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Pursuant to Nevada Rule of Appellate Procedure 29, the Reporters
Committee for Freedom of the Press and the Nevada Press Association
(collectively, the “amici”) respectfully move for leave to file their proposed brief of
amici curiae in support of neither party, filed herewith.?

Amici are media organizations that represent the interests of journalists and
freedom of the press, as set forth below. Amici submit the attached brief to aid the
Court for the limited purpose of identifying the correct standard of review to apply
when reviewing the grant or denial of a special motion to dismiss under
NRS 41.660. Amici and their counsel are well-versed in Nevada’s Anti-SLAPP law
and its legislative history, and are in a position to inform the Court as to why de novo
review is the proper standard to review the grant or denial of an Anti-SLAPP
motion. Amici are particularly concerned about establishing case law that correctly
defines the standard of review here because their members benefit significantly

from an Anti-SLAPP statute that provides the greatest degree of protection possible.

1 In accordance with NRAP 29(a), amici have attempted to obtain written
consent of counsel to the filing of their proposed amici brief. Counsel for
Appellants have informed amici that they consent to the filing of the proposed
amicus brief. Counsel for amici contacted counsel for Respondents by telephone
on February 15, 2018, and informed Respondents’ counsel of amici’s intent to file
the amicus brief and its substance. Counsel for Respondents informed counsel for
amici on February 21, 2018 that Respondents would not consent to amici filing a
brief in this matter.
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A description of amici follows:

The Reporters Committee for Freedom of the Press is an unincorporated
nonprofit association. The Reporters Committee was founded by leading
journalists and media lawyers in 1970, when the nation’s news media faced an
unprecedented wave of government subpoenas forcing reporters to name
confidential sources. Today it provides pro bono legal representation, amicus
curiae support, and other legal resources to protect First Amendment freedoms and
the newsgathering rights of journalists.

The Nevada Press Association is the formal trade organization for the
newspaper industry in Nevada. It is a voluntary nonprofit association that
represents 6 daily and 37 nondaily newspapers in Nevada, as well as 4 online news
services.

Amici also recognize that this motion for leave is technically late. NRAP
29(f) provides that “[a]n amicus curiae that does not support either party must file
its brief no later than 7 days after the appellant’s opening brief is filed.” The Court
may, however, “grant leave for later filing, specifying the time within which an
opposing party may answer.” Id. Appellants filed their opening brief on August
21, 2017. However, amici seek leave to file a brief that solely addresses an issue
raised for the first time in Respondents’ Answering Brief, which was filed February

7, 2018. The need for amici’s involvement in this case did not arise prior to
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Respondents’ Answering Brief, and so the Court should look at February 7, 2018
as the relevant date in determining whether to allow amici to file their proposed
amicus brief. Because the proposed amicus brief will assist the Court in
determining the applicable standard of review, and because amici have requested
leave to file it as soon as practicable upon learning of the need for their involvement,

the Court should grant amici leave to file their proposed amicus brief.

Dated February 22, 2018. RANDAZZA LEGAL GRoOuP, PLLC

/s/ Marc J. Randazza

Marc J. Randazza (NV Bar No. 12265)
4035 S. El Capitan Way
Las Vegas, Nevada 89147

Counsel for Amici Curiae
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Anat Levy, Esq.
ANAT LEVY & ASSOCIATES, P.C.
5841 E. Charleston Blvd., #230-421
Las Vegas, NV 89142

Jennifer Abrams, Esq.
THE ABRAMS & MAYO LAW FIRM
6252 S. Rainbow Blvd., Ste. 100
Las Vegas, NV 89118

Dennis L Kennedy, Esq.
Joshua Gilmore, Esq.
BAILEY KENNEDY
8984 Spanish Ridge Ave.
Las Vegas, NV 89148-1302

Dated: February 22, 2018

/s/ Marc J. Randazza
Marc J. Randazza
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