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OPP .
JOSH M. REID % $ M

City Attorney

Nevada Bar #007497 CLERK OF THE COURT
LAURIE A. ISCAN

Assistant City Attorney

Nevada Bar #009716

243 Water Street

Henderson, Nevada 89009-5050

Tel: (702) 267-1379

Fax: (702) 267-1201

Laurnie. Iscan@citvothenderson.com

Attorney for Respondent
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
AMADO, GIANO aka BRANDON WELCH, )
) Case No.: C-16-312757-W
Petitioner, ) Dept. No.: XXV
vs. ) Henderson Case: 14CR011381,
) 15CR000859
CITY OF HENDERSON, ) Henderson Dept: 1
)
Respondent. )  Hearing Date: Feb. 29, 2016

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.

CITY OF HENDERSON’S OPPOSITION TO
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR WRIT OF PROHIBITION

COMES NOW, the CITY OF HENDERSON (“the City”), by and through its attorney,
Laurie A. Iscan, Assistant City Attorney, and hereby submits its Opposition to Petition for Writ of

Mandamus or Writ of Prohibition. This Opposition is based upon the pleadings, papers, and

records on file in this case and any evidence or argument presented to this Honorable Court.

DATED this 25th day of February, 2016.

JOSH M. REID, ESQ.
CITY ATTORNEY

By: /s/ Laurie A. Iscan
LAURIE A. ISCAN, ESQ.
Deputy City Attorney
Nevada State Bar No. 9716
243 Water Street
P.O Box 95050, MSC 711
Henderson, NV 89009-5050
Attorney for Respondent
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

L. STATEMENT OF FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Factual summary of the underlying criminal charge.

On August 4, 2014, Giano Amado aka Brandon Welch, hereinafter “Petitioner,” battered
his aunt, Irene Fleming, and her 13 year old son, Domenic Ochoa. Irene Fleming called 911.
After she called for help, Petitioner fled the scene. Henderson Police Department (“HPD”)
responded to the call for help. They investigated the case and submitted a request for charges to
be filed against Petitioner for domestic battery against Irene Fleming and Child Abuse against
Domenic Ochoa. Additionally, a request for an arrest warrant was submitted. On October 6,
2014, an arrest warrant was issued, and was served by arrest on October 15, 2014. Petitioner
posted bond and was released from custody that same day. Petitioner was arraigned on the
domestic battery charge regarding his aunt on November 3, 2014 under case number
14CRO11381. He pleaded not guilty to the charge and the matter was set for trial on January 13,
2015.

Procedural history.

At the first trial setting on January 13, 2015, victim Irene Fleming did not appear for trial.
City requested a continuance and an order to show cause on Irene Fleming. Additionally, City
advised that they would be filing a second charge of domestic battery against Petitioner for his
battery of the minor child Domenic Ochoa and asked that arraignment on the new case be set at
the same time as the show cause hearing.

On February 24, 2015, Petitioner was arraigned on the second domestic battery charge
filed under case number 15CR000859. Petitioner pleaded not guilty. A copy of the complete
dockets for case number 14CR0O11381 and 15CRO00859 have been attached for the Court’s

convenience as Exhibits “1” and “2” respectively.
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On February 24, 2015, victim Irene Fleming was present for the show cause hearing and
promised to appear at the next trial setting. She also promised to have her son, Domenic Ochoa,
present for the next trial setting.

Despite proper service and promising to appear at the show cause hearings, the victims of
both cases failed to appear at the next two trial settings. On July 29, 2015, City voluntarily
dismissed both cases without prejudice pursuant to N.R.S. § 174.085(5).

On July 30, 2015, City filed notice of refiling both domestic battery cases after voluntary
dismissal. City also filed amended complaints including Petitioner’s known aliases, and a
request for summons. A summons was then properly executed and served upon Petitioner
notifying him the cases were refiled on September 15, 2015.  Arraignment was held on
September 17, 2015 where Petitioner again pleaded not guilty to both charges. Trial was set for
December 7, 2015.

On December 7, 2015, Irene Fleming and her son Domenic Ochoa failed to appear for
trial again. City requested a continuance pursuant to Bustos over defense objection. City also
requested a material witness warrant for Irene Fleming for her failure to appear. The Court
granted City’s requests. Trial was continued to Monday, January 11, 2016.

On December 30, 2015, Irene Fleming was arrested on the material witness warrant. She
was arraigned on the warrant on December 31, 2015. At her attorney’s request, the arraignment
was continued to Monday, January 4, 2016.

On Monday, January 4, 2016, Irene Fleming’s attorney again asked to continue the
arraignment to Wednesday, January 6, 2016 as he heard that Petitioner was attempting to hire a
new attorney and the victim’s attorney wanted Petitioner’s attorney to be present to handle any
issues that might arise — namely if Petitioner were to request a trial continuance, victim did not
want to continue to sit in custody on a material witness warrant. Victim’s material witness

warrant arraignment was continued to Wednesday, January 6, 2016.
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Out of concern that a new defense attorney may request a trial continuance, City filed a
motion requesting to take Irene Fleming’s deposition while she was in custody. The motion was
scheduled to be heard on Wednesday, January 6, 2016.

On January 6, 2016, Petitioner and his counsel were not present for the deposition motion
or for Victim’s arraignment. The hearing was continued to Thursday, January 7, 2016. New
counsel did appear for Petitioner on January 7, 2016, and Petitioner did indeed request a trial
continuance. All motions were then set to be heard at the same time as trial on January 11, 2016.

On January 11, 2016, Henderson Municipal Court denied City’s request for a deposition,
granted Petitioner’s request for a trial continuance, and released the wvictim with an
admonishment and order to return for trial which was set for February 29, 2016.

On January 13, 2016, Petitioner filed his first petition for writ of mandamus or
prohibition with the District Court. Petitioner argued that it was error for the Municipal Court to
permit City to proceed on “amended” complaints filed under the same case number after the
original complaints had been dismissed. District Court Judge Richard Scotti advised that he was
not persuaded by Petitioner’s arguments, but, would not rule on the merits of the argument.
Judge Scotti denied the petition for writ because the issues had never been presented to the
Municipal Court. See Exhibit “3,” District Court Minutes from February 2, 2016.

On February 4, 2016, Petitioner filed a Motion to Dismiss Amended Complaints with the
Henderson Municipal Court raising the same arguments. The Municipal Court heard argument
on February 11, 2016 and denied Petitioner’s motion to dismiss.

On February 19, 2016, Petitioner filed the instant petition for writ of mandamus or

prohibition raising the same issue again.

/1]
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Henderson Municipal Court procedure for refiling after a prosecutor voluntarily dismisses
a criminal misdemeanor case.

In Henderson, the procedure that is used by the Henderson Municipal Court and the
City Attorney’s Office when a case is refiled after voluntary dismissal is: 1) the City Attorney
files a Notice of Case Status with the Court under the same case number advising the Court the
City is refiling a case, 2) the City then refiles the criminal complaint in the same case number
as an “amended” complaint to denote that a new complaint has been refiled, 3) the City
submits a request for summons to bring the defendant back before the court, 4) a new
arraignment hearing is conducted and the defendant is notified that the case has been refiled,
and 5) the defendant is then arraigned on the complaint and a new trial date is set.

I1. ARGUMENT

Petitioner has argued in his Petition that it was error by the Henderson Municipal Court
to permit City to proceed on the refiled complaints because they are filed under the original case
number and called “amended” complaints instead of “new” complaints filed under a new case
number. There was no error by the Henderson Municipal Court. The Municipal Court has the
power and authority create its own procedures to manage its docket and records. The city refiled
the complaints pursuant to the process created by the Court. There is no law that requires a
refiled case to be procedurally managed the way Petitioner claims, and Petitioner does not argue
or claim any prejudice from the way the Henderson Municipal Court processes cases refiled after
voluntary dismissal. For these reasons, Petition for writ of prohibition/mandamus should be
denied.

A. PETITIONER HAS MISSTATED THE PROCEDURAL POSTURE
OF THE UNDERLYING CASE.

As a preliminary matter, City feels it is important to note that Petitioner erroneously
argues that the Municipal Court dismissed City’s original complaints. Petition, p. 2, lines 22-24.

The Henderson Municipal Court did NOT dismiss City’s original complaints. On July 29, 2015,
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City voluntarily dismissed those complaints without prejudice pursuant to N.R.S. § 174.085(5).
See Exhibit 1, Docket, p. 3, line 26.

B. CITY HAS AN UNAMBIGUOUS RIGHT TO DISMISS ITS CASE
WITHOUT PREJUDICE, THEN TO REFILE.

Petitioner has argued that the Municipal Court should not have permitted City to proceed
on an “amended” complaint without first filing a motion asking the Court’s permission. In a
misdemeanor case, the prosecuting attorney may voluntarily dismiss and refile that case at its
own discretion. N.R.S. § 174.085(5) provides:

5. The prosecuting attorney, in a case that the prosecuting
attorney has initiated, may voluntarily dismiss a complaint:

(a) Before a preliminary hearing if the crime with which the
defendant is charged is a felony or gross misdemeanor; or

(b) Before trial if the crime with which the defendant is charged is
a misdemeanor,

- without prejudice to the right to file another complaint,
unless the State of Nevada has previously filed a complaint against
the defendant which was dismissed at the request of the
prosecuting attorney. After the dismissal, the court shall order the
defendant released from custody or, if the defendant is released on
bail, exonerate the obligors and release any bail.

(Emphasis added.)

City was not obligated to file a motion with the court asking to proceed on the

refiled case.

C. THE CRIMINAL COMPLAINTS AGAINST THE PETITIONER
WERE PROPERLY REFILED.

Petitioner argues that it was error on the Municipal Court to permit City to proceed on
“amended” criminal complaint instead of “new” complaints. Petition, p.4-7. Contrary to
Petitioner’s assertion, the Henderson Municipal Court has the authority to determine its case

management procedures, there is now law that supports Petitioner’s assertions, and Petitioner
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has not argued and cannot point to any prejudice from the Henderson Municipal Court’s case
management practice.

1. The Henderson Municipal Court has the authority to
determine what procedures it uses to manage its cases.

The municipal courts are given the authority to determine what form their dockets
and records take. N.R.S. § 5.075 provides:

NRS 5.075 Form of docket and records. The Court
Administrator_shall prescribe the form of the docket and of
any other appropriate records to be kept by the municipal court,
which form may vary from court to court according to the
number and kind of cases customarily heard and whether the court
is designated as a court of record pursuant to IN.R.5. & 5.010.

Further, the Nevada Supreme Court has long recognized that the judiciary has the
inherent authority to administrate its own procedures and to manage its own affairs; it may
make rules and carry out other incidental powers when reasonable and necessary for the

administration of justice. Halverson v. Hardcastle, 123 Nev. 245 (2007). Court administration

rules and the centralized power to implement them are reasonable, proper, and necessary to the
accomplishment of judicial functions. Id.

As noted above, the procedure that is used by the Henderson Municipal Court when a
case is refiled is: 1) the City Attorney files a Notice of Case Status with the Court advising the
Court the City is refiling a case after voluntary dismissal without prejudice under the same case
number, 2) the City then refiles the criminal complaint in the same case number as an
“amended” complaint to denote that a new complaint has been refiled, 3) the City submits a
request for summons to bring the defendant back before the court, 4) a new arraignment
hearing is conducted and the defendant is notified that the case has been refiled, and 5) the
defendant is then arraigned on the complaint and a new trial date is set.

The City Attorney’s office spoke with Henderson Municipal Court Administrator

Bill Zihlman about this process. He indicated that court administration uses this system
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and refiles cases under the original case number because it allows court administration to
maintain track of cases that are refiled, and permits court administration to ensure that a
case is reset before the same judge as is required by N.R.S. § 174.085(5). The Henderson
Municipal Court is clearly using this system to manage its docket and records.

2. The law Petitioner cited does not support his assertion that a
new case number must be generated when a case is refiled.

Petitioner has argued that it was error by the Municipal Court to permit City to
proceed on “amended” complaints under the original case number. Petitioner claims that

N.R.S. § 174.085 and Sheriff, Washoe County v. Marcus, 116 Nev. 188, 995 P.2d 1016

(2000) support his assertions. Petitioner’s reliance on this statute and case are misplaced.

a. N.R.S. § 174.085 does not require a “new” case
number to be generated in order to proceed when
refiling a case after voluntary dismissal.

Petitioner has argued that N.R.S. § 174.085(5) and (6) require City to file “new”
complaints with new case numbers in order to proceed on a refiled case after voluntary
dismissal. That is not what this statute says. N.R.S. § 174.085(5) states:

The prosecuting attorney, in a case that the prosecuting attorney
has initiated, may voluntarily dismiss a complaint:

3K K

(b) Before trial if the crime with which the defendant is charged is
a misdemeanor, without prejudice to the right to file another
complaint, unless the State of Nevada has previously filed a
complaint against the defendant which was dismissed at the
request of the prosecuting attorney. After the dismissal, the court
shall order the defendant released from custody or, if the defendant
is released on bail, exonerate the obligors and release any bail.

N.R.S. § 174.085(6) provides:

If a prosecuting attorney files a subsequent complaint after a
complaint concerning the same matter has been filed and dismissed
against the defendant:

(a) The case must be assigned to the same judge to whom the
initial complaint was assigned; and

8
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(b) A court shall not issue a warrant for the arrest of a defendant
who was released from custody pursuant to subsection 5 or require
a defendant whose bail has been exonerated pursuant to subsection
5 to give bail unless the defendant does not appear in court in
response to a properly issued summons in connection with the
complaint.

(Emphasis added.)

NRS 174.085 refers to “another” complaint and a “subsequent” complaint. Neither
section says that there must be a “new” complaint, and neither section dictates what form
“another” or “subsequent” complaint must take when refiled after voluntary dismissal.

b. Sheriff, Washoe County v. Marcus does not

require a “new” case number to be generated
when refiling a case after voluntary dismissal.

Petitioner has argued that there is limited case law on the issue of what form a refiled

complaint must take. Petitioner argues that Sheriff, Washoe County v. Marcus, 995 P.2d 1016,

1017, 116 Nev. 188, 191 (Nev., 2000) is one such case, and that this case held that “independent
of whether or not the prosecuting entity had shown good case, the State was authorized to file a
new complaint, again the terminology was new complaint and not amended complaint.”

Petition, p. 6, lines 16-17.

We disagree. Sheriff, Washoe County v. Marcus did not address what a refiled complaint

needed to be called at all. This case only stood for the proposition that a prosecutor has the right
to dismiss and refile a misdemeanor criminal case without prejudice one time without having to

show good cause. In fact, the Washoe v. Marcus court talked about the cases in vague terms,

referring to the “original proceeding” and “subsequent complaint”. Id. at 1019, 193.
The statute and case that Petitioner points to do not require a “new” case number to be
generated when a case 1s refiled after voluntary dismissal by the prosecutor.

c. Petitioner is merely arguing semantics and cites
no prejudice.

It is clear that the City has the statutory right to voluntarily dismiss and refile a

misdemeanor criminal case. Calling a refiled complaint an “amended” complaint and filing it
9
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under the same case number is simply the process used by the Henderson Municipal Court and
the City Attorney’s Office to administer its large and ever growing docket. Other than arguing
semantics, Petitioner has not argued or shown that there has been any prejudice to any of his
constitutional rights by this case management process.

In this case, the refiled “amended” complaints met all of the notice requirements of
N.R.S. § 173.075. Petitioner was properly summonsed and arraigned on the refiled complaints
on September 17, 2015. There was no error by the Henderson Municipal Court when it
permitted City to proceed on the “amended” criminal complaints.

CONCLUSION

Petitioner has asked the Court to dismiss the current criminal cases pending against
Petitioner because the refiled complaints are called “amended” complaints and filed under the
same case number instead of a new case number being generated. Petitioner cites no law that
requires this procedure. Further, Petitioner cites no prejudice from this procedure. The charging
documents filed against Petitioner are proper and Petitioner was summonsed and arraigned
appropriately. He is clearly on notice of the criminal acts he is charged with committing. There
is no error in the method currently used by court administration in Henderson Municipal Court.
We ask the Court to deny Petition for Writ of Mandamus or Prohibition.

DATED this 25™ day of February, 2016

JOSH M. REID, ESQ.

CITY ATTORNEY

By: /s/ Laurie A. Iscan
LAURIE A. ISCAN, ESQ.
Deputy City Attorney
Nevada State Bar No. 9716
243 Water Street
P.O Box 95050, MSC 711
Henderson, NV 89009-5050
Attorney for Respondent

10
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COS

JOSH M. REID, ESQ.

City Attorney

LAURIE A. ISCAN, ESQ.
Assistant City Attorney
Nevada State Bar No. 9716
243 Water Street

P.O. Box 95050, MSC 711
Henderson, NV 89009-5050
Phone: (702) 267-1379
Facsimile: (702)267-1371
Attorney for Respondent,
City of Henderson, Nevada

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

AMADO, GIANO aka BRANDON WELCH, )
y CaseNo.. C-16-312757-W
Petitioner, ) Dept. No.: XXV
VS. ) Henderson Case: 14CRO11381,
) 15CRO00859
CITY OF HENDERSON, ) Henderson Dept: 1
)
Respondent. )  Hearing Date: Feb. 29, 2016

Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that service of the CITY OF HENDERSON’S OPPOSITION TO
PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION OR MANDAMUS was made this 25™ day of
February, 2016, through the court’s electronic filing service and by placing a true and correct copy
in the U.S. mail, first- class postage affixed, and addressed as follows:

William B. Terry
530 South Seventh Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

Attorney for Petitioner
Giano Amada aka Brandon Welch

/s/ Cheryl Boyd
An employee of the
Henderson City Attorney’s Office

11
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Date: 01724872014 I B L I Dasorkest Shset

MIJRES25

Judage: STEVENS, HARK J

14CRGLLI81L

CITY GF HENDERISON VS By -
AMADO, GITARNG DEHDT By s i
PO RBOX PT7A354 3
HENDERSON, NV BGG77 LAY VEGAS, NV B9161
Dob: 08/731/1%480 I
Lig: THOG0E4780
Platel:
Make:
Year: Accident . No
Type:
Vanue :
Location: #
Bornd: Het
Typee: Pograd:
Charges :
(05 A HRE 200,485, IDOMESTIC B , 15T DIBMTSSED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE (BEFORE TRIAL)
Gffense Db: Q0B/CA/2014 Cvy
Arvest Dt
Comments:
Sentencing:
cell Sentence Suspendead Credit
Jail (Daysa}
Fines
Cosrsg
Restitution
Probation (Mo} Expired:
Comm Sve (Hrs
REMARKS ;
No . Filed notion Operator Fine/Cogt Hue
1 10/06/14 WARRANT OF ARREST TSSUED AJKSE o.,40 0. o
WARREANT #14M0G5978
BATL: S53140
2 16/06/14 ACTIVE WARRANT NOTICE MAILED AJK3 0.00 0,63
ACTIVE WARRANT LETTER
Sent on: 1070672014
11:47:02.23
3 14/15/14 RETURNED MAIIL JDBI 0.400
Charge 4#1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
15T
4 10/15/14 WRARERANT SERVED BY ARREST RE poT2 G.00
14M35978
WARRANT OF ARREST served on:
10/10/2014
For: AMADO, GIANO
5 16/15/14 Time spent in custody: 14.30 DeT2 0.00
HOATR S
Arrest Date/Time: 10/10/14
1924
Release Date/Time 16/11/14
G553
& 10/18/14 SURETY BOND POSTED BY: BAD neT2 530.00 3.00
GIRL BAIL RBONDS
BOND AMOUNT: 5 3140
BOND NUMRBRER: FCS10-1388702
VIA: JAIL BATILS
BOND FILING FEE PAID
Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
15T Receipt: 58%232 Date:
16/15/72014
7 10/15/14 COURT DATE SET: poT2 0.00
Event: CRIMINAL ARRAIGNMENT
Date: 11/83/2014 Time:
9:00 am

Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Result: NOT GUILTY PLEA /
TRIAL SET



Date.
MIJR5925

No . Filed ACE1On Operator Fine/Cost [hae

EHTERED VIA CRG G.00 9,00

COURSE
EY, JAMES J

#1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

3 11/0%/14 COURT CRG 0.00 G.00
Bvent
late: Tims
10:00 am
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Regnult: CONTINUED
i0 01/13/15% CONTINUED FOHR OSTA TLS & CAO'S HM 0.00 0.0606
REQUEST - 02/24/71% 10AM D1

CAO TO FILE ADDI TIWNAL
CHARGES & MOTION FOR ORDER TO
SHOW CAUSE ON ”*“”z*

W5 L

TRIAL DATE KOT BET

BOHD: STANDS
11 Gl/13/1% COUNTER: 12.39.540 KM 0.00 0.00
12 O1l/13/15 {OURT DATE SET: M 0.00 0.00

Event: TRIAL

Date: (272472615 Time:

10:00 am

Judge : STEVEMNS, MARK J

Location: DEPARTMENT 1
13 GLr/13/718 EVENT PARTICIPANTS: M 0.00 .00

Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check Tn:
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
-Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Sraft,
KJ - CLERK: Brasent
RIR - CLERK‘ Present
WARD, EORGE - DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Pregent
Prosedcutors:
Partises:
AMADG, GIANDO - DEFENDANT:
Pregent
SMEDRLEY, JAMES J
Artorney [or DEFENDANT:
Presernt

14 Dz2/724/15 CONDITIONES OF RELEASE: *STAND KM 0.00 G.00
AS OF 4/723/15¢*
NCWV :
- IRENE FLEMING
DOMINIC CUHOA

15 62/24/1% COUNTER: 10.44.50/10.50.G0 KM 0.00 0.00
16 02/24/15 DEFENDANT MAINTAINED HNOT KM 0.060 0.00

GQUILTY PLEA/ TRIAL RE-SET TO
04,/29/15

WITNESSES ORDERED BACK & RCD
APPEARANCE REQUIRED

BOND: STANDS

Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

18T

17 02724715 COURT DATE SET: M 0.00 0.Co
Event: TRIAL
Date: 04/29/2015 Time

19:00 am
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1



NS

Date: & AR N LhAHE D O% Y okt Shear EETS IS

MIJRS53Z5

T
[
g

Gperatar

18 02/24/15 EVENT PARTICIPANTS: KM 0.Gao 300

Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

ENE, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Sraff:

CHG - CLERK: Presg
.J -~ CLERK: Prage
WARD, GECORGE {3

LY OATTORNEY Pregent

PFrogecualtorg:
Partiey:
AMADO, CIANG - DEFENDANT:

Pregent

SMEDLEY, JAM I

Artorney for DEFENDANT:

Praegsnt

o

13 Da/29/1% RUSTOS MOTICH BY CAO - ORANTED KM O.00 o,
TRIAL SET IN 90 [DAYS
07/29/1% 10AM DI
BOND: BTANDS
SHOW CARUSE ON VICTIM ALSC
GRANTED IN 4 WES - (0s/27/1
T0AM D1

]
-

20 04/29/15% COUNTER: 10.02.008/11.26.40 Rt g,

<

o 5.00

21 04/29/15 EVENT PARTICIPANTS: M G.00 .00
Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge : STEVEHNI, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
staff:
CRG - CLERK: Pregent
KJ - CLEEK: Present
MATHER, ELAINE - LDEPRPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Pregant
Progecutors:
Fartieg:
AMADO, GIANG - DEFENDANT:
Pregent
SMEDLEY, JAMES J -
Attorney for DEFENDANT:
Present

22 04/29/15 COURT DATE SET: ! 0.00 0.00
Event: TRIAL
Date: 07/29/2015 Time :
180:00 am
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Result: DISMISEED

]

23 07/29/715 CONDITICHS OF R
DISEOLVED

LEASE KM 0,00 O,

[
=

[

24 07/29/1% "Notice Relating to Sealing KM 0.00 0.00
Records" provided Lo defense
in cpen court.

07/z29/71%8 COUNTER: 10.00.30/10.51.,40 KM 0.00 0.00

A
i1t

256 07/28715 ORAL MOTION BY CAC TO DISMISS KM ¢.00 0.00
WITHOUT PREJUDICE - GRANTED
REASON: VICTIM NOT PRESENT
Charge #1l: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
187

27 97/29/15 SUKETY RCND EXONERATED KM 09.400 0.
Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
LST

[}
L]
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32

34

35

36

37

316 15 38,05, 5 Docker Shee

Faoge .

Aotion Qperator
a7/z29/1 SVENT PARTICIPANTS KM

aB/19/15

09/15/15

04717715

Q9/17/15

03/17/715

08/17/715

Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPAERTMENT 1
Sraff:
KJ - CLEBRK: Pregent
MATHER, ELAINE - DEPUTY
CETY ATTORNEY Pregeant
sD8 - CLERK: FPregent
Prosecutors:
Partieg:
AMADO, GTANG - DEFENDANT:
Pregent
TARUSE3I, JOSEPH BRIAN -
Attorney for DEFENDANT:
Fregent

CASE CLOZSED KM

NOTICE OF CASE
RECEIVED FROM
ATTORNEY'S OFF
DIVISION:
REGPEN (CASE APTER DISMISSAL
WITHOUT PREJUDICE
AMENDED COMPLAINTS FILED
{(WITH AKA OF BRANDON WELCH,
COURT WILL CONTINUE TO KEEP
CASE OPEN UNDER GIANG AMADO;
- REQUEST FOR SUMMONS

w2
3
H

Court Hote: Restricted MMB

COURT DATE SET: AVE
Bvent : CRIMINAL ARRAIGNMENT

Date: 09/17/2015 Time:

S:80 am

Judge : STEVENS, MARK J

Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Resule: NOT GUILTY PLEA /
TRIAL SET

SUMMONS SERVED UPON DEFENDANT AVS
Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
13T

ATTORNEY KAJIOKA CONFIEMED. AVS
CONTINUED FOR TRIAL.

COUNTER: 9.38.10 AVE
NOT GUILTY PLEA ENTERED. AVE
TRIAL SET - SPEEDY TRIAL

WAIVED

O/R: STANDS
APPEARANCE REQUIRED
Chiargs #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

13

COURT DATE SET: AVE
Event: THIAL

Dabte: 12/07/2015 Time :

10:00 am

Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DERPARTMENT 1

0.00
0.00
0.00
6.00
0.00
0.00
0.G0
5.00
0.00
0,00

fue

000
.00
D.Go
G.04
0.00
.00
0.00
G.0o
3.00
.00



Lt
wy

e
fe]

41

42

43

44

09/17/15

12/67718

12/07/715

01/057/16

0l1/06/1%

<

1/06/16

Actian

EVENT PAapTICIPANTES: AVEH

Court Locatrion: DEPARTMENT 1
Check In:
1 STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Sratf.

AYE - CLERK:

wr ey ey e |
#.] R S VY % o 4

Bragent

Prezent
MATHER, HBLAINE DEBUTY

CITY ATTORNEY - Preagent

Doy

o

Partie
[ARD
Event An

Nob Pre

JOSEPH BRIAN
r DEFENDANT:

BY, JAMES J - Event
Attorney for DEFENDANT: Naot
Pregeni

AMADG, GIAND

HNaor Present

KAJIOKA, DEAN Y.

DEFENDANT:

Attorney for DEFPENDANT:
Presgent

BUSTCR MOTION BY CAC - GRANTED KM
CTR 01/311/16 10AM D1

O/R RELEASE: STANDS

APPEARANCE REQUIRED

10.07.00/11.12.30/11.46.40

COURT DATE SBT: KM
Event TRIAL
Darte: 01/11/2016 Time:

10:00 am
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

EVENT PARTICIPANTS: KM
Court Locaticon: DEPARTMENT 1

Checo In:
Judges: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Staff;
AVE - CULERK: Present
ISCAN, LAURIE A - DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Present
KJ - CLERK: Present
Prosecutors:
Partieg:
AMATO, GIAND
Pregent
KAJIOKA, DEAN Y. -
Attorney for DEFPENDANT:
Pregent

DEFENDANT ;

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION BMLG
FOR TAKING DEPCSITION OF

CITY'S WITNESS IRENE FLEMING

FILED BY: LAURIE A. ISCAN,

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY

COURT DATE SET: KM
Event: TRTAL
Date: 01/06/2016
10:00 am

Judge: STEVENS, MARK .J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Time;

Resulrc: MOTION CONTINUED

MOTION HEARING CONTINUED FOR KM
DEF ATTY'S PREESENCE

TR G1/07/16 10AM D1

0O/R RELEASE: STANDS

COUNTER: 10.3%1.35 KM

Fine/Cost

3

<
)

a0

i)
o

.00

o]
Lan]

9.0

.06

.00

.00

00



47

48

W
[+]

50

51

52

[
id

Lit
o

55

31/466/16

Gi/06/18

01/08/18

0D1/06/18

01/096/1a

0L/07/716

a1/07/16

01/07/16

Dacgye .

COURT DATE ST KM
Hvent TRIAL

Date 01/07/2016 Time :

10:46 am

Judge : STEVENS, MARK J

Locatlon: DEPARTMENT 1

EVENT PARTICIPAETSH: KM
Courts Locarion: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTHMENT 1
scaff-

I8CAN, LAURIE A DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY : BPregenc

KJ - CLERK: Prezeant

RJR -~ CLERK: Pregent

PFrogeculors:
Parties:
AMADG, CGIANG - DEFENDANT:
Hot Present

KAJIOKA,
Attorney forvr Hot
Praseant
MOTICON TO CONTINUE TRIAL BMLS

FILED:

Attorney: TERRY, WILLIAM B
(1028}

MOTION HEARING WILL BE HELD
1/7/16 10AM D1

DOCUMENT FILED: SUBSTITUTIO BML&
OF ATTORNEY FILED BY WILLIAM
TERRY REPLACING DEAN XAJIOCEA

COURT DATE SET: BMLe
Event: TRIAL
Date: 01/1%/2016 Time:

15:040 am
Judge ; STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Resgult: EVENT VACATED

ALL MOTICGHNS CONTINUED BY KM
JUDGE -~ 1/11/16
APPEARANCE REQUIRED

BAIL REEVOCATION HEARING ALSO KM
ORDERED BY JUDGE - 1/11/16
PGSSIBLE CONDITIONS OF

RELEASE TO BE ADDRESSED

BAIL MAY ALSO BE ARGUED

COUNTER: 10.36.15/10.43 .35 KM
EVENT PARTICIPANTS: KM

Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Staff:
[SCAN, LAURIE A - DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Pregent
KJ - CLERK: Pregsent
RJR - CLEEK: Present
Prosecutors:
Parties:
AMADO, GIANO - DEFENDANT:
Noet Present
THOMAS, K BFRESENT FOR
TERRY, WILLIAM B - Artcrney
or DEFENUDANT : Not Presgsent

[

a.

]

(]

GO

3.00

.00

.00

.00

RN

Due

0.¢

o
[a)

o
L)

i
L)

.00

.00



Date: 01
MIJRG225

N . Filed

56 GL/a07/186

58 01/11/716

53 01/11716

[oa]
el
L]
ot

-

N
—
o

61 gir/11/16

652 01/11/18

01/11/18

MOTL
FOR
CITY 'S WITHESS

MOTI

TG T

CONTINUED
M D1

10
[ 7

A
O/R

COMDITIONS OF
NCWY .

DOMI

GPS
- STAY
FOLLOWING
TEXAS /
CENTER ST /
LAKE MEAD /

GIES
PASE
WAL -
3T kB

BOULDER

COUN

COURT

Bven

Date:

19:0
Judg
Loca
EVEN

Cou

Chec

Judoe :

Lo
5t

CITY

Pr

Pa

Pre

TERR

for

RUE N
[AIoTeN S 2N

Sheat

Page :

Uperator

TOOMOTION

TITY ATTORHEY

a4y TAY

FILED

LAURIE

price

COUNSEL AND
JE TRIAL
GHN HBARING HELD. MOTTION KM

TAKING DEROSITION OF

CENTED

ON HEARING
ONTINUE

HELD .,
TRIAL

MOTION
GRANTED

KM

TOOCTR 32/24/15 £M

RELEAZE:

RELEASE :
FLEMING &

KM
ITRENE
NI GCHOA

18607 AWAY PROM THE
INTERSECTION
ATLANTIC
PALMETTC
NELLTS

ON / HORIZCH

O VERDE / 4
MART @ 300 B
ETERS CHURCH
HWY

2]

3L

TER: 11.: KM

DATE SET:
t: TRIAL
0272972016
9 am

e: STEVENS, MARK J
tion: DEPARTMENT 1

KM

Time

T PARTICIPANTS: KM

r+ Location: DEPARTMENT 1
T Inc:

STEVENS, MARK J
cation: DEPARTMENT 1
aff:

ISCAN, LAURIE A -
ATTORNEY
KJ - CLEEK:
EJR - CLERK:

osecutorg:
reies:
AMADO,
sent
THOMAS, K PRESENT FOR
¥, WILLIAM B - Attorney
DEFENDANT : Mot Present

DEPUTY
Present
Present
Present

GIANO - LDEFENDANT:

Fing/Cost Due
0.G0O 0,00
0,06 0,040
§.00 0.00
.00 .00
0.40 G.00
0,00 G, 04

[

L]

0.00

3.00

fo]

L]

COST
INFORMATION
*++ Bnd of Report *+=*

Totals Ry:

50.00
.08

[ T a3

[an 208 ]

Ci (2






EXHIBIT *2”




Judge : STEVENS,

MARK J

CITY OF HENDERSON VS

AMAING, GTANG

DENDT

2050 5 MAGIO WAY, 257
HENDERSCH, HVY 59002

Dob: 0873171980

Litg:

Plated:
Make :

Yeay:

Type:
Venue :
Location: #H

M

FOO006&4746

.l MRS 2040

Gffange

L4855, LDOMESTIC

De: 08/64/2014

Arrveat Do
Comment s

Dockat

Caae N
Ticksr
TN

RV
TE el
s 4

Bond
Type:

I
SEVENTH 5T

Set
Posted;

Sentencing:
Ct. 1

Jail {(Dhays!
Fines

Tosgis
Restivcution
Probation (Mo)
Comm Svo {(Hri
REMARKS

Sentences

Zugpended

mEpires:

Credin

No, Filed

2 G1/22/15
3 02/24/15

4 02/24/15

5 02/24/15

6 02/24/15

Operator
HOTICE OF CASE STATUS KM
RECRIVED PFROM HENDERSON CITY
ATTORNEY 'S OFFICE-CRIMINAL
DIVISION: UHAKGE ADDED

COURT DATE
BEveant : THI
Date: 02/2
10:00 am

Judge : STEVENS,

SET:
AL
472015

Time:

MARK J

Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Result: NOT GUILTY PLEA /

TRIAL S5ET

CONDITICONS OF RELBASE:

AS OF 04/23/15+
NOWV:
IRENE FLEMING
DOMINIC CCHOA

COUNTER: 10.44.50/10.50.00

NOT GUILTY PLEA ENTERED.
TRIAL SET - SPEEDY TRIAL

WATVED

CTR (04729718 10AM D1
WITKESSES ORDERED BACK @
APDEARANCE REQUIRED

Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

15T

COURT DATE SET:
Event: TRIAL
Cate: 04/29%/2015
10:00 am

Judae: STEVENS,

Time:

MARK J

Location: DEPARTMENT 1

*STAND

KM

M

KM

KM

oy

.06

d.00

D.00

3.00

&

.00

0.00



v

7

Ga/29/15

ok
o]
o]

g
Lot

Fine /o

TMENT I

EVEHS, MARK J
DEPARTMENT 1

JEERE Dregent
MRK By =Rk

1
CRGROGE - DERL
NEY . Preaernt
Proseduiors:
>3

Parties:

AMADG, GIAND - DEFENDANT:

Presant
SMEDLEY, JAMES J
Artorney for DEFENDANT:
Presgent

BUSTCS MOTION BY CAO - GRANTED M

o
-
pd
ot
[¥H

1
TANDS

VICTIM ALSC
KS - 05/27/15

COUNTER: 10.02.00/11.26,40 KM

EVENT PARTICIPANTS KM
Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check TIrni:
Judge : ITEVENS, MARK
Location: DEPARTMENT
sStaff:
CRG - CLERK: Fregaent
¥J - CLERK: Present
MATHER, BLAINE - DEPRPUTY
CITY ATTORMEY : Present
Progscutars;
Partieg:
AMADO, GIANGO - DEFENDANT:
Present
SMEDRLEY, JAMES J -
Attorney for DEFENDANT:
Presentc

Ly

COURT DATE S 1! KM
Event: TRIAL

Date: 07/29/2015 Time;

10:90 am

Judge: STEVENS, MARK J

Locat ion: DEPARTMENT 1

ONES OF HELEASE KM

*Notlce Relating to 8Ssaling KM
Records” provided to defense
in open court,

COUNTER: 10.00.30/10.51.40 M

0.00

=]
-
fow)

0.00

i}
2

0.




Dhe

Date: 0172672314 1 3H 20,3 (ST A5 3 bR
MIJRS925

NG Filed Action Grnerator
15 07729715 EVENT PARTICIPARTS: M

1lé 07/29/1

2]

17 07/29/71%

18 07730715

19 a6/18/15

20 08/19/15

22 09/17/15

23 a4a/17/1%

24 09/17/15

25 09/17/15

Court Location: DEPARTMENT ]

Cheok In:

Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMEHNT L
grtaff.

¥ - CLERK:

MATHER, ELAINE
CITY ATTORNEY : £

SNns - JLERK: Praesen
Frogecutors:
Parvies:

AMADCO, GIANG

Fresant
IARUSSI, JOSKEPH BRIAN
Avtorney [or DEFENDANT.
Presant

DEFEHDANT

GRAL MOTION RBY CAC TO DISMISS K
WITHOUT PREJUDICE ORANTED

REASCN: VICTIM HOT PRESENT

Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

15T

CASE CLOZED KM
NOTICE OF CASE STATUS AMM2

RECEIVED FROM HENDERESON CITY
ATTORNEY 'S OFFICE-CEIMINAL
DIVISTION:
- REOPEN CASE AFTER DISMIZBEAL
WITHOUT PREJUDICE

ANMENDED COMPLAINTS VILED
(WITH AKA OF BRANDON WELCH,
COURT WILL CONTINUE TCO KEEF
CASE OPEN UNDER GIAND AMADO)
- REQUEST FOR SUMMONS

Court Nobte: Restricted MME
COURT DATE SET: AVS
Fvent: CRIMINAL ARRAIGHMENT

Date: 09/17/2015% Time:

.00 am

Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Result: NOT GUILTY PLEA /
TRIAL SET

SUMMGNS SERVED UPON DEFENDANT AVE
Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,

15T
ATTORNEY CONFIEMED KAJTIOKA. AVS

CONTINUED FOR TRIAL.

COUNTER: 9 .38 .10 AVE
COURT DATE SET: ANVE
Event: TRIAL

Date: 12/07/2015 Time:

10:00 am
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1

EVENT BARTICIPANTS: AVE
Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Braff.
AVS - CLERK: Present
KJ - CLERK: Pregent
MATHER, ELAINE DEPRPUTY
CLTY ATTORNEY - Praegent
Prosecurors:
Parties:

CrRATATIE TAW TAMING T Thsrem

fs

O

LOG

.00

.Q0

.00

.00

0.C0

(]
[
(s



Date: 172872014 P 38020603 Locket

5 Yy
Sheer

1 e

MIJREG2%
Attorney for DEFENDANT: Hot
Fregent
[AHUSSI, JOSERPH BREIAN
t DEFENDANT
ﬁﬁﬂmﬁ GIAND - DEFHENDANT:
Hot Present
KAJTOKA, DHEAN Y. -
Attorney for DEFENDANT:
Preasnt
Nes . Filed BCt ion Operator Fine/Cost Due
26 D8/17/718 NOT GUILTY PLEA ENTERED. AVS G.00 0.04
TRIAL SET - SPEEDY TRIAL
WRIVED
G/R STANDS
APPEARANUCE REQUIRED
Charge #1: DOMESTIC BATTERY,
18T
27 12/07/15 BUSTOS MOTICGH BY CAC - GRANTED  ¥M 0.0% .03
CTR G1l/11/16 10AM D1
O/R RELEAZE: STANDS
APFEARANCE REQUIRED
28 12507715 COUNTER ; KM 0.00 0,00
I0.07.00/11,12.30/11.26.40
29 1z2/07/71% CGURT DATE 3ET: KM 0.00 g.00
mvent: TRIAL
Date 01/11/72016 Time
180:08 am
Judge: STEVERS, MAREK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 13
30 12/07/15% EVENT PARTICIPANTH: WM 0.00 0,00
Court Location: DEPARTHMENT 1
Chack In:
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
taff:
AYS - CLERK: Present
ISUAN, LAURIE A - DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY : Present
KJ - CTLERK: Pregent
Progecutors:
Partieg:
AMADO, GIANO - DEFENDANT:
Present
KAJTIOKA, DEAN Y. -
Attorney for DEFENDANT:
Pressnt
31 01/05/16 NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION BML6 0.0¢0 0.006
FOR TAKING DEPOSITION OF
CITY 'S WITNESS IEENE FLEMING
FILED BY: LAURIE A. ISCAN,
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY
iz 01/06/16 COURT DATE S8T: KM 5.00 0,00
Event: TRIAL
Date: 01/06/2D014 Time:
10:00 am
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Result: MOTION CONTINUED
33 01/06/16 MOTION HEARING CONTINUED FPOR KM 0.00 0.00
DEF ATTY'S PRESENCE
CTR 01707716 10AM D1
O/R RELEASE: STANDS
34 01/06/16 COUNTER: 10.51.35 KM 0.4a0 0,60
15 G1L/06/16 COURT DATE SET: KM 0,400 0.00

Event: TRIAL

Date: 01/07/2016 Time
10+00 am

Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1



37

3g

39

40

42

43

44

45

GL/Ga/16

01/06/15

;

GL/06/16

¥

01/07/16

Q1/07/16

0L/07/16

0l/97/16

gL/07/1s

01/11/16

Do

EVENT PARTICIPANTS: sl

Court Location: DEPARTMENT

STEVENS, MARK J
DEPARTMENT 1

ISCAN, LAURIE A - LDEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Preaent
K - OLERK: pPragent
RJIR - CLERK: Pregent
Prosecutord:
Partiesg:
AMADO, SIANG
Hobt Present
KRIIOKA, DEAN Y.
Attorney for DEFENDANT: Mot
Hregent

MOCTION TO CONTINE TRIAL FILED: 2ML5
Attorney: TERRY, WILLIAM H

(1628}

MOTION HEARING WILL BE HELD

1/7/716 10AM D1

COoOURT DATE SET: 2aMLg
gvent: TRTAL
Date: 01/18/2016 Time :

1000 am
Judge: STEVENS, MARK J
Locatlon: DEPARTMENT 1

Result: EVENT VACATED

DOCUMENT FILED: SUBSTITUTION BMLG
OF ATTORNEY FILED BY WILLIAM
TERRY REFPLACING DEAN KAJIOHKA

ALL MOTIONS CONTINUED BY M
JUDGE - 1/11/16
ADPPEARANCE REQUIRED

BATL REVOCATION HEARING ALS M
ORDERED BY JUDGE i/11/16
POSSIBLE CONDITIONS OF

RELEASE TO BE ADDRESSEED

BATL MAY ALS0 BE ARGUED

COUNTER: 10.36.15/10.43.35 KM
EVENT PARTICIPANTS: KM

Court Location: DEPARTMENT 1

Check 1In:
Judge: S5TEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARTMENT 1
Staff:
ISCAN, LAURIE A - DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Prezsent
KJ - CLERK: Fresent
HJIR -~ CLERK: EFresent
Prosecutors:
Parties:
AMADO, GIAND - DEFENDANT:
Not Present
THOMAS, K PRESENT FOR
TERRY, WILLIAM B Attorney
for DREFENDANT: Nob Present

OPPGSITION TO MCTION FILED BY TAV
DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LAURIE

A. ISCAN BAR #3714,

SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL AND

MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL

MOTION HEARING HELD, MOTION KM
FOR TAKING DEPOSITION OF
CITY'S WITNESS - DENIED

Gperator

Fine/Cost Die
0,449 G,00
0.00 0.00
4,40 0.00
.00 g.00
0.00 0.00
.00 .00
0.00 0.00
g.00 .00
Q.60 0.400
0.00 0.00



e
.
"
A
U
o
o
i
-

iled

Dperator

46 0Li/s1 KM
47 Di/11/714% s8]
LO0AM DL
O/R RELEASE STANDS
43 B1/11/04 JF RELEASE: KM
HE FLEMING &
1721
AWAY FROM THE
TERESECTIC
NTIs
B PALMETTO
LAKE MEAD / NELLIS
GIRSON /O HORTZOH
PASEG VERDE / TERILOGY COVE
WAL, -MART @& 300 & LAKE MBAD DR
BT PETERS CHURCH @ 204 8
BOULDER HWY
49 oL/ii/ie COUNTER: 11.23.%0/3.08 .55 M
50 01/11/71% L SET: K
Bvent: TRIAL
Date: 02/29/2014 Time:

STEVENS, MARK J
cation: DEPARTMENT 1

51 01/711/18 By

o)
P
km.a
ol

ARTICIPANTE - Hp
Court Logcation: DEPARTMENT 1

Check In:
Judge : STEVENS, MARK J
Location: DEPARETMENT 1
Sraff.
TSCAN, LAURIE A - DRPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY: Present
KJ - CLERK: Pregent
RIJR - CLERK: Fresent
Proseciurors:

AMADD, GIANC - DEFENDANT:
Preasent
THOMAS, K PFRESENT FOR
TERRY, WILLIAM B - Attorney
for DEFENDANT: Nat Present

Total:

G.04o

0.0C0

Dge

.00

0.00

—

.00

.00

Totals By: INFORMATION
*** Bnd of Report **»

0.00

.00
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Page | of 2

Skip to Main Contend Logoud My Account Search Menu Mew District Civil/Criminal
Search Hefine Search Close

Location  Disihet Court Onil/Criminal Help

REGISTER OF ACTIONS
CASE NO. C-16-311953-W

In the Matter of the Petition of Giano Amado § Case Type: Criminal Writ
§ Date Filed: 01/13/2016
§ Location: Department 2
& Cross-Reference Case C311953
§ Number:
§
PARTY INFORMATION
Lead Attorneys
Petitioner Amado, Giano William B. Terry
Retained
7023850733(W)
Respondent Henderson City of Laurie A. Iscan
Retained

702-386-1070 x1490(W)

Respondent Stevens, Mark

EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT

01/28/2016 | Petition (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Scotti, Richard F.)

01/28/2016, 02/02/2016

Petition for Writ of Mandamus or, in the Altermative, Writ of Prohibition, Request for Order Shortening Time and for Stay of
Henderson Municipal Court Proceedings

Minutes
01/28/2016 9:00 AM
- Mr, Terry stated it recently receiv