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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINE OF Electronically Filed
Sep 23 2019 03:12 p.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown

Clerk of Supreme Cour
CASENO: 7505 t

JAMES A. COLIN, ESQ.
BAR NO. 6257

— N N ' s s e e’

NOTICE OF SERVICE TO THE COURTS

RE: ORDER OF SUSPENSION

[ hereby certify that I am an employee of the STATE BAR OF NEVADA, and
that on the 20th day of September, 2019, in accordance with SCR 121.1 (3), I served a
true and correct copy of this Court’s Order of Suspension filed September 19, 2019
(Exhibit 1), via electronic mail to the email addresses attached hereto (Exhibit 2).

DATED this 20th day of September, 2019.

Sonia Del Rio, Hearing Administrator
Office of Bar Counsel, State Bar of Nevada

3100 W. Charleston Boulevard, Ste. 100
Las Vegas, Nevada 89102

/17

/17

/1

/11

Docket 73031 Document 2019-39533




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, Sonia Del Rio, certify that I am a citizen of the United States, over 18 years of

age, a resident of Clark County, and not a party to the within action.

[ served a copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF SERVICE TO THE COURTS

RE: ORDER OF SUSPENSION via electronic mail to the email addresses attached

hereto as Exhibit 2, and by mailing a copy in a postage fully prepaid envelope for first-
class mail and deposited the same in the United States mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, on

September 20, 2019, as follows:

Respondent

James A. Colin, Esq.

2540 S. Maryland Pkwy., #175
Las Vegas, NV 89109

7

Sonia Del Rio, an Employee of the
State Bar of Nevada

3100 W. Charleston Blvd., Suite 100
Las Vegas, NV 89102.
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

IN THE MATTER OF DISCIPLINE OF ~ No. 73031
JAMES A. COLIN, BAR NO. 6257. 2 Fl L E D
SEP 19 2019
ELIZABETH A. BROWN
CLERK OF SUPREME COURT

N — e
Automatic review of a disciplinary board hearing panel’s

recommendation for attorney discipline.

Attorney suspended.

James A. Colin, Las Vegas,
in Pro Se.

Daniel M. Hooge, Bar Counsel, and Phillip J. Pattee and Bri F. Corrigan,
Assistant Bar Counsel, Las Vegas,
for State Bar of Nevada.

BEFORE THE COURT EN BANC.!

1Chief Justice Mark Gibbons and Justices Kristina Pickering, James
W. Hardesty, and Ron D. Parraguirre voluntarily recused themselves from
participation in the decision of this matter. Before their retirements,
Justices Michael L. Douglas and Michael A. Cherry also voluntarily recused
themselves. The Governor then appointed district court judges David A.
Hardy, Nathan Tod Young, Scott Freeman, Kimberly A. Wanker, Robert W.
Lane, and John Schlegelmilch to sit in place of the six recused justices.
Justices Elissa F. Cadish and Abbi Silver therefore did not participate in
the decision of this matter.
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OPINION

By the Court, STIGLICH, J.:

The Rules of Professional Conduct (RPC) establish ethical
guidelines for lawyers, some of which are mandatory and therefore define
proper conduct for purposes of professional discipline. We consider in this
matter whether to discipline attorney James A. Colin for violating rules that
direct lawyers not to engage in conduct intended to disrupt a tribunal (RPC
3.5(d)), not to make statements concerning a judge’s integrity or
qualifications that the lawyer knows to be false or with reckless disregard
as to the statements’ truth or falsity (RPC 8.2(a)), and not to act in a way
that is prejudicial to the administration of justice (RPC 8.4(d)). We conclude
that the State Bar proved that Colin made statements in pleadings to the
court concerning the integrity of several justices that he knew to be false or
with reckless disregard for their truth or falsity and that he engaged in
conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice, but the evidence does
not establish that Colin engaged in conduct intended to disrupt a tribunal
because the alleged conduct did not occur inside a courtroom or similar
setting. Considering the nature of the misconduct and similar discipline
cases, we conclude that a six-month-and-one-day suspension serves the
purpose of attorney discipline.

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

This discipline matter arises out of Colin’s representation of
condemned inmate Charles Lee Randolph in an appeal from a district court
order denying Randolph’s second postconviction petition for a writ of habeas
corpus. In that matter, former Justice Douglas voluntarily recused himself
because he had presided over Randolph’s trial, and Chief Justice Gibbons

and former Justice Cherry recused themselves because, when they were
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district court judges, they had written letters stating that the deputy
district attorney who prosecuted Randolj)h had always been professional in
his interactions with them, and those letters were submitted to this court
as part of the prosecutor’s response to an order to show cause that had been
entered in Randolph’s direct appeal. The remaining four justices on the
court at that time (Justices Pickering, Hardesty, Parraguirre, and Saitta)
decided Randolph’s second postconviction appeal, affirming the district
court'’s judgment. Randolph v. State, Docket No. 57959 (Order of
Affirmance, Jan. 24, 2014). The misconduct at issue here involves
statements that Colin included in several pleadings filed in the Randolph
matter after the court entered its disposition.
Colin’s statements in the Randolph matter

In a petition for rehearing and a motion to disqualify the four
Jjustices who signed the Randolph disposition, Colin made a number of
unsupported and outrageous remarks about the court and the justices,
many of which were unrelated to the matter on which he sought rehearing.
Those statements included, but are not limited to, the following:

[The Court had] the audacity to affirmatively
“alter” the appellate record to conform to the
Court’s dishonest actions and claims.

[Tlhe Court took its dishonesty to an
unprecedented new level, and...the Court
affirmatively fabricated a lie, blatantly contrary to
the record....Indeed, the Court’s own Order
proves that the Court is drunk with power, acting
like a lawless bully, just lying and cheating to
accomplish its evil objective to see Randolph dead.

[TIhe. four Justices...are vindictive, dishonest,
and totally biased....They have concocted false




and unsupportable legal theories . . . and appear to
be willing to do anything to achieve their evil aims.

The Justices are dishonest, and that dishonesty is
apparent from the record in this case, and also from
their active participation in a lengthy and ongoing
unconstitutional judicial scheme and conspiracy to
circumvent the Nevada Constitution, steal money
from the Nevada taxpayers, and put $30,000
unconstitutional dollars a year into their own,
and/or their judicial friend’s pockets.

[TThe Justices are engaged in an ongoing
conspiracy to circumvent the Nevada Constitution
through bogus “service” on a bogus “Law Library
Commission.”

Colin’s motion to disqualify the four justices was denied as untimely in an
order signed by Chief Justice Gibbons on March 25, 2014,

Colin filed a motion to strike the March 25 order and filed
another motion to disqualify the four justices and to re-disqualify Chief
Justice Gibbons and former Justices Cherry and Douglas, in which he
alleged that none of the seven justices could be fair and impartial. In that
motion, he made the following statements:

This Nevada Supreme Court has no respect
for the Nevada Constitution, or the law of the
United States of America. The Court’s despicable
and blatantly lawless actions have repeatedly
proven this sad truth.

[Flairness and honesty are anathema [sic] to this
Court, which seeks only to use its brute power to
make up lies, get paid, and wrongly blame others
for its evil objective—the lynching of Charles Lee
Randolph.
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Just because seven (7) dishonest elected
government officials conspire together to disobey
the law, and agree that lies are the truth, it sure
doesn’t mean their lies actually are the truth.

The Nevada Supreme Court works hard to this very
day to break the law, make up lies, and complete
the judicial lynching of Charles Lee Randolph.

Colin’s motions to strike the March 25 order and to disqualify all seven
justices were denied in an order signed by Chief Justice Gibbons on
September 17, 2014. In that order, Colin was also referred to the State Bar
of Nevada for investigation and a determination on the appropriateness of
discipline “based on the contemptuous tone and unsubstantiated
allegations in the pleadings.”

In response, Colin filed a motion to strike the September 17
order, arguing that Chief Justice Gibbons could not resolve the motions as
he had recused himself in the matter. In that motion, Colin asserted that
“Gibbons’ willful illegal behavior seems obviously motivated by a desire to
wrongly harm Mr. Randolph and his counsel” and the “vindictive and illegal
attempt to ‘discipline’ undersigned counsel” “is void and illegal, and simply
designed to retaliate.”

Because the motion to strike the September 17 order was
related to the motion to disqualify, the four justices who decided the
Randolph matter recused themselves from deciding the motion to strike.

'The Governor appointed three district court judges to decide the motion to
strike and, if necessary, the motion to disqualify. The appointed judges
granted the motion to strike the March 25 and September 17 orders,
concluding that because Chief Justice Gibbons had recused himself, he
could not undertake any administrative action in the case. Thereafter, the
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appointed judges denied the motions to disqualify the four justices who had
decided the Randolph matter. The petition for rehearing was then denied.
Bar proceedings

Following the referral in the September 17 order, the State Bar
filed a disciplinary complaint against Colin in April 2015, alleging that he
violated RPC 3.5(d) (conduct intended to disrupt a tribunal), RPC 8.2(a)
(false statement concerning the qualifications or integrity of a judge), and
RPC 8.4(d) (conduct prejudicial to the administration of justice). Colin filed
an answer, in which he admitted to filing the motions to disqualify and
strike, generally stating that they were valid and meritorious or reflected
his honest opinions or beliefs and generally denying that those pleadings
violated the RPCs. The State Bar and Colin entered into a conditional
guilty plea agreement, which was reviewed and rejected by a hearing panel.

After the hearing panel rejected the plea agreement, the matter
proceeded toa formal, contested hearing. Although Colin was served with
a notice of the formal hearing, he failed to appear. During the hearing, the
State Bar asserted that Colin’s pleadings in the Randolph matter violated
RPC 3.5, RPC 8.2, and RPC 8.4 because, in them, he demonstrated an
unwillingness to pursue proper legal remedies upon receiving a ruling with
which he disagreed and instead made numerous unfounded accusations
about the integrity, motives, and competence of the supreme court justices.
The panel concluded that Colin’s persistent conduct over an extended period
of time denigrated the legal system and devolved into a personal attack on
those attempting to administer justice. Based on those findings and
conclusions, the panel recommends this court suspend Colin for one year
and require him to pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility Exam as
a precondition to seeking reinstatement. The panel also recommends Colin
be ordered to pay the costs of the disciplinary proceeding including $2,500
Supneme Caurr
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under SCR 120(3). In support of its recommendation, the panel found three
aggravating circumstances (refusal to acknowledge the wrongful nature of
his conduct, vulnerability of the victim, and substantial experience in the
practice of law) and one mitigating circumstance (absence of a prior
disciplinary record).

DISCUSSION

Colin violated RPC 8.2(a) and RPC 8.4(d) but did not violate RPC 3.5(d)
Colin contends that the evidence does not support the panel’s

conclusions that he violated RPC 3.5(d), RPC 8.2(a), or RPC 8.4(d) because
“[t]he State Bar of Nevada intentionally lied to the hearing panel in an effort
to get [him] disciplined for telling the truth!”? (Emphasis omitted.) The
State Bar does not directly respond to this argument.

"2While Colin makes numerous other arguments, we conclude he
waived those arguments by failing to present them to the hearing panel.
See Old Aztec Mine, Inc. v. Brown, 97 Nev. 49, 52, 623 P.2d 981, 983 (1981)
(explaining that a point not argued below is “waived and will not be
considered on appeal”).

We acknowledge that Colin presents a novel procedural issue
regarding whether the hearing panel was required to render a written
decision rejecting his conditional guilty plea agreement. SCR 113(1)
provides that a “tendered plea is subject to final approval or rejection by the
supreme court if the stated form of discipline includes disbarment or
suspension” and SCR 105(2)(e) requires a hearing panel to “render a written
decision within 30 days of the conclusion of the hearing.” Many other states
have specific rules stating that if a hearing panel rejects a conditional guilty
plea, the guilty plea is withdrawn and will not be reviewed by the supreme
court, see, e.g., Alaska Bar Rule 22(h) (2018); N.J. Rule 1:20-10(b)3), 1:20-
15(g) (2019); N.M. Rule Annotated 17-211 (2019), but Nevada does not have
such a rule. We need not consider whether there was a procedural error
here because Colin failed to preserve this argument. '




The State Bar has the burden of showing by clear and
convincing evidence that Colin committed the violations charged. In re
Discipline of Drakulich, 111 Nev. 1556, 1566, 908 P.2d 709, 715 (1995). To
be clear and convineing, evidence “need not possess such a degree of force
as to be irresistible, but there must be evidence of tangible facts from which
a legitimate inference . . . may be drawn.” In re Discipline of Schaefer, 117
Nev. 496, 515, 25 P.3d 191, 204 (internal quotations marks omitted), as
modified by 31 P.3d 365 (2001). Our review of the panel’s findings of fact is
deferential, SCR 105(3)b), so long as they are not clearly erroneous and are
supported by substantial evidence, see Sowers v. Forest Hills Subdivision,
129 Nev. 99, 105, 294 P.3d 427, 432 (2013).3 But we review any conclusions
of law de novo. SCR 105(3)(b). Accordingly, we determine de novo whether
the factual findings establish an RPC violation. See LK Operating, LLC v.
Collection Grp., LLC, 331 P.3d 1147, 1157 (Wash. 2014) (stating, in a legal
malpractice action, that “[wlhether a given set of facts establish an RPC
violation is a question of law subject to de novo review”); see also Attorney
Grievance Comm’n v. Korotki, 569 A.2d 1224, 1234 (Md. 1990) (indicating
that whether a legal fee violates a disciplinary rule is a question of law).

RPC 3.5(d)

RPC 3.5(d) provides that “[a] lawyer shall not engage in conduct
intended to disrupt a tribunal.” Interpreting the same language in an
earlier version of the Rules of Professional Conduct, this court observed that
the provision “is designed to guard against in-court disruption of an ongoing
proceeding.” In re Discipline of Stuhff, 108 Nev. 629, 633, 837 P.2d 853, 855
(1992). In Stuhff, this court rejected the disciplinary panel’s finding that an

3The deference applied to factual findings in civil matters governs our
review of a hearing panel’s factual findings because SCR 105(3)(a) provides

that bar matters are treated the same as civil actions.
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attorney violated an earlier identically worded version of RPC 3.5(d),
agreeing with the attorney that the rule “only applies where actual physical
or verbal disruption in the courtroom occurs.” Id. Thus, “[ilf a lawyer takes
action outside a courtroom setting, it is virtually impossible that it could
‘disrupt’ a tribunal or be intended to do so in the sense contemplated by
Rule 3.5(d).” 2 Geoffrey C. Hazard, Jr., et al., The Law of Lawyering § 34.09,
at 34-15 (4th ed. supp. 2019). We see no reason to overrule Stuhff.
Accordingly, in order for Colin to have violated RPC 3.5(d), his conduct
would have had to occur during a tribunal’s proceeding.*

| Colin’s conduct did not occur in a courtroom setting. His
statements and conduct all occurred in writing, instead of in-person before
a tribunal. Thus, his conduct could not have disrupted the tribunal’s
proceeding in Randolph in the sense contemplated by RPC 3.5(d).
Accordingly, we conclude that vthe panel’s findings fail to establish that
Colin violated RPC 3.5(d).

RPC 8.2(a)

RPC 8.2(a) provides that “[a] lawyer shall not make a statement
that the lawyer knows to be false or with reckless disregard as to its truth
or falsity concerning the qualifications or integrity of a judge.” No matter
the offensive or unkind nature of an attorney’s statement, RPC 8.2(a) is
limited to statements of fact as opposed to opinion because only statements
-of fact can be true or false and RPC 8.2(a) is intended to protect the integrity
of the judicial system and the public’s confidence in it, instead of
“protectling] judges. .. from unkind or undeserved criticisms.” Attorney

4We note that a comment to the current model rule indicates that RPC
3.5(d) can apply to disruptive conduct during “any proceeding of a tribunal,
including a deposition.” Model Rules of Profl Conduct R. 3.5 cmt. 5 (Am.
Bar Ass’n 2018).
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Grievance Comm’n v. Frost, 85 A.3d 264, 274 (Md. 2014). Thus, based on
the rule’s plain language, there are three elements to an RPC 8.2(a)
violation: an attorney makes (1) a statement of fact that (2) impugns the
judge’s integrity or qualifications, (3) knowing the statement to be false or
with a reckless disregard for the statement’s truth. We address each
element in turn.

First, while many of Colin’s statements about the justices are
fairly characterized as opinions, substantial evidence supports the panel’s
findings that at least some of them were statements of fact. The strongest
examples of factual statements include Colin’s statements that the justices
“affirmatively ‘alter[ed]’ the appellate record”; “affirmatively fabricated a
lie, blatantly contrary to the record”; and have actively participated “in a
lengthy and ongoing unconstitutional judicial scheme and conspiracy to
circumvent the Nevada Constitution, steal money from the Nevada
taxpayers, and put $30,000 unconstitutional dollars a year into their own,
and/or their judicial friend’s pockets” by serving on the Law Library
Commission.

Second, substantial evidence supports the panel’s findings that
Colin’s statements concern the qualifications or integrity of the justices. In
particular, he accused them of lying, altering the record in a case, engaging
in an unconstitutional conspiracy, and stealing money from the taxpayers.

Finally, substantial evidence supports the panel’s findings that
Colin either knew the statements were false or made the statements with
reckless disregard for their truth. In particular, Coh’nA admitted in his
affidavit supporting one of the post-judgment disqualification motions that
he waited to assert the illegality of the justices’ compensation for service on
the library commission until after the decision in Randolph. He stated that
he “considered filing a Motion to Disqualify in 2011 based only on the

10




Justice’s [sic] unconstitutional participation in the conspiracy to circumvent

-the Nevada Constitution pursuant to the bogus ‘Library Commission’ but
decided to give the Justices the benefit of the doubt.” From that admission,
it can be inferred that Colin knew the compensation was not illegal and
made the false statement only because the court ruled against his client. At
the very least, substantial evidence supports the panel’s findings that Colin
made those statements with reckless disregard for the truth, as any
compensation for service on the Law Library Commission necessarily was
authorized by the Legislature.

In sum, the State Bar established by clear and convincing
evidence that Colin made statements of fact that impugned the justices’
integrity, with knowledge of the statements’ félsity or with reckless
disregard for whether they were false. Based on that evidence and giving
deference to the panel’s findings of fact,-we conclude that Colin violated RPC
8.2(a). '

RPC 8.4(d)

Finally, we consider whether the State Bar proved that Colin
violated RPC 8.4(d). RPC 8.4(d) provides that it is misconduct for an
attorney to “[elngage in conduct that is pféjﬁﬂicial to the administration of
Jjustice.” Interpreting the same language in an earlier version of RPC 8.4(d),
this court observed “that conduct that intentionally interferes with the
criminal justice and civil litigation processes generally is prejudicial to the
administration of justice.” Stuhff, 108 Nev. at 633-34, 837 P.2d at 855. For
purposes of this rule, “prejudice” requires “either repeated conduct causing
some harm to the administration of justice or a single act causing
substantial harm to the administration of justice.” Id. at 634, 837 P.2d at
855 (emphasis omitted). Unlike RPC 3.5(d) discussed above, RPC 8.4(d) can
be used to address conduct that occurs outside of a courtroom and is
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intended to or does disrupt a tribunal. See id. at 633-37, 837 P.2d at 855-
57 (imposing discipline under earlier version of RPC 8.4(d) to conduct that
occurred outside the courtroom but was intended to interfere with a court
proceeding).

Colin made repeated efforts to disqualify the four justices who
decided Randolph in an effort to either delay the proceedings or obtain
another panel of judges to decide the case anew. In particular, he filed
motions to disqualify afier the justices had entered a decision on the merits
and made serious charges of ethical and criminal violations by the justices
without any supporting factual allegations or cogent argument supported
by legal authority. From that conduct it can be inferred that Colin intended
to manipulate the appellate process by delaying the proceedings and
obtaining a new panel of judges to decide the case. His post-judgment
motion practice significantly delayed the final resolution of the Randolph
matter. Based on that evidence and giving deference to the panel’s findings
of fact, we conclude that Colin violated RPC 8.4(d).

The appropriate discipline

Lastly, we turn to the appropriate discipline for Colin’s
violations of RPC 8.2(a) and RPC 8.4(d). The hearing panel recommended
a one-year suspension and passage of the Multistate Professional
Responsibility Examination as a condition of reinstatement. Although that
recommendation is persuasive, Schaefer, 117 Nev. at 515, 25 P.3d at 204,
we determine the appropriate discipline de novo, SCR 105(3)(b). In doing
s0, we weigh fours factors: “the duty violated, the lawyer’s mental state, the
potential or actual injury caused by the lawyer’s misconduct, and the
existence of aggravating or mitigating factors.” In re Discipline of Lerner,
124 Nev. 1232, 1246, 197 P.3d 1067, 1077 (2008).
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Colin violated duties owed to the legal system: making false
statements about the integrity of a judge and engaging in conduct
prejudicial to the administration of justice. Colin’s mental state was
knowing, as he knew that if he sought to disqualify all of the supreme court
justices, the Randolph matter would be, at the very least, delayed. Colin’s
misc;mduct harmed the legal system and likely the public’s percepﬁon of
the legal system. The baseline sanction for his misconduct, before
consideration of aggravating and mitigating circumstances, is suspension.
See Compendium of Professional. Responsibility Rules and Standards:
Standards for Imposing Lawyer Sanctions, Standard 6.12 (Am. Bar Ass’n
2018) (recommending suspension for knowingly making false statements to
the court and causing an adverse't or potentially adverse effect on the legal
proceeding); id., Standard 7.2 (“Suspension is generally appropriate when a
lawyer knowingly engages in conduct that is a violation of a duty owed as a
professional and causes injury or potential injury to a client, the public; or
the legal system.”).

The panel found and the record supports two aggravating
circumstances (refusal to acknowledge the wrongful nature of his conduct
and substantial experience in the practice of law) and one mitigating
circumstance (absence of a prior disciplinary record). The panel also found
a third aggravating circumstance based on the vulnerability of the victim,
apparently on the theory that Colin’s misconduct delayed justice for
Randolph. That is not an appropriate application of the vulnerable-victim
aggravating circumstance. ¥ When. considering whether a victim is
“vulnerable,” courts typically look at the victim’s individual characteristics
such as age, level of éducation or sophistication, and physical or mental
disabilities or impairments. Annotated Standards for Imposing Lawyer
Sanctions § 9.22 (Am. Bar Ass’n 2015) (collecting cases). The record does
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not indicate that Randolph is vulnerable for purposes of this aggravating
factor. It also is not entirely clear that Randolph is a “victim” of the
professional misconduct at issue, given that RPC 8.2(a) and RPC 8.4(d)
implicate duties owed to the legal system rather than a client. Thus, only
the first two aggravating circumstances are supported by substantial
evidence. Considering the aggravating circumstances and mitigating
circumstance together, they do not support a deviation from the baseline
sanction of suspension.

Weighing all four factors, we agree with the panel’s
recommendation that a suspension is appropriate but not with the length
of the recommended suspension (one year), which is beyond what is
necessary to serve the purpose of attorney discipline. See State Bar of Nev.
v. Claiborne, 104 Nev. 115, 213, 756 P.2d 464, 527-28 (1988) (explaining
that the purpose of attorney discipline is to protect the public, the courts,
and the legal profession, not to punish the attorney). This court has
imposed shorter suspensions in similar cases. See In re Discipline of Lord,
Docket No. 73447 (Order of Suspension, Dec. 20, 2017) (suspending attorney
for six months and one day where the attorney had interrupted a proceeding
and made false accusations about the judge, causing the judge to recuse
himself and continue the trial); In re Discipline of Hafter, Docket No. 71744
(Order of Suspension, Nov. 17, 2017) (suspending an attorney for six months
where the attorney made statements on social networking sites that the
judge presiding over one of his matters was biased and anti-Semitic). In
light of these similar cases and the relevant factors discussed above, we
conclude that the purpose of attorney discipline is achieved through a six-
month-and-one-day suspension.

Accordingly, we suspend attorney James A. Colin from the

practice of law in Nevada for six months and one day commencing from the
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date of this decision. Because the imposed suspension is longer than six

months, Colin must petition the State Bar for reinstatement to the practice

of law. SCR 116. As a condition to seeking reinstatement, he must take

and pass the Multistate Professional Responsibility Exam. Colin shall pay

the costs of the disciplinary proceedings, including $2,500 under SCR

120(3), within 30 days of the date of this decision. The parties shall comply

with SCR 115 and SCR 121.1.

We concur;
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SCHLEGELMILCH, D.J., concurring in part and dissenting in part:
I write separately as I do not find the State Bar proved by clear

and convincing evidence that the element of “prejudicle] to the
administration of justice” existed as required by RPC 8.4(d).

Colin’s behavior clearly violated RPC 8.2(a). -“The Bar should
not viéw the majority opinion as limiting their ability to disagree with
factual or legal determinations made by a Nevada jurist or make valid
disqualification affidavits when supported by evidence of bias. Here, Colin’s
unsupported vexatious attack on the court cannot legitimately be
characterized as a professional disagreement with the factual or legal
determinations made in the Randolph order. In that respect, I concur with
the majority in finding the violation of RPC 8.2(a) was well supported by
clear and convincing evidence in the record.!

I respectfully disagree with the majority’s use of inferences to
establish that the record supports a finding of prejudice under RPC 8.4(d)
and that the actions of Colin “prejudicled] . . . the administration of justice.”
As stated by the majority, “it can be inferred that Colin intended to
manipulate the appellate process by delaying the proceedings and obtaining
a new panel of judges to decide the case” by repeated efforts to disqualify
the justices. Majority, supra, at 12. The hearing panel in this matter made
none of the findings inferred by the majority in the heariﬁg panel’s Findings

of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Recommendation. The State Bar complaint

1T also concur with the majority’s conclusion that Colin did not violate
RPC 3.5(d) and that by failing to present any evidence or argument at his
disciplinary hearing on his other stated grounds, he waived the same.
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itself only indicates that Colin “wasted court time and resources.” Further,
there was no evidence or argument presented relating to Colin’s intent in
the record of the disciplinary proceeding.

As the majority properly points out, In re Discipline of Stuhff
sets forth that in order to support a violation of RPC 8.4(d), “prejudice”
requires “either repeated conduct causing some harm to the administration
of justice or a single act causing substantial harm to the administration of
justice.” 108 Nev. 629, 634, 837 P.2d 853, 855 (1992) (emphasis omitted);
see also majority, supra, at 11. In Stuhff, there were specific supported
findings of delay and prejudice found by the hearing panel which were
upheld by this court. Id. In this matter, the hearing panel did not find that
a delay occurred, let alone that Colin had the intent to cause a delay.? [
cannot infer clear and convincing evidentiary support for “prejudic[e] to the
administration of justice” when there was none established or considered
by the hearing panel in the record. For those reasons, I dissent from the
majority as the State Bar did not present clear and convincing evidence of
a violation of RPC 8.4(d) to the hearing panel.

I do concur in the stated discipline for Colin’s violation of RPC
8.2(a). That violation, standing alone, in light of the stated aggravating and
mitigating circumstances, warrants the imposed discipline as it 1s in

conformity with discipline imposed for similar actions in the past by this

court. i
WM D.J.
/S'Cﬁlegelmfﬁl

2Colin’s hearing panel never made any findings that (1) any actual
delay occurred, (2) Colin intended to manipulate the appellate process, (3)
any delay was attributable to Colin, or (4) any delay was not a result of the
administrative processes of the court as described by the majority.
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NOTICE TO COURTS SERVICE LIST

COURT

CONTACT NAME

Beatty Township Justice Court

Sullivan, William Gus

Bunkerville Justice Court

Dodenbier, Darryll

1 _ CONTACTEMAIL
gsullivan@co.nye.nv.us

dodenbierd@clarkcountynv.gov

Caliente Municipal Court

Lenardson, Jack

court@cityofcaliente.com

Carson City Justice Court

Armstrong, Tom

ta rmstrong@carson.org

Carson City Municipal Court, Dept. 2

Tatro, John (#2)

jtatro@carson.org

Churchill County Justice Court

Richards, Mike

mrichards@churchillcounty.org

Clark County

Justice Court, Boulder

BoulderCityJCPR@clarkcountynv.gov

Clark County

Justice Court, Bunkerville

Bunkerville)JC@clarkcountynv.gov

Clark County

Justice Court, Goodsprings

Goodsprings)CPR@clarkcountynv.gov

Clark County Justice Court, Henderson See Justice Burr, Justice George, Justice Gibson Sr.,

Clark County See Judge Sciscento, Judge Letizia, Judge Saragosa, Judge Dustin-
Cruz, Judge Kern, Judge Bennett-Haron, Judge Zimmerman, Judge

Bonaventure, Judge Andress-Tobiasson, Judge Goodman, Judge

Justice Court, Las Vegas

Sullivan, Judge Baucum, Judge Chelini

Clark County

Justice Court, Laughlin

See Judge Atkins

Clark County Justice Court, Mesquite Mesquite)CPR@clarkcountynv.gov
Clark County Justice Court, Moapa Valley moapajusticecourt@clarkcountynv.gov
Clark County Justice Court, North Las Vegas northlvjusticecourt@clarkcountynv.gov
Clark County Justice Court, Searchlight Searchlight)CPR@ClarkCountyNV.gov
Clark County Fisher, Jacqueline fisheri@clarkcountycourts.us

Clark County Miller, Anntoinette millera@clarkcountycourts.us

Clark County Stowe, Tanjel stowet@clarkcountycourts.us

Clark County District Court

Vega, Valorie

VegaV@clarkcountycourts.us

Dayton Township

Vecchiarelli, Camille

cvecchiarelli@lyon-county.org

East Fork Justice Court

Perkins, Thomas

tperkins@douglas.nv.gov

Eighth Judicial District

Kephart, William (#2)

minddie.lloyd@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District

Kephart, William (Dept. XIX)

kephartw@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Adair, Valerie (Dept. XXI)

adairv@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Allf, Nancy (Dept. XXVII)

allfn@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Bailus, Mark B. (Dept. XVIII)

Depti8lc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Bare, Rob (Dept.XXXIl)

mosert@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Bell, Linda Marie (Dept. VII)

BellL@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Bixler, James

bix@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Brown, Lisa (Family) Dept T

brownli@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Burton, Rebecca (Family) Dept C

burtonr@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Cadish, Elissa (Dept. VI)

cadishe@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Cory, Kenneth (Dept. I)

kcory@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Crockett, Jim (Dept. XXIV)

dept24lc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Delaney, Kathleen (Dept. XXV)

Kathleen.Delaney@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Denton, Mark (Dept. XIlIl)

DentonM@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Duckworth, Bryce (Family Div.) Dept Q

DuckworthB@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Early, Kerry (Dept. IV)

earleyk@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Elliot, Jennifer (Family Div.) Dept L

Elliot)@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Ellsworth, Carolyn (Dept. V)

EllsworthC@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Escobar, Adriana (Dept. XIV)

escobara@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Fernandez, Mark (Judicial Ex. Asst —
Dept. N)

FERNANDEZM @ CLARKCOUNTYCOURTS.US

Eighth Judicial District Court

Gentile, Denise L. (Family) Dept F

gentiled@clarkcountycourts.us
millerb@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Giuliani, Cynthia (Family) Dept K

GiulianiC@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Gonzalez, Elizabeth (Dept. XI)

GonzalezE@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Hardy, Joe (Dept. XV)

deptlSlc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Harter, Mathew (Family Div. — Dept.
N)

HarterMa@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Henderson, Bill (Family Div.) Dept R

HendersonB@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Herndon, Douglas (Dept. I1l)

herndond@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Hoskin, Charles (Family Div.) Dept E

hoskinc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Hughes, Rena G. (Family) Dept

Lackerj@clarkcountycourts.us
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CONTACT EMAIL

Eighth Judicial District Court

Israel, Ron (

israelr@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

lohnson, Eric (Dept. XX)

MuranakaK@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Johnson, Susan (Dept. XXII)

johnsonsu@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Jones, David (Dept. XXIX)

linns@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Jones, Tierra D. (Dept. X)

Tierra.jones@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Kishner, Joanna (Dept. XXXI)

kishnerj@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Leavitt, Michelle (Dept. XII)

leavittm@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Marquis, Linda (Family) Dept B

marquisl@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Miley, Stefany (Dept. XXI1I)

MileyS@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Moss, Cheryl (Family Div.) Dept |

mossc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Ochoa, Vincent (Family Div.) Dept S

ochoav@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Pomrenze, Sandra (Family) Dept P

PomrenzeS@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Potter, William (Family Div.) Dept M

potterw@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Ritchie, Jr., T. Arthur (Family Div.)
Dept. H

ritchiea@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Sanchez, Gloria

sanchezg@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Scotti, Richard (Dept. II)

deptO2lc@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Smith, Douglas E. (Dept. VIII)

douglas.smith@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Steel, Cynthia Diane (Family Div.)
Dept G

steeld@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Sturman, Gloria (Dept. XXVI)

sturmang@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Sullivan, Frank (Family Div.) Dept O

SullivanF@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Teuton, Robert (Family Div.) Dept D

TeutonR@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Togliatti, Jennifer (Dept. IX)

Togliattil@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Villani, Michael (Dept. XVII)

VillaniM@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Voy, William (Family Div.) Dept A

VoyW@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Weiss, Kimberly (Family Div.)

WeissK@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Wiese, Jerry A. (Dept. XXX)

wiesej@clarkcountycourts.us

Eighth Judicial District Court

Williams, Timothy (Dept. XVI)

williamst@clarkcountycourts.us

Eleventh Judicial District Court

Shirley, Jim

Jshirleyl@11thjudicialdistrictcourt.net

Eleventh Judicial District Court

Wilkerson, Frank (Court Clerk)

Clerk-Admin@11thjudicialdistrictcourt.net

Elko County Court

Feasel, Teri

tfeasel@elkocountynv.net

Ely Justice Court

Bishop, Stephen

sibishop.esq@gmail.com

Esmeralda Township Justice Court

Colvin, Juanita

esmjusticecourt@yahoo.com

Eureka County Justice Court

Dorothy Rowley

drowley@eurekacountynv.gov

Eureka County Justice Court

Jensen, Amy (Court Manager)

ajensen@eurekacountynv.gov

Eureka County Justice Court

Stith, Lindsay (Deputy Court Clerk)

Istith@eurekacountynv.gov

Fallon Municipal Court

Lister, Mike

mlister@fallonnevada.gov

Fernley Municipal Court

Matheus, Lori

Imatheus@cityoffernley.org

Fernley Township

Bennett, Robert

rbennett@lyon-county.org

Fifth Judicial District Court

Klapper, Jennifer (Nye Cnty)

tic@co.nye.nv.us

Fifth Judicial District Court

Lane, Robert

rlane@co.nye.nv.us

Fifth Judicial District Court

Wanker, Kimberly

kwanker@co.nye.nv.us

First Judicial District Court

Judge Russell, James T. (Carson City)

jrussell@carson.org

First Judicial District Court

Wilson, Jim (Carson City)

jwilson@carson.org

Fourth Judicial District

Kacin, Alvin

akacin@elkocountynv.net

Fourth Judicial District Court

Boatman, Brian (Eastline JP)

bboatman@westwendovercity.com

Fourth Judicial District Court

Calton, Pat (Elko/Wells JP)

ipwells@elkocountynv.net

Fourth Judicial District Court

Hester, Brad (Jackpot)

bhester@elkocountynv.net

Fourth Judicial District Court

Mierins, Andrew (Family)

amierins@elkocountynv.net

Fourth Judicial District Court

Porter, Nancy Lynn

nporter@elkocountynv.net

Fourth Judicial District Court

Simons, Mason E.

msimons@elkocountynv.net

Hawthorne County Justice

Norcutt, Letty (Union Township)

justice@hcnv.us

Hawthorne Justice Court

Gunter, Jay

mincojpgunter@sbcglobal.net
rhamrey@mineralcountynv.org

Henderson Justice Court

Bateman, Sam

sam.bateman@clarkcountynv.gov

Henderson Justice Court

Gibson, Sr., David

GibsonD@clarkcountynv.gov

Henderson Municipal Court

Bender, Melissa

mmb@cityofhenderson.com
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Henderson Municipal Court

George, Stephen

sgeorge@clarkcountynv.gov

Henderson Municipal Court

Hedger, Douglas

douglas.hedger@cityofhenderson.com

Henderson Municipal Court

Stevens, Mark

mark.stevens@cityofhenderson.com

Henderson Municipal Court

Zihlmann, Bill

wiz@cityofhenderson.com

Las Vegas Justice Court

Chelini, Amy (dept. 14)

Amy.Chelini@clarkcountynv.gov

Las Vegas Justice Court

Haviland, Dawn

hav@clarkcountynv.gov

Las Vegas Justice Court

Kern, Rebecca (Dept 6)

Rebecca.Kern@clarkcountynv.gov

Las Vegas Justice Court

Letizia, Harmony (Dept. 3)

Harmony.Letizia@clarkcountynv.gov

Las Vegas Justice Court

Tommasino, Joe

Joe.Tommasino@clarkcountynv.gov

Las Vegas Municipal

Campbell, Cara (Dept. 3)

cacampbell@lasvegasnevada.gov

Las Vegas Municipal Court

Brown, Bert (Dept. 4)

bmbrown@lasvegasnevada.gov

Las Vegas Municipal Court

Kerns, Cedric (Dept. 5)

ckerns@lasvegasnevada.gov

Las Vegas Municipal Court

Viado, Cari

cviado@LlasVegasNevada.GOV

Laughlin Justice Court

Atkins, Tim

atkinst@clarkcountynv.gov

Logandale Municipal Court/Moapa
Valley Township Justice Court

Waite, D. Lanny

tobit@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Andress-Tobiasson, Melanie

Melanie.Andress-Tobiasson@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Baucum, Suzan

Suzan.Baucum@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Bennett-Haron, Karen

Karen.Bennett@clarkcountynv.gov
delois.williams@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Bonaventure, Joe

Joe.Bonaventure@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Cruz, Cynthia

Cynthia.Cruz@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Goodman, Eric

Eric.Goodman@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Kampling, Kim (Justice Crt
Administrator / Deputy Clerk)

kim.kampling@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Saragosa, Melissa

Melissa.Saragosa@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Sciscento, Joseph

Joseph.Sciscento@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Sullivan, Diana

Diana.Sullivan@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Justice Court

Zimmerman, Ann

Ann.Zimmerman@clarkcountynv.gov

LV Municipal Court

Hastings, Martin (Dept. 6)

mdhastings@lasvegasnevada.gov

LV Municipal Court

Leung, Cynthia (Dept. 1)

cleung@®lasvegasnevada.gov

LV Municipal Court

Roger, Susan (Dept. 2)

sroger@lasvegasnevada.gov

Moapa Justice Court

Kolhoss, Ruth

kolhr@clarkcountynv.gov

Nevada Appellate Court

Gibbons, Michael

michaelgibbons@nvcourts.nv.gov

Nevada Court of Appeals Tao, Jerome jtao@nvcourts.nv.gov

Nevada Court of Appeals, Dept. 3 Silver, Abbi Silver@nvcourts.nv.gov

Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals Don Lewis don lewis@ca9.uscourts.gov
Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals Ed Schiffer ed schiffer@ca9.uscourts.gov

Ninth Judicial District Court

Gregory, Thomas Wayne

tgregory@douglas.nv.gov

Ninth Judicial District Court

Young, Nathan Tod

ntyoung@douglas.nv.gov

NLV Justice Court March, Terri TMR®@clarkcountynv.gov
No LV Municipal Court Ramsey, Catherine Katesg923@aol.com
No. LV Justice Court Lee, Chris leec@clarkcountynv.gov

North Las Vegas Justice Court

Hoeffgen, Sean

dixonm@ci.north-las-vegas.nv.us

North Las Vegas Justice Court

Hoo, Kalani K (Chief Judge)

hoo@ClarkCountyNV.gov

North Las Vegas Justice Court, Dept. 2

Tyrrell, Natalie

tyrrelnl@clarkcountynv.gov

Nye County

Justice Court, Beatty

bjc@co.nye.nv.us

Nye County

Justice Court, Pahrump

See Judge Jasperson

Nye County

Justice Court, Tonopah

tic@co.nye.nv.us

Pahranagat Valley Justice Court

Holton, Nola

nholton@lincolnnv.com

Pahrump Justice Court

Brisebill, Christina

tbrisebill@co.nye.nv.us

Pahrump Justice Court

Jasperson, Kent

kiasperson@co.nye.nv.us

Reno Municipal Court

Drakulich, Gene

drakulichg@reno.gov

Reno Municipal Court

Holmes, Dorothy Nash (Dept. Three)

holmesd@reno.gov

Reno Municipal Court

O’Neill, Shelly (Dept. Two)

oneills@reno.gov

Reno Municipal Court

Riggs, Tammy (Dept. Four)

riggst@reno.gov

Searchlight Justice Court

Hill, Richard

hillrichard@clarkcountynv.gov
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Second Judicial District Court

Graham, Terry

TEGraham@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Judge David Hardy (Reno)

david.hardy@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial Court

Lu, Cynthia (Reno Family — Dept 5)

Dianne.Talley@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial Court

Bridget.peck@washoecourts.us /
janet.taylor@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District

Justice Court, Incline Village Township

ffash@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Breslow, Barry L (Reno — Dept 8)

Christine.Kuhl@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Bryant, Jackie

Jackie.Bryant@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Doherty, Frances (Reno Family - 12)

frances.doherty@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Drakulich, Kathleen (Reno - Dept 1)

Deptl@washoecourts.us

Danielle.Kent@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Flanagan, Patrick (Chief Judge )(Reno —
Dept 7)

patrick.flanagan@washoecourts.us
Kathryn.Sims@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Freeman, Scott (Reno)

brianne.anderson@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Gardner, Linda

linda.gardner@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Hardy, David (Reno — Dept 15)

Shannon.parke@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Hascheff, Pierre (JP-Reno)

pierre.hascheff@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Higgins, Kevin (JP-Sparks)

khiggins@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Humke, David (Reno Family — Dept 14)

Martha.Casique@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Polaha, Jerome (Reno — Dept 3)

jerry.polaha@washoecourts.us
Jerrine.Ulleseit@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Robb, Bridget E. (Reno Family - Dept
13)

Janet.Taylor@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Sattler, Elliott A. (Reno)

Sheila.Mansfield@washoecourts.us
Mikki.White@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Schroeder, Jack

jschroeder@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Schumacher, Deborah

deborah.schumacher@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Simons, Lynne K. (Reno — Dept 6)

Heidi.Boe@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Spoo, James

jspoo@cityofsparks.us

Second Judicial District Court

Steinheimer, Connie (Reno — Dept 4)

judge.steinheimer@washoecourts.us

Audrey.Austin@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Tiras, E. Alan

atiras@washoecou nty.us

Second Judicial District Court

Walker, Egan (Reno Family — Dept 2)

egan.walker@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Weller, Chuck (Reno Family — Dept 11)

chuck.weller@washoecourts.us

Second Judicial District Court

Wilson, Chris (JP-Sparks)

cwilson@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial Justice Court

Clifton, David (JP-Reno)

dclifton@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial Justice Court

Lynch, Patricia (JP-Reno)

plynch@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial Justice Court

Pearson, Scott (JP-Reno)

spearson@washoecounty.us

Second Judicial Justice Court

Sferrazza, Pete (JP-Reno)

psferrazza@washoecounty.us

Seventh Judicial District Court

Dobrescu, Steven L. (Dept. 1)

sdobrescu@whitepinecountynv.gov

Seventh Judicial District Court

Fairman, Gary D. (Dept. 2)

GFairman@whitepinecountynv.gov

Sixth Judicial District Court

Bunch, Max (Argenta Township JP)

mbunch@ nvcourts.state.nv.us

Sixth Judicial District Court

Dory, Joseph

joedory@gmail.com

Sixth Judicial District Court

Montero, Michael

mikemontero@hcdcnv.com

Sixth Judicial District Court

Schaeffer, Bill (Austin Township JP)

Lander lawyer@vyahoo.com

Sixth Judicial District Court

Stephens, Karen R. (Lake Township JP)

karens@pershingcounty.net

Sixth Judicial District Court

Wagner, Richard

mhodges@11thjudicialdistrictcourt.net

Sparks Municipal Court

McCarthy, Barbara

bmccarthy@cityofsparks.us

Storey County Justice Court

Herrington, Eileen

eherrington@storeycounty.org

Tahoe Justice Court

Glasson, Richard

tahoe.justice.court@gmail.com

Tenth Judicial District Court

Stockard, Thomas

tstockard@churchillcourts.org

Third Judicial District Court

Aberasturi, Leon

laberasturi@lyon-county.org

Third Judicial District Court

Schlegelmilch, John

jschlegelmilch@lyon-county.org

U.S. District Court

Quintero, Lorena

lorena quintero@ nvd.uscourts.gov

US Bankruptcy Court

Duffy, Linda

Linda Duffy@nvb.uscourts.gov

US Bankruptcy Court

Schott, Mary

Mary Schott@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Beesley, Bruce (Bankruptcy)

btb cd@nvb.uscourts.gov
mary schott @n\:’b.USCOUl’tS.EOV
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saira_chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Boulware, Richard

Richard Boulware@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Chaudry, Saira (Bankruptcy)

saira_chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Cobb, William G. (Reno)

William Cobb@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Cooke, Valerie P. (Reno)

Valerie Cooke@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Davis, Laurel E. (Bankruptcy)

led cd@nvb.uscourts.gov
mary schott@nvb.uscourts.gov
saira_chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Dawson, Kent

Kent Dawson@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Dorsey, Jennifer

Jennifer Dorsey@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Du, Miranda (Reno)

Miranda Du@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Ferenbach, Cam (Magistrate)

Cam Ferenbach@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Foley, George W. (Magistrate)

George Foley@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Freeman, Amber

Amber Freeman@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

George, Lloyd

Lloyd George@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Gordon, Andrew

Andrew_Gordon@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court Griffin, Lia Lia_Griffin@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court Hicks, Larry R. (Reno) Larry Hicks@nvd.uscourts.gov
US District Court Hoffman, Bill Bill Hoffman@nvd.uscourts.gov
US District Court Hoffman, Carl (Magistrate Judge) Carl.Hoffman@nvd.uscourts.gov
US District Court Hunt, Roger Roger Hunt@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Jones, Robert Clive

Clive Jones@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Koppe, Nancy (Magistrate)

Nancy Koppe@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Landis, August (Bankruptcy)

abl cd@nvb.uscourts.gov
mary schott@nvb.uscourts.gov
saira_chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Leen, Peggy (Magistrate)

Peggy Leen@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Mahan, James

James Mahan@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

McKibben, Howard D. (Reno)

Howard McKibben@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

McQuaid, Robert A. Jr. (Reno)

Bob McQuaid@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Nakagawa, Mike (Bankruptcy)

Mkn cd@nvb.uscourts.gov
mary schott@nvb.uscourts.gov
saira chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Navarro, Gloria

Gloria Navarro@nvd.uscourts.gov

US District Court

Papez, Dan. L.

dlpapez@mwpower.net

US District Court

Zive, Gregg W. (Bankruptcy)

Gregg zive@nvb.uscourts.gov
mary_schott@nvb.uscourts.gov
saira_chaudry@nvb.uscourts.gov

Winnemucca Justice Court

Wambolt, Gene

justice@hcnv.us

Yerington Township

Fletcher, Michael

mfletcher@Ilyon-county.org




