — Judge Sievers and Ed, for the most part, was a 
guiding light in getting the Court of Appeals started and earn-
ing, quickly, the respect of the practicing bar.

Ed had a love and a passion for the law. And, as Judge 
Sievers indicated, if you really had a problem, if I had run into 
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a bump in writing an opinion, as most of us do, or a substan-
tive issue that I wasn’t clear on, I could always go to Ed and 
he was always open — his door was always open and I had 
the opportunity to sit down with him. And most — on most 
occasions, I came out of that discussion with a good feeling 
because — well, also a bad feeling, because I would say, well, 
why didn’t I think of that.

(Laughter.)
But Ed had — saw the big picture. He — it was like a 

jigsaw puzzle, and I’m amazed that he could put the pieces 
together and get the result in a finely crafted opinion.

In closing, I might say I am grateful to have had the oppor-
tunity to work with such a fine judge and a fine man, and I will 
always cherish the memories that I have of Ed Hannon.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Justice 
Connolly.

JUSTICE CASSEL: The next speaker needs no introduc-
tion to the members of this Court as each of you, other than 
Judge Welch, served with him on the Court, and Judge Welch 
was appointed as his replacement. I refer, of course, to Judge 
Everett O. Inbody who served as a county court judge from 
1986 to 1991; a district court judge from 1991 to 1995; and on 
this Court from 1995, when he replaced Judge Connolly, until 
his retirement in 2018. Judge Inbody.

JUDGE INBODY: Good afternoon. May it please the Court, 
Chief Judge Moore, members of the Court of Appeals, Supreme 
Court members, retired Supreme Court members, friends, col-
leagues of Honorable Edward E. Hannon. Thank you for giving 
me this opportunity to appear before this Honorable Court to 
speak about my colleague and friend Edward E. Hannon.

I had the honor and pleasure to serve with Judge Hannon 
on this Court from April 20th, 1995, until his retirement on 
December 31st, 2004. As been indicated, I was not one of 
the original individuals appointed to the Court of Appeals in 
December 1991. My term began after Justice Connolly was 
selected to the Nebraska Supreme Court in November of 1994. 
I was quite intimidated by going — coming onto the Court 



- lxxxiii -

IN MEMORIAM
JUDGE EDWARD E. HANNON

of Appeals with four of the original members still being on 
the Court. After all, they had started an appellate court from 
scratch and had done a tremendous job; and now, I was going 
to get to be a part of this new adventure.

My wife, Patti, and I met Ed and Mary at a district court 
dinner in the summer of 1991. Ed and I were both from small 
town Nebraska serving a multi-county district as district court 
judges. We had a lot in common. Had a lot — a wonderful 
conversation that evening. But, by the end of that year, Ed 
had been selected as one of the original members of the six 
[judges] to the Court of Appeals. As a result, we did not have 
much interaction for the next few years. But, when I was 
selected to join the Court in 1995, Ed immediately reached out 
and made me feel comfortable. We were the only members of 
the Court that had practiced law in a small community and had 
been trial court judges. We had many similar experiences and, 
thus, began a close relationship.

During our time together on the Court, we regularly con-
sulted on various cases. Ed had a wonderful memory and 
could recall cases from the past that dealt with issues presently 
before the Court. He always gave freely of his time, often 
brought to the discussion an angle or thought which the panel 
had not previously considered.

Shortly after I joined the Court, Chief Judge Sievers told 
the judges at an administrative meeting that a large-record case 
was coming through the system and would be the largest case 
we had seen to date. I referred to it as a coffin case, because 
it would bury the assigned judge. It turned out to be the World 
Radio case, and Ed got the assignment.

Now, we each had our own office on the ninth floor of this 
building, but some of us had our principal office in our home-
town. Judge Wesley Mues kept his main office in Kearney. 
So, Ed asked if he could store the World Radio record in 
Wes’s office on the ninth floor and Wes agreed. The size of 
the record was unbelievable. Boxes of exhibits and testimony 
were stacked all over the office. At that time, each judge on 
the Court was being assigned eight cases per month. But we all 
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agreed that Ed should be assigned just this one case because 
the record was so big.

Ed attacked the case just like he would any other. He ended 
writing a 33-page opinion that was concise, but still went into 
great detail on every issue that had been presented. It should 
have been obvious to the parties that Judge Hannon had spent 
a lot of time reviewing the record, the law, and conscientiously 
considered the arguments of the parties in rendering the deci-
sion for the panel. As a judge, I was amazed that he could 
reduce such a large and complicated record into such a concise 
33-page opinion. The case went on to the Supreme Court for 
further review, and although that Court made a small modifica-
tion, it generally affirmed the opinion that Judge Hannon had 
written on behalf of the panel.

In the 90s, there was a program for appellate court 
judges known as Spencer-Grimes through the American Bar 
Association. The program had been co-started by Justice Henry 
— Harry Spencer of the Nebraska Supreme Court. Members of 
the Court of Appeals were encouraged to attend these programs. 
Some of the summer conferences Ed and I would attend with 
Mary and Patti were in Canada where it was always cooler and 
a relief from the Nebraska heat was much appreciated. After a 
conference, we would spend a few extra days in the area taking 
in a major league baseball game or go to a botanical garden or 
both. One August, it was especially hot, and Patti said, “Let’s 
drive straight north until we get out of this heat.” So, I called 
Ed to see if he and Mary would like to join us, and they imme-
diately said yes. Two days later, we drove north to Winnipeg, 
Manitoba. We enjoyed several days just visiting the area and, 
because of the cooler conditions in Canada, the flowers always 
seemed more colorful.

Ed loved his family and the law. Over the years, we spent 
many a summer evening talking about family and the law 
while enjoying a bottle of chardonnay. Ed also loved his gar-
den. When we would go to their home, he wanted to show 
me all the work he had done to upgrade the backyard. He was 
always improving it. I think he was most proud of the irrigation 
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system that he had installed for all of his plants. He could con-
trol zones and determine how much water each plant in those 
areas would get. But none of the flowers he loved as much as 
the roses. And he had several varieties in his backyard, and he 
took great delight in explaining the differences to me.

After Ed retired, he volunteered to do legal work for the 
Society of St. Vincent de Paul. When we would get together, 
he would explain some of the projects he was working on. You 
could tell by the tone of his voice how much he truly enjoyed 
helping people through this program.

This is the third memorial service for a judge who served on 
the Nebraska Court of Appeals; however, this is the first serv
ice for one of the original six members. At our first memorial 
service, the words of District Court Judge Teresa Luther still 
rings in my head. She said, “I remember reading a book which 
attempted to help a person measure how their life was going. 
The test, it was simple. At the end of each day, you ask your-
self two questions: Are you content where you have been, and 
are you proud of who you are?” At the time of Ed’s passing on 
March 16th, 2017, I know Ed could answer with confidence, I 
am content with where I have been, and I am proud of who I 
am. I am proud to call my colleague, the Honorable Edward E. 
Hannon, my friend. Thank you.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Judge 
Inbody.

JUSTICE CASSEL: As the members of this Court know 
well, the relationship between a judge and his or her law clerk 
can be quite close. I’m not sure that we have a complete list 
of Judge Hannon’s clerks during his tenure on the Court of 
Appeals. But, in addition to our next speaker, I am informed 
that Judge Hannon’s clerks included former State Senator 
Burke Haar, Dan Fischer, Michelle Dreesen [Epstein], Kristin 
Crawford, Michael Devine, Mike Works, Julie Schultz [Self], 
Erika Schafer, Lori Helgoth, and Tracy Jamison, the last two 
of whom then served as clerks for me after I replaced Judge 
Hannon on the Court of Appeals. Another of Judge Hannon’s 
law clerks was Matthew Acton, who now serves as a County 
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Court Judge for the Third Judicial District, and I’m pleased to 
call on Judge Acton.

JUDGE ACTON: May it please the Court, Judge Hannon’s 
family, distinguished guests. I had the privilege of clerking 
for Judge Hannon back in the mid-90s. It was a busy time 
then. Court of Appeals was still in its infancy and there was 
a backload of cases to be dealt with. Judges Hannon, Sievers, 
and Inbody provided me with an opportunity to serve the 
entire Court for a year as a shared clerk; and, when I couldn’t 
find a job as a practicing attorney, Judge Hannon graciously 
allowed me to stay with him for two more years. Judge 
Hannon was an excellent role model. He was a hardworking, 
no-nonsense, straight-to-the-point individual with a kind heart 
and a great laugh.

Justice Cassel asked me to speak about Judge Hannon’s 
recovery from his stroke. He did sustain a stroke while I was 
working for him that caused him to take some time off and to 
go through physical rehabilitation. As I recall, Judge Hannon 
returned quite quickly and with the same dedication and zeal 
for his work that he exhibited previously. The only difference 
was that he had a bit of a hitch in his gait. Now, Judge Hannon 
usually had several coins in his pockets, so I could almost 
tell when he was approaching my cubicle. If he was deep in 
thought, the clanging would be a little slower. If he was excited 
about an opinion he was working on, the clanging of the coins 
would be quicker. Once in a while, he wouldn’t have any coins 
in his pocket, and he would surprise me in my cubicle. I like to 
think he did just to check and see if his law clerk was talking 
baseball again with Judge Inbody.

(Laughter.)
Fridays were Judge Hannon’s favorite days, but not for the 

reason that most of us enjoy Fridays, the brink of the weekend. 
On Friday mornings, Judge Hannon would race off the eleva-
tor, coins a-bouncing in his pocket, and ask loud enough so the 
entire ninth floor of the Capitol could hear, “What’s new from 
on high?” He so enjoyed reading the Nebraska Supreme Court 
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opinions that were released first thing on Friday mornings. He 
was a true scholar of the law.

I am certain that Judge Hannon taught me quite a bit about 
legal research and writing. I fondly remember sitting across the 
large table in the Court of Appeals library from Judge Hannon 
reading and discussing case law or statutes. There is no doubt 
that he possessed an excellent memory and could recall facts in 
precedent from cases long past. But that’s not what first comes 
to my mind when reflecting upon my time with him. My favor-
ite memories are of Judge Hannon recounting humorous stories 
from his days as a practicing attorney or as a district court 
judge. The content of those stories is gone from my memory. 
Instead, it is the manner in which he told those stories that 
remain with me. Judge Hannon could tell a great story, often 
with such enthusiasm and excitement that he would burst out 
laughing while telling them. And while — and I, while laugh-
ing along with him, couldn’t be sure if I had fully understood. 
I miss those stories.

When I was appointed to the bench in 2013, the 
Administrative Office of the Courts sent me book, entitled 
Handbook for Judges, which is an anthology of inspirational 
and educational readings from various judges. In that hand-
book, Judge Edward Devitt laid out the 10 commandments 
for a judge, and the first commandment was to be kind. Judge 
Hannon adhered to that. He was kind to all, whether it was 
counsel at oral arguments, his fellow judges, his staff, or to his 
law clerk who didn’t know much about the law. There were 
times that something I had written deserved to be marked up 
with a red pen, like an overzealous schoolteacher might do. 
But Judge Hannon would only politely suggest, with a chuckle, 
“Matt, perhaps we need to look in a different direction.” I 
appreciated his kindness.

I am grateful for my time with Judge Hannon. As is often 
the case with mentors, Judge Hannon gave me more than I 
gave him. He provided me with employment when no one else 
wanted to hire me, he encouraged me to become a trial attor-
ney, he attended my wedding, and he was present when I was 



- lxxxviii -

IN MEMORIAM
JUDGE EDWARD E. HANNON

sworn in as a judge. But, most of all, he was kind to me. I miss 
my mentor, my friend, Judge Hannon.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Judge 
Acton.

JUSTICE CASSEL: Our speakers thus far have concentrated 
on Judge Hannon’s service on this Court, and Judge Acton 
spoke to Judge Hannon’s skills as a mentor, skills which I can 
personally vouch for. He was also a mentor to young lawyers 
during his time as a practicing lawyer with Cronin and Hannon. 
One of the young lawyers who came to the firm immediately 
following his graduation from the Creighton University School 
of Law later went on to a distinguished career in public serv
ice. I refer to former Governor, Senator, and Secretary of 
Agriculture Mike Johanns, who started his legal career in 
O’Neill, Nebraska. Although Senator — or Secretary Johanns’ 
schedule did not permit him to be present, he has sent remarks 
to be read on his behalf. And, with the permission of the Court, 
I will do so now.

Secretary Johanns says, “I would like to begin by offer-
ing my thoughts and condolences to Mary, Michael, Patrick, 
Maureen, and Kathleen. Ed loved his family, and I can assure 
you, he is looking out for you, even today.

“I went to work for Ed and J.D. in June of 1975. I was 
highly educated and knew absolutely nothing about practicing 
law. And that’s where Ed entered my life. His direction was 
always quick and to the point. He would say, ‘Make decisions. 
Track deadlines. Always put ethics first with no compromise.’ 
He showed that faith fit with a professional life. Over 40 years 
ago, Ed gave me the signposts to follow. He was an amazing 
man who lives in all of us who had the good fortune to know 
him.” Secretary Johanns concludes, “I thank God that Ed was 
a part of my life.”

From 1959 to 1992, Judge Hannon’s legal career was cen-
tered in O’Neill, Nebraska. And I know there are a number of 
our friends from O’Neill here today, not only the former court 
reporter who served with me and Judge Hannon and three 
others, by the way, but many of the members of the bar and 
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court staff from the O’Neill area. Shortly after the — shortly 
after Judge Hannon became the district court judge, a rela-
tively — or then, relatively young lawyer was appointed to the 
County Court bench in the 15th Judicial District, headquar-
tered at the same courthouse in O’Neill. From 1984 to 2017, 
Judge Alan Brodbeck served the 15th and then the 8th Judicial 
District with distinction and served on numerous committees 
and commissions at the state level. I call upon Judge Brodbeck.

JUDGE BRODBECK: Members of the Court of Appeals, 
members of the Supreme Court, retired members of the Court, 
Mary, and the Hannon family. Judge Hannon became a district 
judge in O’Neill in December of 1983. I became a county 
judge there in March of 1984. So, our judicial careers began at 
virtually the same time. Judge Hannon loved the law. He loved 
to research and study the law. Most every night, you could find 
him in his office in O’Neill working. When I would go down to 
the courthouse in an evening, I made it a habit to go upstairs, 
and he was always welcoming to me even though he was very 
busy. We would just sit and visit. We didn’t discuss cases; we 
just talked about things we had in common as new judges. 
How things were — that worked how they did or how things 
didn’t work. Occasionally, we talked about some of the lawyers 
that are here today. And I’m sure they talked about us also.

(Laughter.)
Ed was a long-time resident of O’Neill, while I was new to 

that city. He gave me information and advice on the area: who 
were the best doctors, who were the friendly bankers, where to 
buy whatever was needed. He was a wealth of information on 
the town and its inhabitants, and he freely shared that with me. 
In later years, after he became a judge of the Court of Appeals, 
we saw less of each other due to the distance. But, when our 
paths crossed at bar meetings or elsewhere, we always took a 
little bit of time to sit down and talk and get caught up on what 
was going on in our lives.

One of his keen interests was collegiality in the bar. He 
firmly believed that the system functions better if lawyers are 
able to professionally work together and talk with one another 
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in a friendly manner. Toward that end, he was adamant that we 
should have a monthly local bar meeting. This took place on 
the first Monday of every month after his motion day. Out-of-
town lawyers were always invited, but frequently it was just 
the local attorneys that were there. And Junior Young who’s 
— raised his hand — long-time clerk of the district court in 
O’Neill, he was always in charge of making everyone know we 
had a bar meeting that night.

Several of us who were there were of the same age bracket, 
and we have some lawyers —

Let’s have — raise your hands if you’re here from O’Neill.
Several of us were of the same age bracket, and the Judge 

enjoyed regaling us with stories of practice from days gone by. 
Those stories were always entertaining, ’cause Ed was a great 
storyteller. But they were also educational and informative. And 
the lawyers always looked forward to those monthly meetings. 
Those meetings were always held at the old Townhouse Steak 
House in O’Neill, because that was the only place in town that 
served frog legs. And Ed loved frog legs and he ordered those, 
I think, every month that we had a meeting.

Some of you probably know that Judge Hannon, when he 
was practicing law and early on in his career as a judge, loved 
to smoke cigarettes. But he decided to quit and he sought help 
from a hypnotist. He received a post-hypnotic suggestion that, 
whenever he craved a cigarette, that he would take a piece of 
Scotch Tape and roll it between his thumb and his index finger. 
The procedure was very effective. I don’t think he ever went 
back to smoking. And those of us who know him can always 
agree that we would be better off today, financially, if we’d 
bought stock in the 3M Scotch Tape company.

(Laughter.)
I think fondly upon those years that Ed and I spent together 

as judges in O’Neill, the talks we used to have. To me, Judge 
Hannon was always gracious and welcoming. He was a good 
judge, he was a mentor, and he was a friend. Thank you.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Judge 
Brodbeck.
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JUSTICE CASSEL: There have been several references 
today to Judge Hannon’s family. He was very proud. Of course, 
he loved Mary enormously. But he was very proud of his four 
children and all of their academic and professional achieve-
ments. Two of his children have followed him to a career 
before the bar.

His daughter, Maureen Lamski, is a member of the Nebraska 
Bar. And, before I introduce her, it occurs to me that, during — 
that thinking of her reminds me that, during his district court 
years, Judge Hannon served as the coordinator for our region 
of the Nebraska High School Mock Trial Project. His service 
in that capacity was so well-settled that, when I followed him 
to the bench, I just understood the coordinator’s job went along 
with the judicial office.

Ms. Lamski, like many other talented youth of our region, 
gained a great deal from this worthy project that Judge Hannon 
did so much to advance during his judicial career. She is now a 
deputy county attorney for Lancaster County, Nebraska. And at 
this time, I’m pleased to call upon Maureen Lamski.

MS. LAMSKI: May it please the Court, Judge Moore, 
Justice Cassel, other judges from the Court of — from the 
Supreme Court and Appeals. I would like to thank everyone 
for all the time and preparation that went into this special 
ceremony. It is truly wonderful to see so many of my father’s 
former coworkers, family, and friends here. Our father would 
have greatly appreciated it, just as he was always grateful that 
he had the opportunity to work in a profession that usually did 
not feel like work to him.

I was in grade school when my father was appointed to the 
district court. And, at that time, I did not understand what it 
meant to be a judge. My only question to him was if it meant 
that he would earn more money.

(Laughter.)
With a humor I did not fully appreciate at the time, he told 

me that a good attorney can always earn more than an honest 
judge. I did later learn that his judgeship would be a family 
affair, as he pressed my siblings and I into labor, removing 
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the old inserts from what seemed like hundreds of law books 
at the courthouse in O’Neill and then replacing them with the 
updated inserts. He wanted to make sure everyone, including 
himself, had the most current opinions.

I was in high school when our parents told us that he was — 
that my dad had applied for an appointment to the newly cre-
ated Court of Appeals. I remember the excitement of going to 
Lincoln for the announcement and the swearing in ceremony. 
It was so exciting to get to meet Governor Ben Nelson. But it 
was mostly exciting because my dad was so thrilled. He loved 
his work as an attorney, and he loved his work as a district 
judge. And now, he had the opportunity to love his work as 
an appellate judge. I know he truly enjoyed his time sitting 
on the Court of Appeals, where he could enjoy both the intel-
lectual rigors, as well as the friendships he made with the fel-
low judges.

My dad continued his dedication to the profession after 
retirement through filling in for other judges from time to time 
and also through his volunteer work. And even towards the 
end, when he was in no condition to work, he was still driven 
to want to do more.

Our father was fortunate enough to work in a profession he 
felt passionate about, and even more fortunate to work with 
others that shared his passion for the law. I know his legal 
career would have been less fulfilling if he did not get to spend 
the journey with his fellow attorneys and judges and law clerks 
along the way.

So, it is on behalf of my family that I thank you all for mak-
ing this special setting possible and for practicing alongside 
our dad. Thank you.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Maureen.
JUSTICE CASSEL: May it please the Court, that concludes 

our presentation to you, and I thank you humbly and personally 
for the honor of serving as the chair for this memorial occa-
sion. Thank you very much.

CHIEF JUDGE MOORE: Thank you very much, Justice 
Cassel.
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Before we conclude today, and I know it’s warm in here, 
so we’ll get moving. But I would just like to add a few brief 
comments as well about Judge Hannon. I was a new lawyer in 
1983, having moved from the city of Lincoln, where I grew 
up, to North Platte, Nebraska, the great frontier. And so, my 
legal career began just about the same time that Judge Hannon 
became a district court judge in the, then, 15th Judicial District. 
And I had the privilege of traveling greater Nebraska and 
appearing before him from time to time.

Judge Brodbeck, you mentioned his willingness to include 
out-of-town lawyers when there would be a motion day. And 
I was the recipient of one of those invitations to have lunch 
at the — I think it was the Peppermill in Valentine after a 
motion day.

But my fondest memory was of a time that he taught me 
about punctuality. I’m thinking maybe his children learned that 
lesson, too, from their father. Not that I didn’t always try to 
be punctual, but this was back in the day of no cellphones, of 
course, in the mid-80s. And this city girl was traveling up to 
Ainsworth for a hearing before Judge Hannon, and it was in 
the spring. And so, in the spring, sometimes, in the Sandhills, 
you come upon a cattle drive on the highway, which I did. I 
wasn’t quite sure how to handle it, but I was only maybe five 
or 10 minutes late. But in his practical way, he begrudgingly 
forgave me for being a few minutes late and suggested that, in 
the springtime in Nebraska, you need to start out a little sooner 
than you might otherwise.

(Laughter.)
But he was a wonderful man, as you have heard about him 

today. He was always practical, no-nonsense, fair, compassion-
ate. That character was evident in all he did, both publicly and 
privately. He’s left an indelible mark on so many, and he’s been 
a great servant to the state of Nebraska. So, thank you, family, 
for allowing us to have this session today.

Thank you, again, Justice Cassel, on behalf of our Court. We 
appreciate that you’ve chaired this memorial committee today.

And we thank you all for your presentations here.
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I take this final opportunity for those present to note that 
this entire proceeding has been memorialized by this Court. We 
have been recording the proceedings. They will be preserved in 
video and written on the Nebraska Judicial Court website.

So, this concludes the special ceremonial session of the 
Nebraska Court of Appeals.
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