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AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-05016 

PAGE FIVE 

OENITOURTNARY TRACI'  r 
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ENDOCRINE SYSTNN: 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 09106 
(702) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-05016 

PAGE SIX 

HUSCULOSIELETAL SYSTEM* 

OTHER EXAMINATION, 

PLACENTA: 

MICROSCOPIC EXAMINATIOS 

Dirsonthsation is reetrktod. 
Secondery dissavelnetion of this door:new la pathiblted. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89108 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Casa Number: 12-05016 
CORONER  

 

PAGE SEM 

RADIOGRAPHS 

SPECIKIINS OBTAIN= 

TOXICOLOGY, Cavity fluid, liver and brain are obtained. 

TIMM Representative sections of all of the major organs are 
retained. 

Dissernkartion ka restricted. 
Secondary dissemination of this document Is prehibited. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 80106 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 1247909 

September 1, 2012 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

PATHOLOGICAL ERANDIATION ON The BODY OF 

PIFLITS WHITE, 

PATHOLOGIC. DIAGNOSES 

I. Intrauterine fetal demise - stillborn male fetus. 
II. Acute choriosmnionitis and funisitis, per pathology 

report/medical records. 
III. Moderate decomposition. 

OPINION 

CAUSE OP DRAMs This 20 - 22 week old male stillborn died of 
intrauterine fetal demise due to acute chorioamnionitis and 
funisitis. 

MANNER OF MATER NATURAL. 

COMM 

Given the body weight and length, the estimated gestation age of 
this stillborn male fetus was 20 to 22 weeks. 

Review of the medical records indicated that the mother had 
delivered vaginally, at home and "did not know• she was 

pregnant. The placenta was examined and found to be immature. 
Acute chorioamnionitis and funisitis along with vasculitis were 
identified. It appeared that no organism was cultured. 

DINSOMilliallf is roodietod. 
Secondary diesootinotion of Wm document le prohibited. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

La* Vegas, NV 69106 
(702) 4504210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-07909 

Lisa Gavin, MD, MPH 
Medical Examiner 
Clark County Coroner 
Las Vegas►. NV 

LG/jphlatau 

Oissomkistlan is restrided. 
Secondary dissernItsitlas of Ws docuatint prolteltod.
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Clerk County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 110105 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cue Meeker. 1247909 

ADD UM 

Lisa Gavin, MD, MPH 
Medical Examiner 
Clark County Coroner 
Las Vegas, NV 

LG/jph/amu 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 80106 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number. 12-07909 

September 1, 2012 

POSTMORTEM RUMINATION ON THE MDT OF 

Fetus White 

PEDIATRIC POSTMORTEM( sassimarrom 

An autopsy examination is performed on the body of tentatively 
identified as White, Fetus at the Clark County Coroner's Office, 
on the lit  day of September, 2012, commencing at 1045 hours. 

The body is identified by a Clark County Coroner/Medical 
Examiner `toe tag", associated with the body which contains the: 
Clark County Coroner Case 12-7909; Name: White, Fetus; Date of 
Death: 07/14/2012; Time of Death: 1156 hours; CCCO Investigator: 
MS257. 

EXTERNAL EXAMINATION (=CLUEING INJURIES) 

The body is received clad in a plaid bonnet. 

Personal effects accompanying the body are a plaid blanket and a 
plaid crocheted patch. 

Evidence of postmortem change includes a brown-yellow 
discoloration of the body with drying of the akin. 

Disiontinailog is imatikted 
Saccade"),  dissernitaintan of Ws document is proldbftd.
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Clark.County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12479119 

PAGE TWO 

The body is cold (refrigerated). Rigor mortis is receded. 
Livor mortis is not appreciated due to decomposition. 

Identifying marks or scars: 

No identifying marks or scars are readily apparent. 

Medical intervention: 

Dissenensdon is reetrkted 
Secondary dissemination of this document lit prohibited 

I.VR.1108 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 69106 
(702) 456-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12.07909 

PAGE THREE 

EVIDENCE OF INJURY 

NO injuries are identified on external and internal examination. 

INTERNAL EXAMINATION (EXCLUDING INJURIES) 

BODY CAVITIES: 

HEAD (CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM): 

NECK AND PHARYNX: 

Disserornatfon Is rsattictsd. 
Secondary dlearnelnation of this document is prohibited. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 455.3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Casa Number: 12-07909 

PAGE FOUR 

CARDIOVASCULAR SYSTEM  i 

RESPIRATORY SYSTEM: 

LIVER AND BILIARY SYSTEM: 

Dlaseminetion is nuthicted. 
Secondary diesemfeation ol this document la prohibited. 

l.VR.11 10 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number 12-07909 

PAGE FIVE 

ALXIIIXNTARY TRACT g 

GRNITOVRINARY TRACT I 

RETICULOKRECYMEIJAL SYSTEM t 

Dissruolnation is restricted. 
Secondary disearelnadon of this docurnont is proldIsIted. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 09108 
(102) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-07999 

PAGE SIX 

XUSCOLOOXELITAL OMNI; 

MICROSCOPIC XXXICUIATIOX 

RADIOGRAPHS 

SPXCXXxXX OBTAIMXO 

TOXICOLOGY; Liver and brain tissue are obtained. 

TOXICOLOGY RESOLTS$ 

TIME' Representative sections of all of the major organs are 
retained. 

Mowbatten is wand 
clissosinellon OV W. docerriont is prohibited
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 89100 
(702) 450-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cum Number: 12-08371 

September 14, 2012 

AUTOPSY REPORT. 

PATHOLOGICAL SXAMINATION ON TI ON BODY or 

BABY SOY =CHARD 

PATHOLOGIC nramege 

Z. Prematurity. 
k. Ryes partially fused. 
S. Testes undo...ended. 
C. Immature lung tissue, per histology. 
D. Immature brain tissue, pez histology. 
Premature rupture of membranes, per medical records. 

XII. Placenta with acute inflammation on fetal surface (early 
aborioamnionitis) end acute inflammatiod of umbilical cord 
(funisitis). 

rv. 

v. 
VI. 

OPINION 

CAUSE OF DRAM This 22-week-old male infant, Baby Boy Rickard, 
died of prematurity due to pre* ature rupture of membrane. due to 
chorioamnionitia and funisitis. 

NON.= OF MATH' NATURAL. 

Dissemination is nratriebrd. 
Seem*, disisnikaiion of Ibis document is prohibited.

LVRJ113 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89105 
(702) 4654210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-00311 

°imam 

Chorloamnionitie and funteitis commonly cause premature rupture 
of membranes and often correspondingly premature birth. 
Consequently, the presence of intrauterinh infection Inipersedes 
the once of methamphetamine. 

a Ga MPH 
Medical Examiner 
Clark County Coroner 
Las Vegas, NV 

LO/r1s/amu 

DISS111111180019 a resaleted. 
Ihreandary dhoomlnation at* cioannett Is prohibited.
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 4664210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

September 14, 2012 

poem:mem XXAMIMATION Obt THB BODY OF 

Baby Boy Wickard 

MUT= POSTMORIMI FACAKTWATIOF 

An autopsy examination is performed on the body of Wickard, Baby 
Boy at the Clark County Coroner's Office, on the 14th day of 
September, 2012, commencing at 1130 hours.. 

The body is .received within a sealed body bag (seal #048509), 
which is opened on 08-14-22 at 0718 hours by B.K. #298. The body 
is identified by a Clark COunty Coroner/Medical Examiner "toe 
tag" that is associated wit the body, which contains the seal 
#048509 and the Clark County Cokoner Case 12-8371, Name: Bat* 
Boy Wickard; Date of Death: 09/23/12; Time of Death: 1624 hours: 
CCOO investigator; LM. 068. 

ECTSBNAL IZAWZMATIOW (=Loma moms) 

The body is received unclad. 

There are no accompanying personal effects. 

The body is cool. There is no evidence of postmortem .change, 
attention from a mortician, or organ procurement. Rigor mortis 
is receded. The body is slightly macerated and pink in color. 

Damon irrserrlatod. 
Sacondity dlassasinstion of Ma document Is piehelted.

LVR3115 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 4554 210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

PAGE TWO 

IDENTIFYING NARKS/SCARS: 

No identifying marks or scare are readily apparent. 

DIssessinefon Is rastricted. 
Secondary dissossInstkon of thht dactuntsfst it prohlbltatt. 

I VR.11 16 
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Clark Coufity Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 09108 
(702) 455.3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

PAGE THREE 

EVIDENCE OF MEDICAL INTERVENTION: 

EVIDENCE OF ZuJuRYI 

No injuries are identified on external and internal examination. 

XNTERNAL EXAMINATION (EXCLUDING INJURIES) 

BODY CAVITIES: 

BEAD (CENTRAL NERVOUS SYSTEM): 

Olasemtnetion Is rastrfeted. 
Secondary dtesemlnedon of this document Is prohibited.

LVRJ117 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

PAGE FOUR 

NRCX AND PHARYNX: 

CARDIOVASCULAR. SYSTEM!: 

RESPIRATORY SYSTEM: 

Disseininetfon Is restricted. 
Secondary dissensirsatfon of this document is prehtelted.

LVRJ118 

139 



Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 09106 
(702) 485-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

PAGE FIVE 

.LIVER AND BILIARY OYSTRKI 

ALIMENTARY TRACT:. 

GENITOURINARY TRACT! 

Dissentkortion Is rasaichicf. 
Sawa:defy alfaarrafaaaan at fhb document Si Futphibtted.
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto. Lane 

Lae Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number 12-08371 

PAGE SIX 

RETTCOLOENDOTHELIAL SYSTEM: 

NDOCRINB SYSTEM: 

MUSCULOSEELETAL SYSTEM: 

PLACENTA: 

Received in a separate container is a 259 gram placenta with 
attached umbilical cord. ' 

Dissemination is madded. 
Secondary dissemination of this document la prohibited.
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Volga', NV 89100 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-08371 

PAGE SEVEN 

MICROSCOPIC EXAMINATION 

Lungs (#6): 
Heart (#3): 
Conduction syetem (#33: 
Kidneys (#2): 

Adrenal (#2): 
Gonads (#2): 
Liver (#5): 

Spleen (#5): 
Pancreas (#5): 

Thymus (#5): 
Trachea (#9): 

Epiglottis (#9): 

Brain (411): 
Placenta (#4): 

Placenta - maternal surface (#7) 3 

Dissendnadan r. restricted. 
Secondary dissemination of this document is prohibited 

I,V1:.1121 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 80105 
(702)4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cm Number: 12-00371 

PAGE EIGHT 

Placenta - fe surface (SS): 

NICROBIOLOW 

R*DXOGRAPRS 

SPNCEKBKB OBTAMORD 

ToXICOLOGrs Chest blood/heart. blood and liver tissue are 
obtained. 

sox cOLOGT RROWITS, 

TIOSONI Representative sections of all of the major organs are 
retained. 

NETANOLIC SCREEN' 

Dissenkmeoti is residated. 
Secondary diarekinadon of thin docturriont Is pohnitod. 
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MEMO 
MARGARET A MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300; Fax: (702) 425-8220 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY NEVADA 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, 

Petitioner, 
vs. 

CLARK COUNTY OFFICE OF THE 
CORONER/MEDICAL EXAMINER, 

Respondent. 

Case No.: A-17-758501-W 

Dept. No.: XXIV 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
APPLICATION PURSUANT TO  
NEV. REV. STAT. & 239.001/ 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS/ APPLICATION FOR 
DECLARATORY AND  
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

COMES NOW Petitioner the Las Vegas Review-Journal (the "Review-Journal"), 

by and through its undersigned counsel, and hereby submits this Memorandum in support 

of its Public Records Act Application/Petition. This Memorandum is based upon the points 

and authorities below, any attached exhibits, and the plea gs on file with this Court. 

Respectfully submitted this 16th day of Au t, 2017. 

By: All."" 
Mar - A. McLetchie, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
Alina M. Shell, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
Counsel for Petitioner 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

I. INTRODUCTION 

The Nevada Public Records Act ("NPRA"), Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001 et seq., is 

intended to "foster democratic principles by providing members of the public with access to 

inspect and copy public books and records[.]" The Clark County Office of the 

Coroner/Medical Examiner (the "Coroner's Office") has violated the NPRA by refusing to 

disclose what it concedes are public records without meeting its burden of demonstrating that 

that the withheld records should not be produced. The Coroner's Office has also violated the 

NPRA by overly redacting the public records it is willing to produce, and by demanding that 

the Review-Journal pay the Coroner's Office simply to review documents that might be 

responsive to the Review-Journal's public records request. 

In order to fulfill the NPRA's important purpose of "foster[ing] democratic 

principles by providing member of the public with access to inspect and copy" public 

records', the Review-Journal requests that this Court handle this matter on an expedited basis 

as required by the NPRA2  and grant the following relief: 

• Injunctive relief ordering the Coroner's Office to immediately make available 

complete copies of all requested records without charging fees other than permissible 

fees should the Review-Journal request copies; 

• Declaratory relief; 

• Reasonable attorney's fees and costs as required by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011(2); and 

• Any other relief this Court deems appropriate. 

II. FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

A. The Review-Journal's Request 

As detailed in the Petition submitted to this Court on July 17, 2017, on April 13, 

2017, the Review-Journal sent the Coroner's Office a request pursuant to the NPRA (the 

Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1). 

2  Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011(2) 
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1 "Request"). (See Petition Exhibit ("Exh.") 1 at LVRJ006.) 3  The Request sought all autopsy 

reports of autopsies conducted of anyone under the age of 18 conducted from 2012 through 

the date of the Request (the "Requested Records"). (Id) 

B. The Coroner's Office's Response and Demand for Payment to Conduct 
Privilege Review 

The Coroner's Office responded to the Request on April 13, 2017 by providing a 

spreadsheet with some information. (Id. at LVRJ009-14.) However, citing no statutory or 

legal authority, the Coroner's Office refused to provide "autopsy reports, notes, or other 

documents." (Id. at LVRJ004.) That same day, the Review-Journal followed up on the 

Request by emailing the Clark County District Attorney's Office, and asked the Office to 

provide legal support for the refusal to provide records. (Exh. 2 at LVRJ005.) The Coroner's 

Office (via the District Attorney's Office) responded on April 14, 2017. (Exh. 3 at LVRJ018-

24.) Although the Coroner's Office conceded the autopsy reports are public records, it 

nevertheless contended the reports were not open to public inspection. (Id. at LVRJ018.) The 

sole basis for this assertion was a non-binding 1982 Nevada Attorney General Opinion 

which, relying on the 1962 version of the NPRA, "opined that the autopsy report is a public 

record but not open to public inspection." (Id.) 

On May 23, 2017, counsel for the Review-Journal wrote to the Coroner's Office to 

address concerns with the Coroner's Office's refusal to provide access to any of the requested 

juvenile autopsy reports. (Exh. 4 to Petition at LVRJ025-28.) The Coroner's Office 

responded to that letter on May 26, 2017, and agreed to consider providing redacted versions 

of juvenile autopsies if the Review-Journal provided a specific list of cases it wished to 

review. (Exh. 5 at LVRJ029-71.) The Coroner's Office also asserted for the first time that 

the records may be protected by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.407, a statute which provides that 

information acquired by child death review teams are confidential. (Id at LVRJ031-33); see 

also Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.407(6). 

/ 1l 

3  These exhibits are on file with the Petition. 
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Via email on May 26, 2017, the Review-Journal provided the Coroner's Office a 

list of specific cases it wanted autopsy reports for. (Exh. 6 at LVRJ073.) On May 31, 2017, 

the Coroner's Office responded that each record the Review-Journal requested had to be 

"reviewed individually by experienced personnel," and that any record "subject to privilege 

will not be disclosed." (Id. at LVRJ072.) The Coroner's Office further asserted that it would 

"take time" to redact any records that were "not subject to privilege," but did not cite any 

specific privilege. (Id.) The Coroner's Office also did not provide the Review-Journal with 

any estimate of when it would have the requested records ready, saying only that it would 

"take time" to review the records and would update the Review-Journal "as to the timeframe 

and charges." (Id.) In that same correspondence, the Coroner's Office asked the Review-

Journal to specify which records it wanted to receive first. (Id.) The Review-Journal 

subsequently provided a list of cases on June 12, 2017. (Exh. 7 at LVRJ076.) 

Nearly a month later, on July 9, 2017, the Review-Journal emailed the Coroner's 

Office to determine when it would receive the autopsy reports it had requested. (Exh. 8 at 

LVRJ083.) The Coroner's Office responded that it was "commencing the redaction process" 

for some of the Requested Records, but indicated it would not produce any records pertaining 

to any case that was subsequently handled by a child death review team. (Id. at LVRJ080 

(citing Nev. Rev. Stat. § 43213.407)) 

On July 11, 2017, the Coroner's Office provided the Review-Journal sample 

redacted autopsy reports for other juvenile death cases. (Exh. 9 at LVRJ095-122.) Without 

citing any specific bases for the heavy redactions in the sample records, the Coroner's Office 

explained it had redacted "information that is medical, relates to the status of the decedent's 

health . . . could be marked by stigmata or considered an invasion of privacy by the family." 

(Id at LVRJ088.) 

In that same correspondence, the Coroner's Office demanded payment for further 

work in redacting the Requested Records. (Id. at LVRJ087.) Specifically, the Coroner's 

Office stated it would not produce the Requested Records unless the Review-Journal agreed 

to pay $45.00 per hour for an attorney and the Director of the Coroner's Office to redact the 
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1 records the Office was willing to produce. (Id. at LVRJ087; see also LVRJ088 ("We will not 

move forward with the redactions until I hear from you about the fees.").) 

C. The Review-Journal Files Suit. 

On July 17, 2017, the Review-Journal filed a Petition for Writ of Mandamus with 

this Court pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011. 

III. ARGUMENT 

Pursuant to the NPRA, all governmental records are presumed to be public unless 

explicitly deemed confidential by law. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010. To overcome that 

presumption, a governmental entity seeking to withhold public records "has the burden of 

proving by a preponderance of the evidence that the public book or record, or a part thereof, 

is confidential." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0113(2). The NPRA further mandates, if a 

governmental entity does intend to withhold records on the basis of confidentiality, it must, 

within five business days, provide written notice of that fact and "[a] citation to the specific 

statute or other legal authority that makes the public book or record, or a part thereof, 

confidential." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d)(1) and (2). In this case, the Coroner's Office 

has not met its burden of proving that the withheld records are confidential. Moreover, the 

Coroner's Office did not provide timely notice of the legal bases for it assertion that the 

Requested Records are confidential. Thus, it has waived its right to assert that privilege 

attaches to any of the withheld records. In addition, the Coroner's Office has improperly 

demanded an illegal fee to conduct a privilege review. 

A. The Coroner's Office Has Waived Its Ability to Assert Any Privilege  
By Failing to Provide the Review-Journal Timely Written Notice of 
Specific Statutory or Legal Authority that Makes the Requested 
Records Confidential. 

As a preliminary matter, the Review-Journal asserts that by failing to assert any 

claim of confidentiality within five days as required by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d), the 

Coroner's Office has waived its right to assert that privilege attaches to any of the requested 

documents based on a statute or other legal authority. 

/ /I  
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The NPRA provides that a governmental entity must provide timely and specific 

notice if it is denying a request because the entity determines the documents sought are 

confidential. It dictates that the state entity must provide a meaningful response within five 

(5) days of a request.4  If a governmental entity refuses to provide part or all of a request on 

the grounds that it is confidential, the NPRA states that, within five (5) business days of 

receiving a request, the governmental entity must: 

... provide to the person, in writing: (1) Notice of that fact; and (2) A 
citation to the specific statute or other legal authority that makes the public 
book or record, or a part thereof, confidential. 

Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d). 

As discussed above, the Review-Journal submitted its records request to the 

Coroner's Office on April 13, 2017. That same day, without citation to any authority, the 

Coroner's Office informed the Review-Journal it would not produce autopsy reports, notes, 

or other documents. (Exh. I to Petition at LVRJ004.) On April 14, 2017, citing only a 1982 

Nevada Attorney General Opinion (which does not have the force of law) 5, the Coroner's 

Office asserted that the requested autopsy records were in fact public records, "but not open 

to any member of the public for inspection, copying, and dissemination." (Id. at INRJ003.) 

In fact, the Coroner's Office did not cite any specific statute or other legal authority for 

withholding the autopsy reports until May 26, 2017—forty-three days after the Review-

Journal made its request. Thus, the Coroner's Office has waived its right to rely on legal 

authority it failed to timely assert in its Response to the Records Request. 

The Review-Journal's assertion that the failure to timely provide a statutory or legal 

basis for withholding documents effectively waives the ability to assert any privilege 

justifying withholding public records is supported by an order entered by another court in 

this district in Las Vegas Review-Journal v. Clark County School District, Dist. Ct. Case No. 

4  See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(a)-(d). 

5  See Univ. & Cmty. Coll. Sys. of Nevada v. DR Partners, 117 Nev. 195, 203, 18 P.3d 1042, 
1048 (2001) ("Opinions of the Attorney General are not binding legal authority . .") 
(citations omitted). 
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1 A-17-750151-W. (Exh. [2/22/17 Order in Child case]; Declaration of Margaret A. 

2 McLetchie ("McLetchie Decl."), ¶ 4.) While the district court's order in that matter is not 

3 binding precedent6, it is instructive. 

4 In that case, a reporter for the Review-Journal sent a public records request to the 

5 Clark County School District ("CCSD") requesting certain documents pertaining to CCSD 

6 Trustee Kevin Child. (Exh. 1, p. 2, ¶ 1.) CCSD failed to timely respond to the request, and 

7 failed to assert any claims of confidentiality within the period mandated by Nev. Rev. Stat. 

8 § 239.0107(d). (Id. at ¶ 4; see also id. at p. 6, ¶ 29.) In granting the Review-Journal's petition 

9 for a writ of mandamus, the district court cited this failure to timely assert any claim of 

10 confidentiality as a factor in its determination that CCSD had failed to meet its burden of 

11 demonstrating the existence of any privilege that justified withholding the requested records. 

12 (Id. at p. 6,1 29.) 

g 13 Even if the Coroner's Office has not waived its ability to assert privileges, neither 

l' 1 id 14 of the two bases it has cited are insufficient to justify withholding or redacting any of the 
I ?O 

Egg 
W  

al 15 

:4

' g 17 documents the Review-Journal has requested. 

16 B. The Coroner's Office Has Failed to Demonstrate By a Preponderance 
of the Evidence That the Requested Records Are Confidential. 

WO 
130  

1. The NPRA Starts from the Presumption that Public Records Must Be 
18 Open; The Coroner's Office Bears a Heavy Burden in Overcoming that 

19 Presumption. 

20
The NPRA sets forth that public records are to be made available to the public for 

21
inspection or copying. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010(1); Reno Newspapers, 266 P.3d at 628. The 

22
purpose of the NPRA is to "foster democratic principles by providing members of the public 

23
with access to inspect and copy public books and records to the extent permitted by lawn" 

24
Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1). To that end, the NPRA must be construed liberally; government 

25 records are presumed public records subject to the act, and any limitation on the public's 

26 

27 6  Oliver v. Bank of Am., 128 Nev. 923, 381 P.3d 647 (2012) ("[O]ther district court orders 
do not constitute mandatory precedent and are not binding in subsequent cases unless issue 

28 or claim preclusion applies . . .") (citing Camr eta v. Greene, 563 U.S. 692, 709 n. 7 (2011)). 
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access to public records must be construed narrowly. Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001(2) and 

239.001(3). 

As the Nevada Supreme Court has explained, "the provisions of the NPRA place 

an unmistakable emphasis on disclosure." Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 

882, 266 P.3d 623, 629 (2011) (emphasis added). Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(2)-

(3), the provision of the NPRA "must be construed liberally" to ensure the presumption of 

openness and explicitly declares that any restriction on disclosure "must be construed 

narrowly." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(2)-(3). 

As noted above, the NPRA provides that a governmental entity must provide a 

meaningful response to a request for public records within five (5) days of a request.? If a 

governmental entity refuses to provide part or all of a request on the grounds that it is 

confidential, the NPRA states that, within five (5) business days of receiving a request, the 

governmental entity must provide written notice of that fact and a citation to the specific 

statute or other legal authority that makes the public book or record, or a part thereof, 

confidential. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d). 

If a statute explicitly makes a record confidential or privileged, the public entity need 

not produce it. Id. A governmental entity seeking to withhold or redact records on some other 

basis, however, has a heavy burden: it must prove by a preponderance of evidence that the 

records are confidential or privileged and that the interest in nondisclosure outweighs the 

strong presumption in favor of public access. See, e.g., Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d 

at 628. 

In the Gibbons case, the Supreme Court analyzed the NPRA, surveyed its prior 

cases, and set forth the applicable steps and burdens a withholding entity must satisfy to 

withhold records: 
First, we begin with the presumption that all government-generated records 
are open to disclosure. 0 The state entity therefore bears the burden of 
overcoming this presumption by proving, by a preponderance of the 
evidence, that the requested records are confidential. Next, in the absence 

7  See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(a)-(d). 
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of a statutory provision that explicitly declares a record to be confidential, 
any limitations on disclosure must be based upon a broad balancing of the 
interests involved, 0, and the state entity bears the burden to prove that its 
interest in nondisclosure clearly outweighs the public's interest in access. 

Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d at 628 (citations omitted)8. Thus, as noted above, in 

addition to first establishing by a preponderance of the evidence that the records are 

confidential, the Coroner's Office also bears the burden in this case of establishing that the 

interest in withholding documents outweighs the interest in disclosure pursuant to the 

balancing test first articulated in Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 106 Nev. 630, 798 P.2d 

144 (1990);9  see also DR Partners v. Bd of Cty. Commirs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 

6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000) ("Unless a statute provides an absolute privilege against disclosure, 

the burden of establishing the application of a privilege based upon confidentiality can only 

be satisfied pursuant to a balancing of interests.")10. 

And, in applying the Donrey balancing test, the burden remains squarely on the 

governmental entity: 

In balancing the interests . . . , the scales must reflect the fundamental right 
of a citizen to have access to the public records as contrasted with the 
incidental right of the agency to be free from unreasonable interference . 
The citizen's predominant interest may be expressed in terms of the burden 
of proof which is applicable in this class of cases; the burden is cast upon 
the agency to explain why the records should not be furnished. 

Id. (quoting from MacEwan v. Holm, 226 Or. 27, 46, 359 P.2d 413, 422 (1961)11  and citing 

Bradshaw, 106 Nev. at 635-36, 798 P.2d at 147-48). Moreover, at every step of this analysis, 

privileges and limitations on disclosure must be construed narrowly. DR Partners, 116 Nev. 

8  In Gibbons, the Supreme Court ordered disclosure of email log from Governor Jim Gibbons 
to specific individuals. 127 Nev. at 884, 266 P.3d at 630 (2011). 

9  Ordering disclosure of records pertaining to a criminal investigation of dismissal of charges 
against a suspect. 106 Nev. 636, 798 P.2d 148 (1990). 

1° Ordering disclosure of records documenting the use of county provided cell phones. 116 
Nev. at 628-629, 6 P.3d at 473 (2000). 

11  Oregon Supreme Court ordering production of records regarding nuclear radiation sources. 
226 Or. at 49, 359 P.2d at 423 (1961). 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

5 

at 621, 6 P.3d at 468 ("It is well settled that privileges, whether creatures of statute or the 

common law, should be interpreted and applied narrowly"); see also Nev. Rev, Stat. § 

239.001(3) (requiring that any limitation on the public's access to public records "must be 

construed narrowly"). Further, if a public record contains confidential or privileged 

information only in part, in response to a request for access to the record, a governmental 

entity shall redact the confidential information and produce the record in redacted form. Nev. 

Rev. Stat. § 239.010(3). 

2. Autopsy Reports are Public Records 

Although the Nevada Supreme Court has not addressed this precise issue, other 

courts have held that autopsy reports are public records. For example, in Bozeman v. Mack, 

744 So.2d 34, 37(La. App. 1 Cir. 1998), the Louisiana Court of Appeals held that under the 

Louisiana Public Records Act, "an autopsy report is a public record when it is prepared by a 

coroner in his public capacity as coroner." See also Everett v. S. Transplant Serv., Inc., 709 

So.2d 764, 97-2992 (La. 2/20/98) (Supreme Court reinstated the trial court's finding that a 

coroner's records were public records); Swickard v. Wayne Cty. Med. Exam 'r, 438 Mich. 

536, 545, 475 N.W.2d 304, 308 (1991) (Autopsy report and toxicology test results prepared 

by the county medical examiner's office were prepared "in the performance of an official 

function" and were "public records" for purpose of Freedom of Information Act); 

Schoeneweis v. Hamner, 223 Ariz. 169, 174, 221 P.3d 48, 53 (Ct. App. 2009) (holding that 

an autopsy report is a public record and not statutorily privileged under Arizona's public 

records law). 

Likewise, in State ex rel. Findlay Publishing Co. v. Schroeder, 76 Ohio. St. 3d 580, 

583, 669 N.E.2d 835, 839 (1996), the Ohio Supreme Court has held that a county coroner's 

records in which the cause of death was suicide were "unquestionably public records" under 

Ohio's public records laws. The Colorado Supreme Court has also held that autopsy reports 

are public records, and may only be withheld from public inspection by application for a 

court order permitting refusal of disclosure on the ground of "substantial injury to the public 

interest." Denver Pub. Co. v. Dreyfus, 184 Colo. 288, 295, 520 13.2d 104, 108 (1974) (en 
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1 bane); accord Freedom Newspapers, Inc. v. Bowerman, 739 P.2d 881, 883 (Colo. App. 

1987); see also Hearst Television, Inc. v. Norris, 617 Pa. 602, 619, 54 A.3d 23, 33-34 (2012) 

(holding that manner of death records prepared by county coroner was not exempt from 

disclosure under Pennsylvania's Right to Know Law); Home News Pub. Co. v. State, Dep't 

of Health, 239 N.J. Super. 172, 178-79, 570 A.2d 1267, 1271 (App. Div. 1990) (holding that 

death certificates are public records under New Jersey's right to know law); 

Journal/Sentinel, Inc. v. Aagerup, 145 Wis. 2d 818, 429 N.W.2d 772 (Ct. App. 1988) 

(autopsy reports are public records subject to public inspection unless they are implicated in 

a "criminal detection effort".) 

Moreover, several states have specifically designated autopsy reports as public 

records, and have placed few restrictions on public access. See Ala. Code § 36-18-2 

(designating autopsy reports as public records "open to public inspections at all reasonable 

times"); La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 13:5713(K)(1) (providing that a coroner's autopsy report must 

be made available for public inspection and copying); N.C. Gen. Stat. Ann. § 132-1.8 

(designating the text of official autopsy reports as public records); Ohio Rev. Code § 313.10 

(providing that coroner's reports are public records, and providing specific mechanism for 

journalists to view preliminary autopsy reports, investigative notes and findings, suicide 

notes, or photographs of the decedent upon written request); Term. Code. Ann. § 38-7-110 

(designating reports of the county medical examiners, toxicological reports and autopsy 

reports as public records); Tex. Code Crim. Pro. Ann. § 49.25(11)(a) (medical examiner 

records may not be withheld from public disclosure). 

3. The 1982 Attorney General Opinion Does Not Satisfy the Coroner's 
Office Burden of Demonstrating the Requested Records Are 
Confidential. 

As discussed above, the NPRA requires a governmental entity to provide written 

notice within five business days of the "specific statute or other legal authority" that it 

believes makes a public record confidential. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0101(1)(d)(1) & (2). The 

Coroner's Office, however, failed to provide a "specific statute or other legal authority." 

Instead, it only cited a nonbinding 1982 Nevada Attorney General Opinion regarding autopsy 
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1 records which was informed by the 1965 version of the NPRA. This is not a "statute or legal 

authority" as required by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d), because Attorney General 

Opinions are not binding legal authority. Even if the 1982 Attorney General Opinion did 

carry any precedential value, the Opinion is largely irrelevant because it was premised on an 

older, far less robust incarnation of the NPRA. 

First, as the Nevada Supreme Court has repeatedly held, Attorney General are not 

binding legal authority. See Univ. & Cmty. Coll. Sys. of Nevada v. DR Partners, 117 Nev. 

195, 203, 18 P.3d 1042, 1048 (2001) (citing Goldman v. Bryan, 106 Nev. 30, 42, 787 P.2d 

372, 380 (1990)); accord Redl v. Secretary of State, 120 Nev. 75, 80, 85 P.3d 797, 800 (2004). 

Thus, the 1982 Opinion is not "legal authority," and cannot be used as a basis for withholding 

the requested records. 

Second, the Opinion cited by the Coroner's Office is based on the Attorney 

General's interpretation of the 1965 version of the NPRA. That version of the Act lacked the 

robust protections for the right of access to public records that underpin the current version 

of the NPRA. Notably, the version of the NPRA the Attorney General relied on in issuing 

the 1982 opinion did not include Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107, a provision of the NPRA first 

adopted in 2007 which delineates the process for requesting public records and the burden a 

governmental entity must satisfy in withholding such records. The Nevada Supreme Court 

has previously rejected arguments that any opinion provided by the Attorney General 

interpreting a prior version of a statute carries any persuasive weight when interpreting 

current Nevada statutes. See, e.g., Redl, 120 Nev. at 80-81(rejecting appellant's argument 

that a 1951 Attorney General Opinion was precedent the Court should consider in 

interpreting a current provision of the Nevada Revised Statutes); see also Goldman, 106 Nev. 

at 41-42, 787 P.2d at 380 (finding that a 1981 Opinion "can hardly provide support for 

appellant's interpretation of [a provision of the Nevada Revised Statutes], which had not 

even been enacted at the time the opinion was issued"). 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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4. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.407 Does Not Render the Coroner's Office's 
Autopsy Reports Confidential. 

The only other "authority" cited by the Coroner's Office as the basis for 

withholding the requested documents is Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.407, a statute which pertains 

to information acquired by child death review teams. Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.403, 

the State can organize child death review teams to review the records of selected cases of 

children under the age of 18 to assess and analyze the deaths, make recommendations for 

changes to law and policy, support the safety of children, and a prevent future deaths. Under 

Nev. Rev. Stat. 432B.407(1), a child death review team may access, inter alia, "any autopsy 

and coroner's investigative records" relating to the death of a child. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 

432B.407(1)(b). Section 432B.407(6) in turn provides that "information acquired by, and the 

records of, a multidisciplinary team to review the death of a child are confidential, must not 

be disclosed, and are not subject to subpoena, discovery or introduction into evidence in any 

civil or criminal proceeding." 

The Coroner's Office appears to be asserting that because it at some point 

forwarded certain records to a child death review team, those records are now and forever 

confidential. However, nothing in the language of the in the language of § 432B.407(6), 

however indicates that autopsy reports are rendered permanently confidential for all purposes 

simply because they were transmitted to a child death review team. 

Although the Nevada Supreme Court has not addressed the effect of this provision 

of § 432B.407, this Court's analysis of this statute should be guided by case law regarding 

whether the attorney-client privilege applies to documents that were routed through an 

attorney. As the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit has explained, "[i}f an 

unprivileged document exists before there exists an attorney-client relationship the mere 

delivery of the document to an attorney does not create a privilege." Bouschor v. United 

States, 316 F.2d 451, 457 (8th Cir. 1963) (quoting 8 Wigmore, Evidence, § 2292 

(McNaughton Rev. 1961)); see also SmithKline Beecham Corp. v. Apotex Corp., 232 P.R.D. 

467, 478 (E.D. Pa. 2005) ("[A]ttorney-client "privilege does not shield documents merely 
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1 because they were transferred to or routed through an attorney") (quotation omitted). 

2 Here, the records the Review-Journal has requested from the Coroner's Office are 

3 documents which are created and maintained in the normal course of the Office's business. 

4 The fact that the Coroner's Office transmitted those records at some point after their creation 

5 to a child death review team does not render those documents confidential. Rather, the plain 

6 language of the statute indicates that the only information which is confidential is information 

7 currently in the possession of a child death review team. Thus, the Coroner's Office cannot 

8 rely on this statute to withhold public records. 

9 C. The Coroner's Office's Attempt the Charge the Review-Journal for a 
Privilege Review of the Requested Documents Violates the NPRA. 

10 

11 In its July 11 email to the Review-Journal, the Coroner's Office demanded the 

12 Review-Journal pay $45.00 per hour for an attorney and the Director of the Coroner's Office 

13 to redact the records the Office was willing to produce, and estimated the review and 
a 6  
E 
 a 14

redaction would take the two Coroner's Office employees 10-12 hours to complete. (Exh. 9 

I li 15 at LVRJ087; LVRJ088.) In support of this demand for fees, the Coroner's Office indicated 

pp
16 that conducting a privilege review required the "extraordinary use of personnel" under Nev. 

17  Rev. Stat. § 239.055. (Id. at LVR1087.) However, charging a requestor fees to conduct a 

18 privilege review of public records is contrary both the letter and spirit of the NPRA. 

19 The legislative intent underpinning the NPRA is to foster democratic principles by 

20 ensuring easy and expeditious access to public records. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1) ("The 

21 purpose of this chapter is to foster democratic principles by providing members of the public 

22 with access to inspect and copy public books and records to the extent permitted by law"); 

23 see also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 878, 266 P.3d 623, 626 (2011) 

24 (holding that "the provisions of the NPRA are designed to promote government transparency 

25 and accountability"). To facilitate that important goal, the NPRA contains provisions that 

26 contemplate swift and inexpensive access to public records. 

27 Specifically, nothing in the NPRA allows for fees to be charged for a governmental 

28 entity's privilege review. The only fees permitted are set forth in Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.052 
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and Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1). Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.052(1) provides that "a governmental 

entity may charge a fee for providing a copy of a public record." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1), 

the provision the Coroner's Office is relying on for its demand for fees, allows for fees for 

"extraordinary use." It provides that "... if a request for a copy of a public record would 

require a governmental entity to make extraordinary use of its personnel or technological 

resources, the governmental entity may, in addition to any other fee authorized pursuant to 

this chapter, charge a fee not to exceed 50 cents per page for such extraordinary use...." 

(Emphasis added.) 

Interpreting Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055 to limit public access by requiring requesters 

to pay public entities to charge for undertaking a review for responsive documents and 

confidentiality would be inconsistent with the plain terms of the statute and with the mandate 

to interpret the NPRA broadly. Further, allowing a public entity to charge a requester for 

legal fees associated with reviewing for confidentiality is impermissible because "[t]he 

public official or agency bears the burden of establishing the existence of privilege based 

upon confidentiality." DR Partners v. Bd of Cty. Comm 'rs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 

6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000). Even if the Coroner's Office could, as it has asserted, charge for its 

privilege review as "extraordinary use," such fees would be capped at 50 cents a page. Nev. 

Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1). 

The Coroner's Office is demanding payment not for providing copies, but simply 

for having its attorneys determine whether documents should be redacted and/or withheld. 

Not only is this interpretation belied by the plain terms of the NPRA12, requiring a requester 

to pay a public entity's attorneys to withhold documents would be an absurd result. See S. 

Nevada Homebuilders Ass 'n v. Clark Cty., 121 Nev. 446, 449, 117 P.3d 171, 173 (2005) 

(noting that courts must "interpret provisions within a common statutory scheme 

harmoniously with one another in accordance with the general purpose of those statutes and 

12  See Sandifer v. U.S. Steel Corp., 134 S. Ct. 870, 876 (2014) ("It is a fundamental canon of 
statutory construction" that, "unless otherwise defined, words will be interpreted as taking 
their ordinary, contemporary, common meaning.") (quotation omitted). 
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to avoid unreasonable or absurd results, thereby giving effect to the Legislature's intent") 

(quotation omitted); see also Cal. Commercial Enters. v. Amedeo Vegas I, Inc., 119 Nev. 

143, 145, 67 P.3d 328, 330 (2003) ("When a statute is not ambiguous, this court has 

consistently held that we are not empowered to construe the statute beyond its plain meaning, 

unless the law as stated would yield an absurd result." 

D. An Order Entered by the District Court in Gray v. Clark County 
School District, et al., Dist. Ct. Case No. A543861 Supports the Review-
Journal's Interpretation of the NPRA's Limitations on Fees a 
Governmental Entity May Charge a Requester. 

The issues presented in this case regarding a governmental entity's inability to 

charge fees for a privilege review was previously decided by another court in this district. In 

Gray v. Clark County School District, et al., Dist. Ct. Case No. A543861, the court granted 

petitioner Karen Gray relief pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011 after the Clark County 

School District ("CCSD") refused to produce certain public records—including school 

district trustees' emails—unless Ms. Gray paid the CCSD approximately $4,280.00 so the 

School District could retrieve and review the emails. (See Exh. 2 at p. 4, ¶ 5; see also 

McLetchie Decl., ¶ 5.) 

Of relevance here, the court rejected CCSD's assertions that a requestor should bear 

the costs of a governmental entity's privilege review: 

Given the balance between the citizen's fundamental and predominant 
interest to have public records access, and the governmental entity's interest 
to be free from unreasonable interference, it is evidence that CCSD must be 
the party to first explain what records, if any, are confidential or privileged, 
and then why they should not be furnished. To wit, it is not [Ms. Gray's] 
burden to bear the expense to determine what public records she seeks may 
be confidential. Once she makes a request for public records, it is the 
governmental entity's burden to produce the record or explain why it is not 
furnished. In short, if CCSD believes certain e-mails generated by its school 
trustees contain confidential information, it is the one who should bear the 
expense of review and redaction, if any, as well as provide [Ms. Gray] an 
explanation as to why the public record will not be produced. 

(Id. at p. 19, ¶ 16.) This approach of course makes sense: because the NPRA mandates 

disclosure of public records and places the onus on governmental entities to demonstrate that 
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public records should be kept confidential, logic dictates that the governmental entity should 

bear the cost of the review it must conduct to reach that conclusion. 

Just as CCSD did in the Gray case, the Coroner's Office is attempting to pass on 

its burden of determining which public records are confidential to the Review-Journal. As 

the court explained in Gray, this is contrary to the intent and plain language of the NPRA 

given that the NPRA and its interpreting case law mandates that it is the governmental 

entity— and not the requestor—who bears the burden of demonstrating of establishing the 

existence of privilege based on confidentiality. See, e.g., DR Partners v. Bd. ofCty. Comm 'rs 

of Clark Cry., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000). 

IV. CONCLUSION 

For all the reasons set forth above, the Review-Journal respectfully requests that 

this Court grants the relief requested in the Petition: 

1. That the court handle this matter on an expedited basis as mandated 

by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011; 

2. Injunctive relief ordering the Coroner's Office to immediately 

make available complete copies of all records requested without charging fees, other than 

permissible fees should the Review-Journal request copies; 

3. Declaratory relief; 

4. Reasonable costs and attorney's fees; and 

5. Any further relief the Court deems propriate. 

Respectfully submitted this 16th day of Aug , 2017. 

M. garet A. McLetchie, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
Mina M. Shell, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
Telephone: (702) 728-5300 
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

Pursuant to Administrative Order 14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, I hereby certify that on 

this 16th day of August, 2017, I did cause a true copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN 

SUPPORT OF APPLICATION PURSUANT TO NEV. REV. STAT. § 239.001/ PETITION 

FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS/APPLICATION FOR DECLARATORY AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF in Las Vegas Review-Journal v. Clark County Office of the 

Coroner/Medical Examiner, Clark County District Court Case No. A-17-758501-W, to be 

served electronically using the Odyssey File & Serve electronic filing service system, to all 

parties with an email address on record. 

Pursuant to NRCP 5(b)(2)(B) I hereby further certify that on the 16th  day of August, 

2017, I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 

APPLICATION PURSUANT TO NEV. REV. STAT. § 239.001/ PETITION FOR WRIT 

OF MANDAMUS/APPLICATION FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

by depositing the same in the United States mail, first-class postage pre-paid, to the 

following: 

Mary-Anne Miller and Laura Rehfeldt 
Clark County District Attorney's Office 
500 S. Grand Central Pkwy., Ste. 5075 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 
Counsel for Respondent, Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

An Employee of IvICLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
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DECL 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite. 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702)-728-5300 
Email: maggie®nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, 

Petitioner, 
vs. 

Case No.: A-17-758501-W 

Dept. No.: XXIV 

ATTORNEY MARGARET A.  
MCLETCHIE'S DECLARATION 

CLARK COUNTY OFFICE OF THE IN SUPPORT OF MEMORANDUM 
CORONER/MEDICAL EXAMINER, IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION 

PURSUANT TO NEV. REV. STAT.  
Respondent. 4 239.001/ PETITION FOR WRIT 

OF MANDAMUS/ APPLICATION 
FOR DECLARATORY AND  
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, attorney for Petitioner Las Vegas Review-Journal, 

hereby declares that the following is true and correct: 

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein, except where stated upon 

information and belief, and where so stated, I believe them to be true. 

2. I am over the age of eighteen years and am mentally competent. 

3. I am making this Declaration in support of Memorandum in Support of Application 

Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus/ Application for 

Declaratory and Injunctive Relief, and to authenticate the documents attached as Exhibits to 

the Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001/ Petition 

for Writ of Mandamus/ Application for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief. 

4. Exhibit 1 is a true and correct copy of the February 22, 2017 Order in Las Vegas 

Review-Journal v. Clark County School District. (Eighth Judicial District Court Case No. A- 

1 

Case Number: A-17-758501-W 
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17-7501551-W). 

5. Exhibit 2 is a true and correct copy of the January 7, 2009 Order in Karen Gray v. 

Clark County School District, et al. (Eighth Judicial District Court Case No. A543861). 

6. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true d correct. 

Executed on: August 16, 2017 
A MCLETCHIE 
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Electronically Filed 
02/22/2017 03:18:18 PM 

CLERK OF THE COURT 

ORDR 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite. 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702)-728-5300 
Email: maggie@rivlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, Case No.: A-17-750151-W 

Petitioner, Dept. No.: XVI 

vs. 

ORDER GRANTING WRIT OF 

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT, MANDATE 

Respondent. 

The Las Vegas Review-Journal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus having come on 

for hearing on February 14, 2017, the Honorable Timothy C. Williams presiding, Petitioner 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL ("Review Journal") appearing by and through its 

attorneys, MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE and ALINA M. SHELL, and Respondent CLARK 

COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT ("District Attorney"), appearing by and through his 

attorneys, CARLOS M. MCDADE and ADAM HONEY, and the Court having read and 

considered all of the papers and pleadings on file and being fully advised, and good cause 

appearing therefor, the Court hereby grants the Petition and makes the following findings of 

fact and conclusions of law: 

/ / / 

/// 

/// 
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I. 
PROCEDURAL HISTORY AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. On December 5, 2016, Review-Journal reporter Amelia Pak-Harvey (the 

"Reporter") sent CCSD a request on behalf of the Review-Journal and pursuant to the 

Nevada Public Records Act, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001 et seq. (the "NPRA"). The request 

sought certain documents pertaining to CCSD Trustee Kevin Child (the "Request"). The 

Request asked CCSD to produce: 

• All incident reports filed by CCSD staff; CCSD police or any other 

CCSD officials that involve grief counselors and Trustee Kevin Child; 

• All emails from CCSD staff, CCSD police or CCSD officials regarding 

school visits conducted by Kevin Child; and 

• All emails and correspondence relating to the guidelines issued to 

CCSD staff on December 5, 2016 regarding Trustee Kevin Child's 

visits to schools and interaction with staff. 

2. On behalf of CCSD's Office of Community and Government Relations, 

Cynthia Smith-Johnson confirmed receipt on December 9, 2016. 

3. The Reporter supplemented the Request on December 9, 2016 

("Supplemental Request"). The Supplemental Request asked CCSD to produce "any written 

complaints the Clark County School District has received regarding Trustee Kevin Child." 

4. After CCSD failed to provide documents or assert any claim of 

confidentiality pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107, the Review-Journal initiated this 

action on January 26, 2017, requesting expedited consideration pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 

§ 239.011. 

5. CCSD subsequently produced thirty six (36) pages of documents but 

asserted that there were twenty-three (23) additional pages that required redactions (the 

"Redacted Records"). After informal efforts to set a briefing schedule and/or obtain copies 

the Redacted Records sought failed, the Review-Journal submitted an ex parte motion for 

order shortening time and requesting an expedited hearing on February 8, 2017. 

2 
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6. On February 8, 2017, this Court ordered that CCSD either fully produce 

all requested records (in unredacted form) by 12 p.m. on Friday, February 14, 2017 or that 

the matter would proceed to hearing. 

7. On February 8, 2017, CCSD provided the Redacted Records, as well as an 

unredacted corresponding set of records, to the Court. It did not provide a copy of the 

Redacted Records to the Review-Journal. 

8. Then, later on February 8, 2017, in response to the February 8, 2017 Order, 

CCSD provided a copy of the Redacted Records to the Review-Journal. 

9. On February 10, 2017, CCSD provided the Redacted Records with fewer 

redactions to Court and the Review-Journal. 

10. On February 13, 2017, CCSD provided a further version of the Redacted 

Records to the Court and the Review-Journal, along with a log listing the following legal 

bases for the redactions: Nev. Rev. Stat § 386.230 and CCSD Regulations 1212 and 4110. 

11. On February 13, 2017, CCSD also provided ten (10) additional pages not 

previously identified (the "Additional Redacted Records"). CCSD also provided a new log 

("Revised Log") including the Additional Redacted Records and additionally asserting the 

following bases for the redactions: 

a) "safety and well-being of employees (fear of retaliation) 

and inherent chilling effect if names of individual employees are 

released;" and 

b) "inherent chilling effect if names of . . . general public are 

released." 

Finally, CCSD provided an unredacted version of the Additional Redacted Records to 

Court. 

12. Nev. Rev. Stat § 239.010 " does not explicitly provide that the records are 

confidential, and provides that, unless expressly provided for in the NPRA or other listed 

statutes, Nev. Rev. Stat § 239.010, or "unless otherwise declared by law to be confidential," 

3 
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all public books and public records of a governmental entity must be open 
at all times during office hours to inspection by any person, and may be 
fully copied or an abstract or memorandum may be prepared from those 
public books and public records. Any such copies, abstracts or memoranda 
may be used to supply the general public with copies, abstracts or 
memoranda of the records or may be used in any other way to the advantage 
of the governmental entity or of the general public. This section does not 
supersede or in any manner affect the federal laws governing copyrights or 
enlarge, diminish or affect in any other manner the rights of a person in any 
written book or record which is copyrighted pursuant to federal law. 

13. Nev. Rev. Stat § 386.230 ("General powers; exceptions") provides: 

Each board of trustees is hereby given such reasonable and necessary 
powers, not conflicting with the Constitution and the laws of the State of 
Nevada, as may be requisite to attain the ends for which the public schools, 
excluding charter schools and university schools for profoundly gifted 
pupils, are established and to promote the welfare of school children, 
including the establishment and operation of schools and classes deemed 
necessary and desirable. 

14. CCSD Regulation 1212 ("CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION: AL 

EMPLOYEES") provides that "Confidential information concerning all personnel will b 

safeguarded. 

15. CCSD Regulation 4110 pertains to "EMPLOYMENT 

DISCRIMINATION, HARASSMENT, AND SEXUAL HARASSMENT: ALL 

EMPLOYEES." 

16. The Redacted Records and Additional Records consist of various records 

regarding Trustee Child. 

17. On February 14, 2017, the Court heard oral arguments on the Review  

Journal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus. 

18. The Court has also performed an in-camera review of the Redacted 

Records, the Additional Redacted Records, and the unredacted version of both sets of 

records. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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ORDER 

19. The purpose of the NPRA is to "foster democratic principles by providing 

members of the public with access to inspect and copy public books and records to the extent 

permitted by law[.]" Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1). To that end, the NPRA must be construed 

liberally, and any limitation on the public's access to public records must be construed 

narrowly. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(2) and § 239.001(3). 

20. Unless explicitly confidential, public records are to be made available to the 

public for inspection or copying. NRS 239.010(1); Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 

Adv. Rep. 79, 12 266 P.3d 623, 628 (2011). If a statute explicitly makes a record confidential 

or privileged, the public entity need not produce it../d. " 

21. If a public record contains confidential or privileged information only in 

part, in response to a request for access to the record, a governmental entity shall redact the 

confidential information and produce the record in redacted form. Nev. Rev. Stat. § NRS 

239.010(3). 

22. A petition for Writ of Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle by which to 

pursue production under the NPRA, where a governmental entity has refused it. Reno 

Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 884, n.4, 266 P.3d 623, 630, n.4 (2011); citing 

DR Partners v. Board of County Comm 'rs, 116 Nev. 616, 620, 6 P.3d 465, 468, citing NRS 

34.160. 

23. A governmental entity seeking to withhold or redact records must prove by 

a preponderance of evidence that the records are confidential or privileged. Gibbons, 127 

Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d at 628 (citations omitted). 

24. "gin the absence of a statutory provision that explicitly declares a record 

to be confidential, any limitations on disclosure must be based upon a broad balancing of the 

interests involved, . . . and the state entity bears the burden to prove that its interest in 
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nondisclosure clearly outweighs the public's interest in access" Id. (citing DR Partners, 116 

Nev. at 622, 6 P.3d at 468). 

25. A governmental entity cannot meet its "... burden by voicing non-

particularized hypothetical concerns[,)" DR Partners v. Board of County Comm'rs, 116 Nev. 

616, 628, 6 P.3d 465, 472-73 (2000). 

26. In Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, the Nevada Supreme Court held that 

a Vaughn index is not required when the party that requested the documents has enough 

information to fully argue for the inclusion of documents. 127 Nev. 873, 881-82 (Nev. 2011). 

The Nevada Supreme Court has also held that if a party has enough facts to present "a full 

legal argument," a Vaughn index is not needed. Id. at 882. However, the Nevada Supreme 

Court held that a party requesting documents under NPRA is entitled to a log, unless the state 

entity demonstrates that the requesting party has enough facts to argue the claims of 

confidentiality. Id at 883. A log provided by a governmental entity should contain a general 

factual description of each record and a specific explanation for nondisclosure. Id. In a 

footnote, the Nevada Supreme Court notes that a log should provide as much detail as 

possible, without compromising the alleged secrecy of the documents. Id. at n. 3. Finally, 

attaching a string cite to a boilerplate denial is not sufficient under the NPRA. Id. at 885. 

27. The Review-Journal does not contest redacting the names of direct victims 

of sexual harassment or alleged sexual harassment, or the name of students and staff persons 

that are not administrators being redacted. 

28. With regard to CCSD's other proposed redactions, which include the names 

of schools, teachers, administrators, and program administrators, the Court finds that CCSD 

failed to meet its burden in demonstrating the existence of an applicable privilege. 

29. First, CCSD failed to assert any claim of confidentiality within five (5) days 

as required by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(d). 

30. Second, the Revised Log does not sufficiently articulate that the information 
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redacted by CCSD is protected by confidentiality. CCSD Regulation 1212 pertains to 

personnel records, and the parties agree that the records produced are not personnel records. 

CCSD Regulation 4110 pertains to protections from sexual harassment. To the extent that it 

is applicable, the parties have agreed that the names of victims of sexual harassment, or 

alleged sexual harassment, shall be redacted. This also addresses any chilling effect that may 

occur. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010 and § 386.230 do not provide that the records are 

confidential. 

31. Third, even if CCSD did assert an applicable privilege by a preponderance 

of the evidence, it failed to articulate the application to each piece of information it sought 

to redact. Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 883, 266 P.3d at 629. 

32. Thus, CCSD failed to prove by a preponderance of evidence that the records 

are confidential or privileged. Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d at 628. 

33. Fourth, even if it met its burden of establishing the existence of an 

applicable privilege, CCSD has failed to establish that the interests in secrecy outweigh the 

interests in disclosure. See, e.g., Gibbons, 127 Nev. at Adv. Rep. at 881, 66 P.3d at 628. 

(citing DR Partners, 116 Nev. at 622, 6 P.3d at 468). "[T]n the absence of a statutory 

provision that explicitly declares a record to be confidential, any limitations on disclosure 

must be based upon a broad balancing of the interests involved, . . . and the state entity bears 

the burden to prove that its interest in nondisclosure clearly outweighs the public's interest 

in access" 

34. Accordingly, both because CCSD did not timely assert any claim of 

confidentiality and because it still has not met its burden in redacting public records, the 

Court orders CCSD to provide the Review-Journal with new versions of the Redacted 

Records and Additional Redacted Records, with only the following redactions: the names of 

direct victims of sexual harassment or alleged sexual harassment, students, and support 

staff. 
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35. CCSD may not make any other redactions, and must unredact the names 

of schools, all administrative-level employees, including but not limited to deans, principals, 

assistant principals, program coordinators), and teachers. 

36. CCSD must comply with this Order within two (2) days. 

el 2 
IT IS SO ORDERED this  4--   day of February, 2017. 

Respectfully submitted, 

argaret A. McLetchie, Nevada State Bar No. 10931 
Mina M. Shell, Nevada State Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL, LLC 
701 E. Bridger Avenue, Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Counsel for Petitioner, Las Vegas Review-Journal 
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DISTRICT COURT . 
JAN 7 6 ol Ail '09 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

KAREN GRAY, 

Plaintiff, 

Vs. 

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT; CLARK COUNTY 
SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD OF 
SCHOOL TRUSTEES, CAROLYN 
EDWARDS, LARRY MASON, 
SHIRLEY BARBER, TERRI 
JANISON, MARY BETH SCOW, 
RUTH JOHNSON, SHEILA 
MOULTON, in their official 
capacities as Trustees, 

efendants. 

Case No. A5438
,, 

 
Dept. No. XXII CLERK OF NC COURT 

ORDER  

These matters, concerning Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment 

filed August 15, 2008, and Plaintiff KAREN GRAY'S Counter-Motion for 

Summary Judgment filed September 9, 2008, both came on for hearing on the 14 h  

day of October 2008 at the hour of 8:30 a.m. before Department XXII of the 

Eighth Judicial District Court, in and for Clark County, Nevada, with JUDGE 

SUSAN H. JOHNSON presiding; Plaintiff KAREN GRAY, appeared by and 

through LEE ROWLAND, ESQ. and ALLEN LICHTENSTEIN, ESQ. of ACLU 

OF NEVADA; and Defendants CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT and 

CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD OF TRUSTEES, appeared by and through 
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their General Counsel, C.W. HOFFMAN, ESQ. This Court, having reviewed the 

papers and pleadings on file, heard oral arguments of the parties, taken this matter 

under advisement, makes the following Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

I. - On June 28, 2007, Plaintiff KAREN GRAY filed her Complaint 

and Request for Mandatory Expedited Hearing Pursuant to NRS 239.011, seeking 

declaratory, injunctive and monetary relief. By virtue of her Complaint, Plaintiff 

requested access to: 

a. Any records of telephone calls of any publicly provided or 

funded cellular phones in the possession of Defendant CLARK COUNTY 

SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD OF SCHOOL TRUSTEES (identified as 

"CCSD TRUSTEES," herein) from November 2005 to November 2006; 

and 

b. All electronic mails (referred to as "e-mails," herein) that 

were originated, received or distributed through InterActl  or other CCSD 

or Board of Trustees e-mail systems, which are public records, from 

November 2005 to November 2006.2  

2. Plaintiff GRAY requested access to cellular telephone records and 

e-mails on matters of public concern for purposes of administrative or policy 

discussions, and to use such information to propose possible laws or regulations 

'According to Plaintiff's Complaint, p, 5, "InterAct" is CCSD'S e-mail system used 
district-wide and by the individual Board of Trustees' members. CCSD employees and trustees' 
public e-mail addresses are all linked through InterAct. 

2According to proof presented by CCSD (Exhibit C), MS. GRAY requested CCSD 
TRUSTEES' travel and mileage expenses on November 6, 2006 in addition to cell phone records 
and e-mails, and such documentation encompassing 93 copies was provided to her on November 
17, 2006: 

2 
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before the 2007 Nevada Legislature.3  Apparently, Plaintiff has concerns as there 

have been repeated references to e-mails and telephone calls by CCSD 

TRUSTEES during discussions and motes regarding policies at the school board 

meetings. 

3. ' There is no dispute the only member of the CCSD TRUSTEES 

who uses a publicly-provided cellular telephone is LARRY MASON. There also 

is no dispute CCSD TRUSTEE RUTH JOHNSON, who uses her own private 

cellular telephone, received and apparently still receives a $50.00 monthly stipend 

from the school district to support the use of her personal telephone used for 

work-related calls. The CCSD did not create, receive, or keep records relating to 

MS. JOHNSON'S personal cellular telephone use, including those that may relate 

to her work-related calls. The other CCSD TRUSTEES received no 

reimbursement or stipend from CCSD for any work-related calls that may have 

transpired on their private or personal cellular telephones; taking the matter a step 

further, CCSD did not receive and thus, does not keep any records relating to calls 

made by or to the other CCSD TRUSTEES. 

4. On November 17, 2006, CCSD responded to MS. GRAY'S 

November 6, 2006 request to inspect CCSD TRUSTEES' cellular telephone 

records, noting (1) only one trustee, LARRY MASON, used a CCSD-provided 

telephone, but no invoices or billings relating to MR. MASON'S public cellular 
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'At the October 14, 2008 hearing, the parties discussed the possible use of such 
information in proposing legislation at the 2009 Legislature. 
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telephone use had then yet been received,4  and (2) only one trustee, RUTH 

JOHNSON, received a $50.00 per month. 

5. On November 17, 2006, CCSD also responded to MS. GRAY'S 

requests to inspect CCSD TRUSTEES' e-mails. As such e-mails may include 

public, private and/or privileged information, CCSD informed MS. GRAY it 

would take time and effort to inspect, separate and/or redact the public and non-

public e-mails ancl.information. For a one-year period, CCSD estimated the cost 

of retrieval and review to be $4,280.00.5  For a 90-day period, the cost would be 

S1,448.00.6  It is CCSD'S position such inspection, separation and/or redaction of 

documents/information would require it to extend extraordinary use of its 

personnel or technological resources, whereby it may charge a fee for such 

extraordinary use. MS. GRAY argues the proposed estimated cost is "exorbitant" 

and "unduly expensive" for someone who merely desires to inspect the public 

record.?  
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4At the time of MS. GRAY'S November 6, 2006 records request, MR. MASON'S 
cellular had recently been issued to him, and thus, no invoice had been received by CCSD at that 
time. See Exhibit Affidavit of CINDY KROIiN, attached as D to CCSD'S Motion for Summary 
Judgment filed August IS, 2008. It is this Court's understanding that, since the invoices have 
been received concerning MR. MASON'S cellular telephone use, such records have been afforded 
MS. GRAY for her inspection. 

5The $4,280 total cost is calculated as 30 hours of technology department staff at $60.00 
per hour, plus 62 hours of Board office staff review esti e-mails for confidential material at 
$38.00 per hour. In addition to the over $4,000 in estimated costs, CCSD proposed in its 
November 17, 2006 letter to MS. GRAY (Exhibit C to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment 
filed August IS, 2008) there would be a charge of 10 cents per copy over 100 pages requested. As 
MS. GRAY desires to inspect the records, and not receive copies of them, the proposed photocopy 
charge is not at issue in this ease. 

'The $1,448 total cost is calculated as 14 hours of technology department staff at $60.00 
per hour, plus 16 hours of Board office staff review of all e-mails for confidential material at 
$38.00 per hour. 

'See MS. GRAY'S Opposition, pp. 2-3. 
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6. Thereafter, at the April 12, 2007 CCSD TRUSTEES' Meeting,8  

MS. GRAY requested all policies, procedures and protocol regarding the 

repository and retrieval of CCSD TRUSTEES' electronic public records. 

According to MS. GRAY'S Complaint, p. 8, CCSD provided her a brief 

response,9  but accorded no answers for retention or management policies of 

electronic records. MS. GRAY raised the issue of the Board's "non-response" 

and "non-receipt" of the requested cellular telephone records and e-mails at 

subsequent CCSD TRUSTEES' Meetings held May 7 and 31, 2007. 

7. MS. GRAY claims she has been irreparably harmed by 

Defendants' non-compliance with NRS 239.010 as she was unable to use these 

public records to support her legislative proposals submitted to the 2007 Nevada 

Legislature (which is now out of session). She claims she has a right to and a 

continuing need for such records given her position as a community activist 

concerned with the accountability of the school district and CCSD TRUSTEES. 

She also intends to re-introduce her failed bill proposal to the 2009 Nevada 

Legislature to be bolstered by records she now seeks to access. 

8. MS. GRAY has asserted three causes of action against Defendants 

for violations of NRS 239.010 by not making publicly-funded cellular telephone 

8Whik there may have been some confusion, it appears there was some discussion, but 
no consensus, regarding whether MS. GRAY should obtain the Information without tendering the 
estimated cost of over $4,000 for the "extraordinary" effort. NRS 239.052(2) provides la] 
governmental entity may waive all or a portion of a charge or fee for a copy of a public record if 
the governmental entity: (a) Adopts a written policy to waive all or a portion of a charge or fee for 
a copy of a public record; and (b) Posts, in a conspicuous place at each office in which the 
governmental entity provides copies of public records, a legible sign or notice that states the terms 
of the policy." MS. GRAY also requested the policies in writing on April 12, 2008. See Exhibit 
H to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment filed August 15, 2008. 

9Presumably, that "brief response" was by CINDY KROHN, Executive Assistant to the 
CCSD TRUSTEES dated April 26, 2007. A copy of this letter is attached as Exhibit H and as part 
of Exhibit D to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment filed August 15, 2008. 
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records, public e-mails, and official CCSD policies on Public Records available 

for access by the public. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

Standard of Review  

I. Summary judgment is appropriate and "shall be rendered 

forthwith" when the pleadings and other evidence on file demonstrate no 

"genuine issue as to any material fact [remains] and that the moving party is 

entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." See NRCP 55(c); Wood v. Safeway, 

Inc., 121 Nev. 724, 729, 121 P.3d 1026 (2005). The substantive law controls 

which factual disputes are material and will preclude summary judgment; other 

factual disputes are irrelevant. 121 Nev. at 731. A factual dispute is genuine 

when the evidence is such that a rational trier of fact could return a verdict for the 

non-moving party. L , 121 Nev. at 731. 

2. While the pleadings and other proof must be construed in a light 

most favorable to the non-moving party, that party bears the burden "to do more 

than simply show that there is some metaphysical doubt" as to the operative facts 

in order to avoid summary judgment bent entered in the moving party's favor. 

Matsushita electric Industrial Co. v. Zenith Radio, 475 U.S. 574, 586 (1986), 

cited by Wood, 121 Nev. at 732. The non-moving party "must, by affidavit or 

otherwise, set forth specific facts demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue 

for trial or have summary judgment entered against him." Bulbman Inc. v.  

Nevada Bell, 108 Nev. 105, 110, 825 P.2d 588, 591 (1992), cited by Wood, 121 

Nev. at 732. The non-moving party "'is not entitled to build a case on the 
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gossamer threads of whimsy, speculation, and conjecture.'" Bulbman, 108 Nev. 

at 110, 825 P.2d 591, quoting Collins v. Union Fed. Savings & Loan, 99 Nev. 

284, 302, 662 P.2d 610, 621 (1983). 

3. The purpose of NRS Chapter 239 is "to foster democratic 

principles by providing members of the public with access to inspect and copy 

public books and records to the extent permitted by law." See NRS 239.001(1). 

The provisions of NRS Chapter 239 must be construed liberally to carry out its 

important purpose. See NRS 239.001(2). As NRS Chapter 239 must be 

interpreted liberally, "[a)ny exemption, exception or balancing of interests which 

limits or restricts access to public books and records by members of the public 

must be construed narrowly." NRS 239.001(3)(emphasis added).1°  

4. NRS 239.010(1) provides: 

Except as otherwise provided in subsection 3,11  all public books 
and public records of a governmental entity, the contents of which are not 
otherwise declared by law to be confidential, must be open at all times 
during office hours to inspection by any person, and may be fully copied 
or an abstract or memorandum may be prepared from those public books 
and public records. Any such copies, abstracts or memoranda may be 
used to supply the general public with copies, abstracts or memoranda of 
the records or may be used in any other way to the advantage of the 
governmental entity or of the general public. This section does not 
supersede or in any manner affect the federal laws governing copyrights or 
enlarge, diminish or affect in any other manner the rights of a person in 

"'Also see PR Planners v. Board of County Commissioners, 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 
465, 468 (2000), citing Ashokan v. State. Department of Insurance 109 Nev. 662, 668, 856 P.2d 
244.247 (1993)friting United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 710, 94 S.Ct. 3090, 41 L.Ed.2d 1039 
(1974)) ("The public official or agency bears the burden of establishing the existence of privilege 
based upon confidentiality. It is well settled that privileges, whether creatures of statute or the 
common law, should be interpreted and applied narrowly."). 

I  "Section 239.010(3) provides: "A governmental entity that has legal custody or control 
of a public book or record shall not deny a request made pursuant to subsection I to inspect or 
copy a public book or record on the basis that the requested public book or record contains 
information that is confidential if the governmental entity can redact, delete, conceal or separate 
the confidential information from the information included in the public book or record that is not 
otherwise confidential." 
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any written book or record which is copyrighted pursuant to federal law. 
(emphasis added) 

A "public record" is defined in Nevada Administrative Code 

(NAC) 239.091 as "a record of a local governmental entity that is created, 

received or kept in the performance of a duty and paid for with public money?' 

(emphasis added) There is no dispute that CCSD, or a school district, is 

encompassed within the definition of a local governmental entity," and is subject 

to the requirements set forth in NRS Chapter 239 and NAC Chapter 239. See 

NRS 239.121(3). 

6. While a "public record" generally must be open to inspection at all 

times by the general.publie, there is an exception for records that are considered 

"confidential." See NRS 239.010(1). Such exceptions include, but are not limited 

to: 

a. Student eduiational records, as set forth by NRS 392.029, 

Title 20 U.S.C. §1232(g) (Family educational Rights and Privacy Act) and 34 

C.F.R. Part 99; 

b. Employment records, as indicated in NRS 386.365 and 

Clark County School District Regulation 1212; 

c. Person's identifring information contained within the 

public record, as noted in NRS 239.0105; 

d. Attorney-client privileged communications, indicated in 

NRS 49.095;12  

e. Psychologist and patient communications, NRS 49.207; 
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i. Victim's advocate and victim communications, NRS 

49.2546; 

j. , Counselor and pupil communications, NRS 49.290; 

k. Teacher and pupil communications, NRS 49.291; and 

1. Confidential information communicated to public officer 

when public interests would suffer  by disclosure, set forth in NRS 49.285. 

Unless a statute provides an absolute privilege against disclosure, the 

burden of establishing the application of a privilege based upon confidentiality 

can be satisfied only pursuant to a balancing of interests. "In balancing the 

interests..., the scales must reflect the fundamental right of a citizen to have 

access to the public records as contrasted with the incidental right of the Agency to 

be free from unreasonable interference....The citizen's predominant interest may 

be expressed in terms of the burden of proof which is applicable in this class of 

cases; the burden is cast upon the agency to explain why the records should not be 

furnished." DR Partners, 116 Nev. at 621, quoting MacEwan v, Holm, 226 Ore. 

27, 359 P.2d 413, 421-22 (Ore. 1961); also see Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 

106 Nev. 630, 635-636, 798 P.2d 144,147-148 (1990). • 

7. While public records, not considered "confidential," must be open 

and available to MS. GRAY and the community in general, MRS 239.052 

9 
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provides the governmental entity may charge a reasonable fee for providing a 

copy.13 Further, there may be additional fees for transcription services or for 

information from a geographic information system. See NRS 239.053 and 

239.054. Perhaps more pertinent here, NRS 239.055 provides there may be an 

additional fee when extraordinary use of personnel or technological resources is 

required by the governmental entity.I4  

8. The term "extraordinary use of personnel or technological 

resources" is not defined in NRS Chapter 239 (or within NRS 239.055 

specifically). From a historical perspective, NRS 239.055 was enacted in 1997 

through the passage of Assembly Bill (AB) 214. See Assembly Bill 214 of the 

1997 Legislative Session. AB 214's history sheds light on the Legislature's 

purpose in using this term. At that time, Dale Erquiaga, Deputy Secretary of 

State, described an example of an "extraordinary use of a governmental entity's 

technological resources: 

"NRS 239.052(1) provides lepteept as otherwise provided in this subsection, a 
governmental entity may charge'a fee for providing a copy of a public record. Such a fee mist not 
exceed the actual cost to the governmental entity to provide the copy of the public record unless a 
specific statute or regulation sets a fee that the governmental entity must charge for the copy. A 
governmental entity shall not charge a fee for providing a copy of a public record if a specific 
statute or regulation requires the governmental entity to provide the copy without charge." 

I4NRS 239.055 provides: 
1. Except as otherwise provided in NRS 239.054 regarding information 

provided from a geographic information system, if a request for a copy of a public record 
would require a governmental entity to make extraordinary use of its personnel or 
technological resources, the governmental entity may, in addition to any other fee 
authorized pursuant to this chapter, charge a fee for such extraordinary use. Upon 
receiving such a request, the governmental entity shall inform the requester of the amount 
of the fee before preparing the requested information. The fee charged by the 
governmental entity must be reasonable and must be based on the cost that the 
governmental entity actually incurs for the extraordinary use of its personnel or 
technological resources. The governmental entity shall not charge such a fee if the 
governmental entity is not required to make extraordinary use of its personnel or 
technological resources to fulfill additional requests for the same information. 

2. As used in this section, "technological resources" means any 
information, information system or information service acquired, developed, operated, 
maintained or otherwise used by a governmental entity. 
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As an example, Mr. Erquiaga said if a person came into the Secretary of 
State's office and wanted a list of all corporations which had been filed 
pursuant to Nevada Revised Statutes (NRS), Chapter 82, a program would 
have to be written to pull the information out of the database—which was 
extraordinary use of that office's technology. 
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See Hearing on AB 214 Before the Assembly Committee on Government Affairs, 

1997 Legislative Session 7 (March 20, 1997). To wit, the state's legislative 

record supports the conclusion the term "extraordinary use," as it relates to 

technological resources, would include the necessity of having to write a 

computer program for purposes of information retrieval. 

Some guidance as to the intended scope of the term "extraordinary use" as 

it relates io an agency's personnel is found in an exchange between State Senator 

William Raggio and Kent Lauer, Executive Director, Nevada Press Association: 

Senator Raggio asked how Mr. Lauer would reply to Mr. Glover's concern 
regarding low costs of public records opening a door for nuisance . 
behavior and tying up government. Noting although one could stop 
productivity of an office, the senator maintained, he did not agree with 
creating a disincentive to provide public information. Mr. Lauer replied a 
provision in the bill would provide for this situation. He recognized 
language stipulates requests requiring "extraordinary use of personnel" 
would provide the right to charge fees to cover "extraordinary use of 
personnel." 

See Hearing on AB 214 Before the Senate Committee on Government Affairs, 

1997 Legislative Session 14 (May 28, 1997). Given the aforementioned 

statements and concerns, it appears the authority granted a governmental entity to 

recover actual costs for the "extraordinary use" of personnel in retrieving and 

copying public records, at least in part, may have been intended to make the entity 

whole in responding to nuisance inquiries or any inquiry that encompasses an 

unusual amount of staff time. 
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Public Access to CCSD TRUSTEES' Cellular Telephone Records  

9. Notably, the parties' focus has been upon those cellular telephone 

records generated by CCSD TRUSTEES RUTH JOHNSON and LARRY 

MASON. MS. JOHNSON accepted a monthly stipend of $50.00 for use of her 

private cellular telephone in making/accepting work-related calls. MR. MASON 

used and still utilizes a cellular telephone supplied him by the CCSD. There is no 

evidence the other.CCSD TRUSTEES, namely CAROLYN EDWARDS, 

SHIRLEY BARBER, TERRI JANISON, MARY BETH SCOW, and SHEILA 

MOULTON, accepted or currently accepts any public funding to reimburse them 

for any work-related calls conducted on their private cellular telephones. As the 

telephone records of all CCSD TRUSTEES, except MS. JOHNSON and MR. 

MASON, are not, in any way, "created, received or kept in the performance of a 

duty frpri paid for with public money," such records do not fall within the 

definition of "public record,"" and thus, are not subject to the requirements of 

NRS 239.010. In short, this Court concludes neither MS. GRAY nor any 

member of the public is entitled to private cellular telephone records of CCSD 

TRUSTEES CAROLYN EDWARDS, SHIRLEY BARBER, TERRI JANISON, 

MARY BETH SCOW, and SHEILA MOULTON.16  Summary judgment, 

therefore, should be granted in favor of the CCSD Defendants, pursuant to NRCP 

56, with respect to the right of these Defendants not to disclose their private 

"See NAC 239.091. 
'61t should be noted here that, on February 8, 1996, Congress passed the 

Telecommunications Act of 1996, which further protected the privacy of customer information 
while using their telephones. Also see Fred H. Cate, Privacy and Telecommunications, 33 Wake 
Forest L.Rev. 1, 40 (1998). More recently, on January 12, 2007, President George W. Bush 
signed into law "The Telephone Records and Privacy Protection Act of 2006," which established 
criminal penalties for the unauthorized disclosure of telephone records. 

12 

185 



• • 
cellular telephone records. Such is true even though these CCSD TRUSTEES 

may have made work-related calls on their private cellular telephones. 

10. It is undisputed that, sometime during the period, November 2005 

and November 2006, LARRY MASON was issued and utilized a publicly-

provided and funded cellular telephone." As this telephone was publicly-

provided and funded, the records, generated as a result of MR. MASON'S use, 

likewise, are "created, received or kept in the performance of a duty and paid for 

• with public money.1118  'I o wit, MR. MASON'S cellular telephone records are 

considered "public" within the definition set forth in NAC 239.091, and therefore, 

they are accessible to MS. GRAY and the public in general,19  absent them falling 

within the exception of being confidential, private or non-public. Again, as noted 

above, the CCSD Defendants would have the burden of explaining why the 

records could not be furnished. 

Here, it is this Court's understanding that, at the time MS. GRAY made 

her initial request (early November 2006), MR. MASON'S cellular telephone had 

"recently" been issued, whereby records/billings had not yet been received by the 

school district from the telephone company and thus, they were not then available. 

This situation was not a matter of CCSD refusing MS. GRAY access to MR. 

"As noted above and shown in Affidavit of CINDY KROHN, attached as Exhibit D to 
CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment filed August IS, 2008, MR. MASON was "recently" 
issued a CCSD cellular telephone at the time she responded to MS. GRAY on November 17, 
2006. 

IBNAC 239.091. 
°See DR Partners v. Board of County  Commissioners, 116 Nev. 616; also see City Of 

Elkhart v. Agenda; Open Government. Inc., 683 N.8.2d 622 (Ind.Ct.App. 1997); PG Publishing 
Company v. County of Washington, 638 A.2d 422 (Pa.Commwealth 1994); Dortch v. Atlanta 
Journal and Atlanta Constitution, 261 Ga.350, 405 S.E.2d 43 (1991)(cellular bills of 
governmental officials using publicly funded phones were not exempted from Georgia's Open 
Records Act, Ga. Code Annot. 0048-70, et seq.); 
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MASON'S cellular telephone records. CCSD cannot accord MS. GRAY 

information/documents it did not then possess or have access. Shortly after 

November 2006, MR. MASON'S cellular records were received by CCSD, and 

then provided to MS. GRAY at no cost. As MS. GRAY has been provided access 

to MR. MASON'S cellular telephone records as she requested, such matter is now 

M001.20  

11. With respect to records relating to CCSD TRUSTEE JOHNSON'S 

telephone use, MS. GRAY provided this Court no case law or other authority 

supporting the proposition a public official's personal cellular use automatically 

became a matter of public record, open to review and scrutiny by the community, 

when the bureaucrat is partially reimbursed by a governmental entity. This 

Court's research likewise produced no such case law, statute or other authority. 

To fall within the definition of "public record," as set forth in NAC 

239.091, the Code requires the particular documentation be created, received or 

kept in the performance of the official's duty and it be paid for with public 

money. Although MS. JOHNSON was reimbursed $50.00 monthly for use of her 

personal telephone for work-related calls, the school district did not create, 

Normally, a controversy must be live through all stages of the proceeding. See 
University and Community College System of Nevada, et al. v, Nevadans for Sound Government, 
120 Nev. 712, 720, 100 P.3d 179, 186 (2004), citing Arizonans for Official English v. Arizona, 
520 U.S. 43, 67, 117 S.Ct. 1055, 137 LEd.2d 170 (1997). "The duty or every judicial tribunal is 
to decide actual controversies by a judgment which can be carried into effect, and not to give 
opinions upon moot questions or abstract propositions, or to declare principles of law which 
cannot affect the matter in issue before it. citing NCAA v. University of Nevada, 97 Nev. 56, 
57, 624 P.2d 10 (1981). However, when a matter becomes moot because of a subsequent event, 
the Court may determine the matter is capable of repetition, yet evading review University and 
Community College System oi 'Nevada  120 Nev. at 720, citing Traffic Control Services v. United 
Rentals, 120 Nev. 168, 171-172, 87 P.3d 1054, 1057 (2004). There was nothing suggested by 
MS. GRAY or the CCSD Defendants that access to MR. MASON'S public cellular telephone 
records would be impeded in the future, or that this particular controversy would be repeated. 
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receive or keep records of her use.21  As CCSD did not create, receive or keep the 

records, this Court concludes MS. JOHNSON'S personal cellular telephone 

records do not come within "public record" definition, and therefore, do not fall 

within the purview of open review and scrutiny by MS. GRAY or the public in 

general. Summary judgment, therefore, should be granted in favor of the CCSD 

Defendants, pursuant to NRCP 56, with respect to CCSD having no obligation to 

accord MS. GRAY or the public access to MS. JOHNSON'S private cellular 

records, inasmuch as it did not create, receive or keep them. 

Public Access to CCSD Policies/Procedures 
Re: Holding/Managing Electronic Files 

12. On April 12, 2007, MS. GRAY requested, in writing, from CCSD 

the following policies, procedures or protocol: 

a. Establishing repository for holding and managing 

electronic files; 

b. Ensuring that metadata information contained within the e-

mail transmission is included in the public records (i.e. headers, forward headers 

and transmission data); 

c. That address the ability to efficiently locate specific files 

when necessary; and 

d. That ensure public records remain fully accessible 

throughout the entire records retention period. 

See Exhibit I-1 to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment. 

21As CCSD did not create, receive or keep such records, it had nothing to produce to MS. 
GRAY or the community with respect to information/documentation relating to MS. JOHNSON'S 
personaitellular telephone use. 
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13. The evidence adduced from the parties' papers and at the hearing 

indicates CCSD provided MS. GRAY its policies, procedures or protocol 

establishing repository for holding and managing electronic files via a copy of the 

District Regulation §§3620 (Retention of Records) and 3621 (Records Retention 

Schedule) on April 26, 2007.22  In response to the second request identified above, 

CCSD, by CINDY KROHN'S April 26, 2007 letter, informed MS. GRAY that 

each message or e-mail transmission on the InterAct or CCSD computer system 

contains the header information (sender, date, time and recipient) as part of the 

message; presumably, such e-mails remain archived on the computer system as 

long as the computer's hardware and software exists.23  With respect to MS. 

GRAY'S third request, CCSD, again via MS. KROHN'S April 26, 2007 letter, 

indicated specific e-mails or files could be located by the "Find" feature on the 

InterAct system. "The 'Find' feature on InterAct permits the user to search the 

messages by the sender, recipient, date attachment name, or text contained the 

body of the message." MS. GRAY'S fourth request identified above was 

answered by CCSD: 

The ability to locate and/or retrieve any specific record or file depends on 
several factors that include, but are not limited tb, the age and design of 
the system, the amount of information on which to base the search, and the 
date of the data. 

Public Access to CCSD TRUSTEES' Electronic Mails  

14. CCSD concedes communications or e-mails generated by CCSD 

TRUSTEES, utilizing InterAct or other school district computer or e-mail system, 

22Such documentation encompassed 20 pages. 
23Exhibit 1 of CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment did not indicate how long 

electronic mail is kept or maintained. 
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fall within the definition of "public record," and thus, absent issues of 

confidentiality or privilege, such documentation/information is open to review by 

the public. However, CCSD proposes e-mails generated by the trustees 

containing confidential or privileged information fall within the exception to open 

disclosure to the public. Further, from a technological resource perspective, it 

claims it would take.some extraordinary effort to (I) retrieve e-mails sent or 

received by CUD TRUSTEES during the requested one-year period (November 

2005 to November 2006), separate them from e-mails generated by or to the other 

thousands of CCSD employees, (2) review the retrieved e-mails to ensure they do 

not contain confidential, privileged or other non-public information, and (3) 

redact any confidential or privileged information that may be found within the 

trustees' e-mails. According to CCSD, such e-mail retrieval/separation, review 

and possible redaction would consume "extraordinary use of personnel and 

technological resources," whereby it seeks to be reimbursed for such expenses. It 

anticipates the cost of the extraordinary use of school district resources to be over 

$4,000 for retrieval, review and possible redaction of e-mails generated over the 

requested one-year period.24  

15. With respect to retrieval/separation of the CCSD TRUSTEES' e- 

mails from those generated by other CCSD personnel, CCSD has admitted 

specific e-mails or files can be located by the "Find" feature on the InterAct 

system. The `Find' feature on InterAct permits the user to search the messages by 

the sender, recipient, date attachment name, or text contained the body of the 
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Itee Affidavits of CINDY KROHN and DAN WRAY, attached as Exhibits D and F, 
respectively, to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment filed August 15, 2008. 
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message. Further, such e-mails remain archived on the school district's computer 

system as long as the computer's hardware and software exists.25  Inasmuch as the 

e-mails of each school board trustee can be located by a simple search utilizing 

the "Find" feature, it is difficult to perceive why extraordinary use of personal or 

technological resources is required, or that the cost is $1,800.00 (30 hours @ 

$60.00 per hour for a technology department staff member) to retrieve/separate 

such records over g one-year period would be incurred. If anything, taking the 

CCSD'S position in its papers as true, the actual retrieval/separation of all e-mails 

generated by seven (7) school board trustees should expend little of the 

technology staff's time in making a few computer key strokes. With that said, 

the Court is not making a finding that extraordinary use of personal or 

technological resources would not be required as CCSD claims. This Court will 

hold an evidentiary hearing prior to the upcoming 2009 Nevada Legislative 

session to allow CCSD to present further testimony and an explanation from its 

technology department staff as to why at least 30 hours to retrieve c-mails 

generated over a one-year period needs to be expended. See infra. 

16. With respect to CCSD'S review for and possible redaction of 

confidential information, this Court first notes the Nevada Legislature's intent in 

1997, when NRS Chapter 239 was enacted, was to ensure openness of its records, 

and not create disincentives by the governmental entity to provide public 

information.26  While NRS 239.055 was enacted to reimburse the local 
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"See Affidavits of CINDY KROF1N and DAN WRAY, attached as Exhibits D and F, 
respectively, to CCSD'S Motion for Summary Judgment filed August 15, 2008. 

26See Hearing on AB 214 Before the Senate Committee on Government Affairs, 1997 
Legislative Session 14 (May 28, 1997). 
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governmental entity where public record requests require extraordinary use of 

personal or technological resources for retrieval, there is nothing contained within 

that statute to suggest a citizen, such as MS. GRAY, should bear the costs of the 

entity's review for and redaction of what it may claim to be confidential or 

privileged material. Given the balance between the citizen's fundamental and 

predominant interest to have public records access, and the governmental entity's 

interest to be free from unreasonable interference, it is evident CCSD must be the 

party to first explain what records, if any, are confidential or privileged, and then 

why they should not be furnished. To wit, it is not MS. GRAY'S burden to bear 

the expense to determine what public records she seeks may be confidential. 

Once she makes.a request for public records, it is the governmental entity's 

burden to produce the record or explain why it is not furnished. In short, if CCSD 

believes certain c-mails generated by its school trustees contain confidential 

information, it is the one who should bear the expense of review and redaction, if 

any, as well as provide MS. GRAY an explanation as to why the public record 

will not be produced. Plaintiff KAREN GRAY'S Counter-Motion for Summary 

Judgment, therefore, is granted with respect to CCSD'S request for anticipated 

costs of "extraordinary use of personnel and technology resources" to review the 

e-mails for and redaction of confidential information. 

Accordingly, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND.DECREED 

Defendants' Motion for Summary Judgment filed August 15, 2008 is granted in 

part, and denied in part, as set forth more fully above and below; 
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• 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

Plaintiff's Counter-Motion for Summary Judgment filed September 9, 2008 is 

granted in part, and denied in part, as set forth more fully above and below; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

Plaintiff KAREN GRAY is entitled to publicly provided or funded cellular 

telephone records generated by CCSD TRUSTEE LARRY MASON'S use from 

the time he was provided the cellular telephone, and records were created, 

received or kept by Defendant CCSD. Again, it is this Court's understanding MS. 

GRAY was afforded such documentation, whereby such issue of production now 

is moot; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

Plaintiff KAREN GRAY is not entitled to any records generated by CCSD RUTH 

JOHNSON'S use of her private or personal cellular telephone as they were 

created, received or kept by Defendant CCSD. As noted above, the definition of 

"public record" requires that it be created, received or kept and paid for by the 

governmental entity; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

Plaintiff KAREN GRAY is not entitled to any records generated by the other 

CCSD SCHOOL TRUSTEES' use of their private or personal cellular telephones 

as they were not created, received or kept, or paid for by Defendant CCSD. Such 

records do not fall within the definition of "public record;"• 

omanawnweav TWO 
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1 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that, as 

Defendant CCSD provided Plaintiff KAREN GRAY the following 

information/documentation: 

a. Establishing repository for holding and managing electronic files; 

b. Ensuring that metadata information contained within the e-mail 

transmission is included in the public records (i.e. headers, forward headers and 

transmission data); 

c. That address the ability to efficiently locate specific files when 

necessary; and 

d. That ensure public records remain fully accessible throughout the 

entire records retention period, 

the production is no longer at issue, and the question now is moot; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that 

Plaintiff KAREN GRAY should not be charged an additional fee for 

"extraordinary use of personal or technological resources" where Defendant 

CCSD finds it necessary to review and possibly redact public records sought for 

confidential information; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this 

Court shall take additional evidence and testimony from Defendants regarding the 

necessity of expending of extraordinary use of personal or technological resources 
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• 
to retrieve/separate the e-mails generated by CCSD TRUSTEES during the period 

sought, as well as the extent of the cost thereof, on Friday, January 23, 2009, at 

9:00 a.m. 

DATED this 6th  day of January 2009. 

1 A a tQl  
N H. JOHNSON, D TRi O RT JUDGE 

CERTIFICATE 

I hereby certify that on the date filed, I either placed within the attorney's 

folder with the Court Clerk's Office, or mailed a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing ORDER to the following counsel of record, and that first-class postage 

was fully prepaid thereon: 

LEE ROWLAND, ESQ., STAFF ATTORNEY 
ACLU OF NEVADA 
732 South Sixth Street, Suite 200A 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

ALLEN LICHTENSTEIN, ESQ., GENERAL COUNSEL 
ACLU OF NEVADA 
3315 Russell Road, Suite 222 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 

C.W. HOFFMAN, JR., ESQ., GENERAL COUNSEL 
CLARK COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT 
5100 West Sahara Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89146 

Laura Banks, Judicial Executive Assistant 
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Steven D. Grierson 
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
District Attorney 
CIVIL DIVISION 
State Bar No. 001565 
By: LAURA C. REHFELDT 
Deputy District Attorney 
State Bar No. 005101 
500 South Grand Central Pkwy. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2215 
(702) 455-4761 
Fax (702) 382-5178 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW JOURNAL, ) 
) 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

) 
) 
) 

Case No: 
Dept. No: 

A-17-758501-W 
XXIV 

) 
CLARK COUNTY OFFICE OF THE ) 
CORONER/MEDICAL EXAMINER, ) 

) 
Respondent.  

RESPONSE TO PETITION AND MEMORANDUM SUPPORTING WRIT FOR 
MANDAMUS FOR ACCESS TO AUTOPSY REPORTS OF JUVENILE DEATHS 

COMES NOW Defendant CLARK COUNTY OFFICE OF THE CORONER/MEDICAL 

EXAMINER, by its attorney STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney, through Laura C. Rehfeldt, 

Deputy District Attorney, and hereby files its Response to Petition and Memorandum Supporting Writ 

for Mandamus for Access to Autopsy Reports of Juvenile Deaths. This response is based upon the 

pleadings and papers on file in the above-entitled action, the attached memorandum of points and 

authorities, and oral argument of counsel at the time of hearing. 

DATED this 29th day of August, 2017. 

STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

By: Ciated.11  
LAURA C. REHFE DT 
District Attorney 
State Bar No. 005101 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2215 
Attorney for Defendant 

Clark County Coroner Medical Examiner 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

A. Duties and Purpose of the Clark County Coroner Medical Examiner (NRS  
Chapter 259 and Clark County Code Chapter 2.12) 

The purpose of the Coroner is to investigate deaths within Clark County that are violent, 

suspicious, unexpected or unnatural in order to identify and report on the cause and manner of death. 

This may include those reported as unattended by a physician, suicide, poisoning or overdose, 

occasioned by criminal means, resulting or related to an accident. Clark County Code ("CCC") § 

2.12.060; Declaration of John Fudenberg, attached as Exhibit A. 

When the Coroner is notified of a death. a Coroner investigator responds to the scene and 

conducts a medicolegal investigation. Information is gathered from the scene and persons, such as 

witnesses, law enforcement officers and family members, the decedent is identified, the next of kin 

is notified, and property found on or about the decedent is secured. The investigation often entails 

obtaining medical records or health information of the decedent. Most often the body is transported 

to the Coroner's Office for a physical examination known as an autopsy, which is conducted by a 

Medical Examiner who is a forensic pathologist. CCC §§ 2.12.060, 2.12.280. Exhibit A,112(b). 

In conducting the autopsy, the Medical Examiners perform an external and internal exam of 

the body of the decedent. They review investigative findings, medical records, health history prior 

to commencing the exam. The organs are examined, and histology samples along with blood is 

submitted to a laboratory for analysis. It is the responsibility of the medical examiner to determine 

the cause and manner of death. CCC §§ 2.12.040. 2.12.060; Exhibit A, 112(c). 

The manner of death is the method by which someone died. The five manners of death are 

homicide, suicide, natural, accident and undetermined. The cause of death is the circumstance that 

triggers a death such as a gunshot wound, heart attack, or drug overdose. The Medical Examiner 

documents findings, including the cause and manner of death in an autopsy report ("Autopsy 

Report"). CCC §§ 2.12.060, 2.12.040, 2.12.250; Exhibit A, ¶ 2(d). 

After completion of the autopsy, the body is released to a mortuary and the person with 

tights to the body takes over the handling of the body. CCC §§ 2.12.270, 2.12.280; Nev. Rev. Stat. 

("NRS") § 451.024. The death of the decedent, including the cause and manner are documented in a 
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death certificate which is generated and maintained by the Department of Vital Statistics. CCC § 

2.12.250, ¶ 2(e). 

B. Content of Autopsy Reports 

As stated, Autopsy Reports consist of the findings resulting from the autopsy, including 

those related to the cause and manner of death of the decedent. Additionally, the name, age, sex and 

date of death are identified. Exhibit A, 13(a). 

The external examination is described in the Autopsy Report, and includes an analysis as to 

the medical/health status or condition of the exterior parts of the body. These findings could range 

from observations about the genitalia to recent medical treatment to a hidden tattoo. Exhibit A, ¶ 

3(b). 

The findings related to the internal examination are also included in the Autopsy Report. 

This may include radiographic findings, detailed descriptions of medical evaluations as to the 

condition of organs and functions which may include the neck (i.e. thyroid. cricoid. prevertebral 

tissue and muscles); cardiovascular system (i.e. aorta, coronary arteries, heart); respiratory system 

(i.e. treachea, major bronchi, pulmonary vessels, lungs); hepatobiliary system (i.e. liver); 

hemolymphatic system (i.e. spleen); gastrointestinal system (i.e. esophagus, stomach, appendix, 

intestines); genitourinary system (i.e. renal and genetalia); endocrine system (i.e. thyroid and adrenal 

glands); central nervous system (i.e. brain). Exhibit A, 13(c). 

The fluids, tissue and organ samples retained and submitted for testing are included in the 

Autopsy Report along with the types of tests ordered. The test results and any microscopic 

examinations are also included. Exhibit A, ¶ 3(d). 

References to specific medical records, specific medical or health information and personal 

characteristics about the decedent may also be included in the Autopsy Report. This could include 

sexual orientation of the decedent. and types of disease such as venereal. HIV, liver, cancer, mental 

illness, or drug or alcohol addiction or overdoses. This information may not be publicly known, or 

desired by the decedent or its family to be public, and its dissemination may result in unwanted 

social stigmas or embarrassment to a family. Exhibit A, ¶ 3(e). 

/ / / 
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C. Coroner Policy with Respect to the Release of Autopsy Reports  

The Coroner's policy with respect to the release of Autopsy Reports is to release them, upon 

request, to the legal next of kin, an administrator or executor of an estate, law enforcement officers 

in performing their official duties, and pursuant to a subpoena. 

The Coroner's policy not to release the Autopsy Reports to the general public is based on the 

legal analysis in 1982 Nev. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 12 (hereinafter "AGO 82-12"). This opinion 

concludes that the Autopsy Report is a public record but not for public dissemination based on 

public policy and law treating the subject matter in an Autopsy Report confidential. However, the 

Coroner does make public information related to the fulfillment of its statutory duties, such as the 

identification of a decedent, location and date of death, cause and manner of death, which is 

consistent with AGO 82-12. Exhibit A, ¶ 4. 

II. STATEMENT OF FACTS RELATING TO RJ'S REQUEST FOR AUTOPSY 
REPORTS OF JUVENILE DECEDENTS 

On April 13, 2017, Arthur Kane and Brian Joseph, Investigative Reporters for the Las Vegas 

Review-Journal ("RJ"), emailed a public records request to the Coroner for: 

...all autopsy reports, notes and other documentation of all autopsies 
performed by the Clark County Coroner's office from Jan. 1 2012 to 
present on anyone who was younger than the age of 18 when he or she 
died. LVRJ' 006 

On the same day, Nicole Charlton, Administrative Secretary, of the Coroner, responded by stating 

that there were hundreds of these cases and asked if they wanted all manners of death (suicide, 

homicide, accidents, etc.) or just certain types. The RJ was informed that the Coroner could not 

provide Autopsy Reports, notes or other documents, but could provide a spreadsheet of data 

consisting of the Coroner case number, name of decedent, date of death, gender, age, race, location 

of death, and cause and manner of death.. LVRJ 004-005; Exhibit A, ¶6. 2  

Mr. Kane verified the desire for spreadsheets in addition to the Autopsy Reports and asked 

for confirmation as to whether the cases went to full autopsy. LVRJ 004. Ms. Charlton explained 

RJ's Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Petition for Writ of Mandamus. 
2  A few months earlier the RJ had asked for a listing of all homicides dating back to 2006. The Coroner provided a 
spreadsheet of public information, pursuant to CCC 2.12.060, consisting of name, Coroner case number, date of death. 
age, gender, race, cause and manner of death going back to January 2012. Exhibit A, 116. 
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that autopsies are not conducted on all decedents involved in the Coroner's Office, and that she 

could not separate cases that were not autopsied from ones that were. She also provided an 

explanation as to why the Coroner does not release Autopsy Reports. 

Autopsy reports are public records but not open to any member of the 
public for inspection, copying, and dissemination. The reasoning is  
that the reports contain medical information and confidential  
information about the deceased's body. There may be a situation 
when a particular report would be available for a particular party who 
has sufficient interest to justify access. AGO 82-12 (6-15-82). This 
decision may preclude the dissemination of an autopsy report to 
members of the decedent's immediate family without following the 
correct procedures of law, i.e., a court order. In that situation, it may 
be appropriate to require the decedent's family to sign a release form 
in exchange for the autopsy report. LVRJ 002-003 (emphasis added). 

Mr. Kane was emailed detailed spreadsheets listing all Clark County juvenile deaths dating back to 

January 2012 that involved the Coroner. . (Spreadsheets appear to be marked as LVRJ 009-014; 

034-046). 

Later that day, April 13, 2017, Mr. Kane emailed the Civil Division, District Attorney's 

("D.A.") Office stating: 

I requested all autopsies for any deaths between 2012 and present of 
people younger than 18 years old from the Clark County Coroner's 
office this morning. The response is below. I do not see any legal 
citation to deny these records, the Coroner admits they're public just 
not available and they cite a privacy right which does not exist for 
deceased people. 

Can you consult with them and let them know these are public 
documents that they are required to produce. Conversely, if you 
believe they are not, please cite a statute that exempts them from 
release. LVRJ 015 

The D.A.'s Office responded to Mr. Kane on April 14, 2017, stating that the basis for nondisclosure 

of the Autopsy Reports is the legal analysis in AGO 82-12 as previously expressed by the Coroner. 

Specifically, the D.A.'s Office stated: 

As I believe you are aware, the Nevada Attorney General. in Opinion.  
No. 82-12, has opined that the autopsy report is a public record but not 
open to public inspection. The opinion setting forth the legal analysis 
of the attorney general is attached. 

It is the practice of the Clark County Coroner to release the autopsy 
reports to the next of kin, if desired. It is my belief that the Nevada 
Supreme Court would agree with the practice of the Coroner. 
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Notably, there is legislation pending. AB57, which, if enacted, will 
specifically state to whom the Coroner may provide a report (parents, 
guardians, adult children or custodians of a decedent). The analysis 
behind this bill is also compatible with the current practice. LVRJ 018 
(emphasis added). 

On Sunday, May 7, 2017, Coroner John Fudenberg met in person with Mr. Joseph and Mr. 

Kane at the Coroner's Office. Mr. Fudenberg explained the office policy on the release of Autopsy 

Reports to them. He tried to determine the information they wanted and to understand their request. 

Mr. Joseph emailed Mr. Fudenberg after that meeting. Based on that email it became apparent that 

Mr. Joseph was interested in deaths of children who were involved in the Clark County Department 

of Child and Family Services ("DFS") as he was trying to match up DFS cases with Coroner cases. 

See Exhibit A, ¶ 7, Attachment 1. 

After the meeting and email from Mr. Joseph, Mr. Fudenberg compiled a second spreadsheet 

consisting of the same data as the spreadsheet sent on April 13, 2017, but listed only the cases on 

which autopsies were conducted. Exhibit A; LVRJ 033, 047-071. This was sent to the RJ Reporters 

on May 9, 2017.3  Exhibit A,117. 

The RJ did not contact the Coroner again about May 23, 2017, when counsel for the R.I. 

Maggie McLetchie, wrote to the Coroner and the D.A.'s Office. In that letter it is alleged that the 

Coroner failed to establish the existence of a privilege protecting the documents, or that any interest 

in nondisclosure outweighed the public interest to access. LVRJ025-028. Additionally, the purpose 

of the RJ became obvious as it was revealed that it was investigating the handling of child deaths, 

"which of course implicates important child welfare and public policy interests." LVRJ027; Exhibit 

A, ¶ 8. 

The D.A.'s Office responded to Ms. McLetchie on May 26. 2017 setting forth the Coroner's 

legal position with respect to the release of the Autopsy Reports. This letter essentially repeated the 

analysis of the policy and law stated within AGO 82-12. Additionally, due to the specific expressed 

interest in DFS cases, the response cited to the statutory privilege, NRS 432B.407, with respect to 

the Autopsy Reports accessed by the Child Death Review ("CDR") team, of which the Coroner is. a 

3  The previous spreadsheet provided to the reporters included all deaths of children that were addressed by the Coroner. 
whether autopsied or not. 
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representative. The D.A.'s Office, on behalf of the Coroner, offered to consider redacting Autopsy 

Reports, pursuant to NRS 239.010(3), provided the R1 identified particular cases. LVRJ 031-033. 

Later in the day on May 26, 2017, Mr. Kane requested redacted Autopsy Reports of approximately 

126 specific deaths. LVRJ 073; See Exhibit A, ¶9. On May 31, 2017, the D.A.'s Office responded: 

We are in receipt of your records request. Due to the magnitude of 
the request and the review involved, we will be unable to have the 
records available by the end of the fifth business day. Each record 
has to be reviewed individually by experienced personnel, and, of 
course, those subject to privilege will not be  
disclosed. Additionally, it will take time to redact content of the 
records that are not subject to privilege. Because of the detail 
involved in this request, we are unable to determine at this time 
when they will be ready. As we progress, we will have a better 
idea of the timeframe. We will keep you updated as to the 
timeframe and the charges. LVRJ 072 (emphasis added). 

On June 12, 2017, as suggested, Mr. Kane provided a list of prioritized cases. LVRJ075-

076. At this time the Coroner was ascertaining which Autopsy Reports involved cases not reviewed 

by the CDR team and therefore could be disclosed in redacted form. Exhibit A, 111 10-11. On July 

7, 2017, Mr. Kane inquired as to an update on the redacted records. LVRJ083. On July 9, 2017 Mr. 

Kane was informed of the progress: 

We have researched the cases going back to January 1, 2012 and 
identified those that are not child death review committee cases 
and subject to privilege under NRS 432B.407. The cases listed 
below are not child death review committee cases.  We are 
commencing the redaction process with respect to these cases. I 
will check with the Coroner tomorrow with respect to a time 
frame, but I would think the redaction process and delivery to you 
could occur within the next 30 days. Again, I will verify 
tomorrow. LVRJ080-082 (emphasis added). 

All of the cases involving the Coroner listed on the RJ's May 26, 2017 and June 12, 2017 

lists had been reviewed by the CDR and were therefore privileged. Additionally, researching back 

to January 2012, per the RJ's overall request, it was determined that all but 49 deaths were reviewed 

by the CDR. Exhibit A,11110-11. 

The D.A.'s Office followed up with Mr. Kane on July 11.2017 informing him that it was 

expected to take 30 days to redact the Autopsy Reports involving deaths that were not reviewed by 

the CDR. Mr. Kane was also advised as to the significant work and time involved in compiling 
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spreadsheets, setting redaction parameters, and testing the redaction. Mr. Kane was provided with 

three samples of redacted Autopsy Reports so that the RI could review them and determine if it 

wanted the Coroner to proceed with redaction of the remaining reports that were not privileged. 

While the Coroner did not intend to seek costs for this preliminary work, it would charge the RJ for 

the use of extraordinary personal in redacting remaining reports in cases not reviewed by the CDR. 

This was due to the time, level of detail and necessity for experienced personnel. It was determined 

that it would take 10-12 hours to redact the remaining reports and cost $45.00 per hour for 

extraordinary use of personnel. The 12.1 was advised of this cost and asked for a commitment before 

it proceeded allocating further time and resources to this task. LVRJ 087-088; Exhibit A,111110-14. 

With respect to the three sample redacted Autopsy Reports, the RJ was advised as to the 

basis for the redactions as follows: 

Attached please find samples of redacted autopsy reports. The 
language that is redacted consists of information that is medical, 
relates to the status of the decedent's health (or the mother of a baby), 
could be marked with stigmata or considered an invasion of privacy by 
the family. With respect to the autopsy reports of children decedents, 
most of the redacted information is related to medical or health 
related. Statements of diagnosis or opinion that are medical or health 
related that go to the cause of death are not redacted. Note that there is 
not much more information in the redacted documents than in the 
spreadsheets the Coroner's Office provided you. LVRJ 087-088. 

The RJ subsequently filed its Petition for Mandamus alleging that the Autopsy Reports are 

not privileged or confidential, and the Coroner violated NRS 239.0107. 

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. Nevada Public Records Law  

Books and records kept by government entities are public "unless otherwise declared by law 

to be confidential." NRS § 239.010(1). If a record contains confidential information, it should be 

redacted, but only "if the governmental entity can redact, delete, conceal or separate the confidential 

information from the information included in the public book or record that is not otherwise 

confidential." NRS § 239.010(3). 

If any material is deemed confidential, the District Attorney must explain why. NRS 239.0107 

provides, in pertinent part, that the public official must respond to the public records request within 

five days, and if a document is claimed to be privileged or confidential, the request must say so with 
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"[a] citation to the specific statute or other legal authority that makes the public book or record. or a 

part thereof, confidential." 

Beyond statutory privileges, Nevada law recognizes common law privileges. The seminal 

Nevada Supreme Court decision interpreting the Nevada Public Records Act is Donrey of Nev., Inc.  

v. Bradshaw, 106 Nev. 630, 798 P.2d 144 (1990). In that case, Donrey and Reno Newspapers 

petitioned for writ of mandamus pursuant to NRS 239.010, seeking disclosure by the Reno Police 

Department of a report prepared following investigation into the circumstances surrounding 

dismissal of charges against Joe Conforte for contributing to the delinquency of a minor. The 

Supreme Court concluded that the report was not expressly made confidential by statute, and turned 

to a balancing of interests test to consider the question of whether there was a common law 

limitation on disclosure of the records sought. Id. at 635, 147 (citing Carlson v. Pima County, 141 

Ariz. 487, 490, 687 P.2d 1242, 1245 (1984)). The court weighed the privacy and law enforcement 

policy justifications of nondisclosure against what it characterized as the general policy in favor of 

open government. The Bradshaw decision, by implication, recognized that any limitation on the 

general disclosure requirements of NRS 239.010, must be based upon balancing or "weighing" of 

the interests of non-disclosure against the general policy in favor of open government. DR 

Partners v. Bd. of Cnty Comm'rs, 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000). 

The Nevada Supreme Court has clearly stated that the purpose of NPRA is to ensure 

accountability of the government to the public by facilitating public access to "vital information" about 

governmental activities. Id. The Court has also ruled therein that if a public agency declines to produce 

records or information, it is the public official or agency that bears the burden of establishing the 

existence of privilege based upon confidentiality. Id.; see also NRS § 239.0113. Where no statute provides 

an absolute privilege against disclosure, the establishment of a privilege based upon confidentiality must 

be satisfied pursuant to a balancing of interests test, described by the Court as follows: 

In balancing the interests . .., the scales must reflect the fundamental right 
of a citizen to have access to the public records as contrasted with the 
incidental right of the agency to be free from unreasonable. interference. . 
. . The citizen's predominant interest may be expressed in terms of the 
burden of proof which is applicable in this class of cases; the burden is 
cast upon the agency to explain why the records should not be furnished. 
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DR Partners, 116 Nev. at 621, 6 P.3d at 468 (eitiigi MacEwan v. Holm, 226 Or. 27, 46, 359 P.2d 413, 

422 (1961); and referencing Bradshaw, 106 Nev. at 635-36, 798 P.2d at 147-48). 

More recently, in Reno Newspapers. Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 880, 266 P.3d 623, 628 

(2011), the Nevada Supreme Court walked through its historical analysis of the balancing of interests 

test. The Court noted that the analysis begins with the presumption that all government-generated 

records are open to disclosure, see Reno Newspapers v. Haley, 234 P.3d 922, 924 (Nev. 2010), and DR 

Partners, 116 Nev. at 621, 6 P.3d at 468, and noted that the State may overcome this presumption by 

proving, by a preponderance of the evidence, that the requested records are confidential. NRS § 239.0113; 

DR Partners, 116 Nev. at 621, 6 P.3d at 468. Next, absent a statutory provision that explicitly declares a 

record to be confidential, limitations on disclosure must be based upon a broad balancing of the interests 

involved. DR Partners, 116 Nev. at 622, 6 P.3d at 468; Bradshaw. 106 Nev. at 635, 798 P.2d at 147. 

Although the state entity bears the burden to prove that its interest in nondisclosure clearly outweighs the 

public's interest in access, that burden will clearly be met in the right circumstance. In sum, under Nevada 

law, the duty to disclose is not unlimited. Pub. Emps.' Ret. Sys. v. Reno Newspapers.. Inc., 313 P.3d 

221, 225 (Nev. 2013) (citing Gibbons). 

As set forth in this brief, the Coroner will establish by a preponderance of the evidence that 

Autopsy Reports presented and accessed by the CDR team are confidential pursuant to NRS 432B.407, 

and therefore, barred from public disclosure. Additionally, the Coroner will establish that applying 

the balance of the interests shows that the privacy interests in all Autopsy Reports clearly outweigh 

public access, and on those grounds are barred from public disclosure. 

B. Statutory Privilege: NRS 432B.407  

The RJ is requesting Autopsy Records from a County department, the Clark County Coroner, 

which are presented and accessed by the CDR team, of which the Coroner is a representative. NRS 

432B.407 explicitly states that information acquired by the CDR team is confidential and privileged. 

Therefore, based on NRS 432B.407, the Coroner must invoke the privilege and deny disclosure of 

Autopsy Reports involved in cases reviewed by the CDR. 

NRS 432B.405 provides for a multidisciplinary team to review the death of a child and 

assess and analyze the circumstances surrounding the death. NRS 432B.406 provides for the 
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composition of CDR teams and lists the representatives of such a team, which includes a 

representative from the Coroner's Office. Additionally, the members of the team include other 

County representatives from the D.A.'s Office, the Department of Family Services, the Department 

of Juvenile Justice Services, and University Medical Center. The purpose of this team is to make 

recommendations for improving laws, policy and practice, supporting the safety of children and 

preventing future deaths of children. NRS § 432B.403. 

The Coroner has an integral role on the CDR team. Medical Examiner Dr. Alane Olson is 

the Coroner representative, and the meetings are held at the Coroner's Office. Dr. Olson has 

previously chaired the team, and actively participates and represents the Coroner's. Office. Dr. 

Olson attends the meeting with the Coroner documents, including the Autopsy Report, and makes a 

presentation as to the Coroner's involvement and investigation in a child death. Dr. Olson explains 

and presents the Coroner's fmdings, and interprets the Autopsy Report as it relates to each case 

reviewed by the Child Death Review committee. Exhibit A, 119. 

NRS 432B.407(1) states that the documents that the CDR team has access to includes 

autopsy reports relating to death, as well as and medical or mental health records. NRS 4328.407(2) 

states that each organization represented on the CDR shall share with the team information in its 

possession concerning the child that is the subject of the review, any siblings of the child, any person 

responsible for the welfare of the child and other pertinent information. NRS 432B.407(6) strictly 

prohibits the disclosure of information acquired by and records of the child death review committee, 

which would include information acquired from Autopsy Reports. NRS 432B.407 states: 

Except as otherwise provided in this section, information acquired by, 
and the records of, a multidisciplinary team to review the death of a 
child are confidential, must not be disclosed and are not subject to 
subpoena, discovery or introduction into evidence in any civil or 
criminal proceeding. 

NRS 432B.407 is related to the federal Child Abuse and Prevention Treatment Act of 1996 

(CAPTA) disclosure requirements. CAPTA requires states to preserve the confidentiality of records 

in order to protect the rights of the child and of the child's parents or guardians. CAPTA enumerates 
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limited exceptions to this confidentiality requirement, of which the media is not included.4  42 

U.S.C. § 5106a(a)(2)(A) and (b)(2)(B)(viii, ix, x). NRS Chapter 432B, is consistent with CAPTA. 

In fact, failure to comply with the confidentiality requirements could impact the County's federal 

grant eligibility requirements. 42 U.S.C. § 5106a(b); NRS § 432B.290(1). 

In an email from the RJ to the Coroner dated May 8, 2017, and in correspondence from the 

RJ's attorney dated May 23, 2017, it become apparent that the RJ was interested in Autopsy Reports 

pertaining to juvenile deaths relating to DFS cases. Information relating to children is one of the 

most, if not the most protected in terms of confidentiality under the NPRA.5  Because the RJ 

expressed this interest in Autopsy Reports connected to children in the DFS system, it became 

necessary for the Coroner to apply the privilege under NRS 432B.407. 

All of the Autopsy Reports that the RJ specifically requested on May 26, 2017 and June 12. 

2017 that involved deaths reviewed by the CDR. With respect to the child deaths going back to 

January 2012, the vast majority were cases reviewed by the CDR. When the RJ expressed specific 

interest in confidential DFS matters, the Coroner, as a representative on the CDR team, invoked the 

CDR privilege and would not consider redaction. The RJ cannot use the Coroner to obtain Autopsy 

Reports consisting of confidential information accessible and acquired by the CDR team. 

Otherwise, the statutory protections provided to shield information concerning children from public 

dissemination would be completely undermined by their back door approach. Further, the Coroner 

cannot risk violating the non-disclosure requirements of CAPTA and NRS 432B.407 not just in 

terms of protecting privacy interests of children, their families, persons who report abuse, etc., but in 

terms of jeopardizing federal grant eligibility requirements under CAPTA. 

Thus, based on privilege established in NRS 432B.407. the confidentiality required in 

CAPTA and the Coroner's involvement on the CDR team, it has been demonstrated by a 

'Specifically CAPTA allows disclosure to individuals who are the subject of the report, governmental agencies, child 
abuse panels, child fatality review panels, a grand jury or a court, and other entities or individuals authorized by state law 
to receive such information. See 42 U.S.C. § 5106a(aX2)(A) and (bX2)(BXviii, ix, x). 
5 NRS Chapter 432B, titled "Protection of Children", strictly protects the privacy interests in such information and 
specifically provides what type of information and to whom it can be disseminated. See NRS §§ 432B.290(2) (limiting 
disclosure of DFS records to specified individuals, including parents or legal guardian of the child, law enforcement and 
the CDR, but not the media); 4328.175 (specifying certain data that can be made available to the public relating to a 
child that is the subject of reported abuse or neglect and suffers a fatality); 432B.280 (criminal liability for release 
confidential DFS. information); 432B.290(2) (limiting disclosure of information to specified individuals). 

Page 12 of 29 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

207 



preponderance of the evidence that Autopsy Reports involved in cases reviewed by the CDR are 

confidential. 

C. The Privacy Interest in Autopsy Reports Clearly Outweighs Public Access  

In the event this Court finds that the privilege pursuant to NRS 432B.407 was not established 

by a preponderance of the evidence with respect to Autopsy Reports in cases reviewed by the CDR, 

then the balancing of the interests will clearly show that those Autopsy Reports are confidential. 

Likewise, with respect to ALL of the Autopsy Reports requested by the RJ, the balancing of the 

interests demonstrates that these reports are not for public disclosure. The privacy interests in the 

Autopsy Reports, as demonstrated by law and policy relating to children (as established above), 

medical and health information, information that may be socially stigmatic, as well as a statutory 

amendment stating specific private individuals who may receive Coroner reports, clearly outweigh 

public interest. 

1. Protecting Medical and Health Information from Public Access is  
Consistent with Public Policy set forth in HIPAA and State Law  

As discussed, the vast majority of the information contained in an Autopsy Report consists of 

medical and health information. Confidentiality, protection and limited disclosure of medical and 

health information is addressed in the federal Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 

1996 (HIPAA). With respect to health information of decedents, HIPAA generally prohibits health 

care providers and other covered entities from disclosing a decedent's protected health information 

to anyone other than the decedent's personal representative. 45 C.F.R. § 164.502(0-(g). Further, 

HIPAA requires that covered entities protect this information for 50 years.6  Id. 

There are certain exceptions to HIPAA, and one of them allows for disclosure to a coroner, 

for purposes of exercising its duties, including identifying a decedent and determining the cause and 

manner of death. 45 C.F.R. § 164.512(g). While the Coroner is not a covered entity under HIPAA 

or a provider of health care, the fact that federal law stringently protects such information in the 

health care context, and the fact that such information is contained in Autopsy Reports. demonstrates 

privacy interests in health information contained in Autopsy Reports. Since an Autopsy Report 

6  This is contrary to the RJ's position that deceased persons do not have a privacy right. RJ 015. 
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contains the same type of information HIPAA protects in the health care context, the only 

responsible position that the Coroner can take is to limit further exploitation of that information by 

allowing limited access to only the next of kin, law enforcement and by subpoena. This is consistent 

with HIPAA requiring health information of a decedent be disclosed only to a personal 

representative and protecting it for 50 years. With the privacy interests that federal law attaches to 

health information, even of those who have passed, it is only prudent to apply the same privacy 

interests to the same information contained in Autopsy Reports when dealing with public 

dissemination of Autopsy Reports. 

As discussed in AGO 82-12, state law also protects medical and health information. NRS 

49.225 provides that communications between a patient and a physician are privileged. NRS 

Chapter 629 restricts inspection of health care records to certain circumstances. See AGO 82-12, p. 

3 (opining that in Nevada there is strong public policy that the secrets of a person's body are very 

private and confidential and any intrusion in the interest of public health or adjudication is narrowly 

circumscribed). As set forth below, other jurisdictions have extended this protection to Autopsy 

Reports. Additionally, this position has been outright adopted in other jurisdictions. Globe  

Newspaper Co. v. Chief Medical Exam'r, 404 Mass. 132, 135, 533 N.E.2d 1356, 1358 (1989) 

addressed the public policy favoring confidentiality as to medical data about a person's body. Like 

the legal analysis in AG 82-12, that case emphasized that the policy is evident in the confidentiality 

of hospital records, records pertaining to venereal disease, records concerning Reyes Syndrome and 

reports of infectious disease. Ultimately, the case held that Autopsy Reports contain medical 

information, are diagnostic in nature and contain intimate details about a person's body and medical 

information and are exempt from disclosure. The Supreme Court of South Carolina also holds that 

Autopsy Reports are incorporated into the meaning of a medical record. Perry v. Bullock, 409 S.C. 

137, 142, 761 S.E.2d 251, 253 (2014). In Perry, the court stated: 

[T]he medical information gained from the autopsy and indicated in 
the report is not confined to how the decedent died. Instead, an 
autopsy, which is performed by a medical doctor, is a thorough and 
invasive inquiry into the body of the decedent which reveals extensive 
medical information, such as the presence of any diseases or 
medications and any evidence of treatments received, regardless of 
whether that information pertained to the cause of death. 
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Likewise, the Nevada Attorney General also opined: 

While cognizant that public inspection is the rule and secrecy the 
exception, we can ascertain no public interest in disclosure 
sufficient to outweigh the public policy of confidentiality of 
personal medical information. The fact that a person dies in an 
accident, is drowned, or meets his death in any of a number of 
ways which may require an autopsy is no justification for enabling 
public knowledge of that which was closely guarded throughout 
his lifetime. 

AGO 82-12, p. 3. 

While it is not necessary to change the meaning of "health records"7  in Nevada to include 

Autopsy Reports, it is clear that the protection of such information pursuant to policy and law 

logically apples to Autopsy Reports. Since the vast majority of subject matter in an Autopsy Report 

consists of medical and health information, and HIPAA and Nevada law limit dissemination of such 

information, it is logical to limit the release to the next of kin. consistent with HIPAA's release to an 

executor of an estate. Autopsy Reports contain the sensitive medical and personal information that 

the law protects in other contexts and, therefore, in the context of Autopsy Reports it only makes 

sense that the privacy interests also outweigh public dissemination. 

2. Other Nevada Laws Protect Privacy Interests in Subject Matter  
Contained in an Autopsy Report 

Other Nevada statutes demonstrate the public policy behind confidentiality of the type of 

subject matter in an Autopsy Report. 

As discussed in detail previously, with respect to juveniles, the law closely guards the release 

of information relating to children. See NRS Chapter 432B, particularly § 432B.407(6), supra. The 

public policy of closely guarding information relating to children is also evident in the laws 

protecting juvenile justice records. See NRS §§ 62H.020 (limitation on the publication of name or 

race of child and nature of charges); 62H.025 (confidentiality and limited release of juvenile justice 

7"Health care records" means any reports, notes, orders, photographs, X-rays or other recorded data or information 
whether maintained in written, electronic or other form which is received or produced by a provider of health care, or 
any person employed by a provider of health care, and contains information relating to the medical history, examination, 
diagnosis or treatment of the patient. NRS 629.021. 
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information); 62H.100-170 (procedure for sealing criminal records of a child); 62H.210-220 

(juvenile justice information collected by DFS has restricted public access). 

The law protects other subject matter that may be included in Autopsy Reports. One 

example is the release of data contained in vital statistics. NRS 440.170 restricts disclosure of data 

contained in vital statistics except as authorized by statute or the State Board of Health. In other 

words, the public does not have the right of access to this information. As discussed in AGO 82-12, 

details about vital statistics is consistent with information in Autopsy Reports. 

Another area of protection is with respect to death certificates. The public's access to death 

certificates is limited under certain circumstances. NRS 440.650(2) restricts the issuance of a 

certified copy of a record of death by State Registrar unless the applicant has a direct and tangible 

interest in the manner recorded. Additionally, NAC 440.021(1)(b) states that the State Registrar 

may allow examination of a certificate if it is determined not to contain confidential information, or 

the disclosure would not constitute an unwarranted invasion of privacy which would result in 

irreparable harm to the person named on the certificate or members of the immediate family. See 

AGO 82-12, p. 3. Logically, if access to a death certificate is not open to the public, neither should 

an Autopsy Report. 

Certain information that may be socially stigmatic should also not be available for public 

access. Disclosure of data in vital statistics indicating that a birth occurred out of wedlock is 

prohibited except by court order. See NRS § 440.170(2). Information relating to communicable 

disease is confidential medical information which must not be disclosed except under very limited 

circumstances. NRS § 441A.220; AGO 82-12, p. 3. Likewise, the case of Haley,  234 P.2d at 927, 

recognized "that an individual's privacy is also an important interest, especially because private and 

personal information may be recorded in government files." Thus the policy imbedded in statutes, 

restricting public access to information relating to children, and other subject matter that could be 

contained in all Autopsy Reports such as pre-existing illness, sexual or other communicable 

diseases, terminal illness, drug or alcohol addition, medical information or other details is consistent 

with the Coroner's policy and AGO 82-12 that Autopsy Reports are not for public dissemination. 
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Autopsy Reports contain very private, personal and sensitive information, that decedent's, when 

they were alive, or their grieving families, may not want publicly exploited. 

3. AB57 Demonstrates Legislative Intent to Protect the Privacy interests in 
Autopsy Reports  

AB57 was introduced and enrolled by the 2017 Nevada Legislature. A.B. 57, 79th Sess. 

(Nev. 2017), attached hereto as Exhibit B. It became effective on July 1, 2017 and did two things. 

First, it made provisions relating to notification of a death consistent with NRS 451.024, which 

provides a hierarchy as to who has the right to the body after death. as well as listing certain other 

persons who may be notified to include parents. adult children. guardian or custodian. Second. it 

also provided that this very group of persons may be provided a copy of the report of the coroner 

regardless of whether they had the right to the body under NRS 451.024. Id. It is this second 

change that is relevant to this case for it is further evidence that Autopsy Reports are confidential but 

may be released to specific persons consisting of the person with the right to the body, parents, adult 

children, guardians and custodians. 

AB57 was discussed at the Meeting of the Assembly Committee on Government Affairs on 

February 16, 2017. Coroner John Fudenberg was present as were representatives of other public 

entities, private citizens, and the Nevada Press Association. The RJ was not present and the Nevada 

Press Association did not present testimony or documentation.' 

The language in AB 57 that references the release of a report to the parents, adult children, 

guardians or custodians, whether or not they have the right to the body under NRS 451.024 is based 

on the principle that the reports of coroners in Nevada are not for public access, and as a matter of 

practice are generally released only to next of kin. Note that Washoe and Elko Counties have the 

same policy as the Clark county Coroner. 9  In other words, the practice of the Coroner with respect 

8  Revised provisions relating to coroners: Hearing on A.B. 57 Before the Assemb. Comm. On GOv't Affairs, 2017 Leg., 
79th Sess. 1-2 (Nev., Mar. 8, 2017) (statement of John Fudenberg, Coroner, Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner, 
Clark County. 
9  The Coroner's policy of limiting the disclosure of Autopsy Reports to next of kin is consistent with other.counties in 
the State of Nevada. See Washoe County Code 35.160(4) for the purpose of demonstrating that the Washoe County 
Coroner has adopted the same practice as the Coroner, and www.washoecounty.usicoroner/faq/autopayreportphp. 
For Elko County see www.elkosheriftcom/coroner.html (reports generated by the Elko County Coroner's Office are 
not subject to public view. These reports are available to the legal next of kin but only at the conclusion of the 
investigation (including district attorney's review) and upon written request, and appropriate fees being forwarded. The 
reports do not included protected health information and reports or documents obtained from other agencies.) 
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to the limited release of Autopsy Reports to next of kin was implied, accepted and incorporated into 

AB 57. AB 57 then expanded this practice to include a specific enumerated group of individuals. 

Exhibit A, 11 15-17. This is discussed at a legislative hearing. 

We have been working on this bill for well over a year. I want to thank 
Rose Floyd. She is in Las Vegas today. She will be testifying in 
support. Rose tragically lost three family members in 2015. As a result 
of old statutes, she had problems with being notified and potentially 
receiving copies of the Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner reports 
at the time because she was not considered legal next of kin. Her 
daughter's next of kin was her husband, who was the suspect in the 
murder. This bill will take care of that issue. Additionally, it will  
ensure that coroners statewide will be allowed to release reports to  
someone who is not necessarily the legal next of kin when the legal  
next of kin is a suspect in the death. Needless to say, this is a no-
brainer. The nonlegal next of kin under these circumstances should he 
entitled to reports of their thmily members. (emphasis added)'" 

* * * 

Under the circumstances, if the legal next of kin is the suspect, then the 
nonlegal next of kin — the parents in this scenario — would be entitled to 
the report. A real-life example, Rose Floyd's daughter and two other 
family members were murdered by her daughter's husband. By law, 
the daughter's husband was the legal next of kin, so Rose was not 
notified right away. This will minimize that from happening in the 
future. 

Rose would not have been entitled to receive coroner's reports because 
she was not the legal next of kin. I do not want to speak for the other 
16 counties in the state, but in Clark County under these circumstances, 
we would release the reports to her although it is not clearly outlined in 
statute. In section 3, subsection 2, the bill allows us to legally release 
the reports to her as the nonlegal next of kin when the legal next of kin 
is a suspect in a murder. 

AB57 was not expanded to allow release to just anybody (unless pursuant to NRS 451.024); 

not the press and not the general public. This is consistent with well-settled application of statutory 

interpretation in Nevada. When the legislature specifically includes or enumerates particular things, 

it must be interpreted to mean that all other things were intended to be excluded. Ramsey v. City of 

I° Revised provisions relating to coroners: Hearing on A.B. 57 Before the Assemb. Comm. On GOv't Affairs, 2017 
Leg., 79'h Sess. 4 (Nev., Mar. 8, 2017) (statement of John Fudenberg, Coroner, Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner, 
Clark County. 
" Revised provisions relating to coroners: Hearing on A.B. 57 Before the Assemb. Comm. On GOv't Affairs, 2017 
Leg., 79'h  Sess. 5 (Nev., Mar. 8, 2017) (statement of John Fudenberg, Coroner, Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner, 
Clark County. 
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N. Las Vegas, 392 P.3d 614, 619 (Nev. 2017) (the maxim expressio unius est exclusio alterius the 

expression of one thing is the exclusion of another, long adhered to in this state, instructs that the 

failure to acknowledge or include one thing demonstrates the intent to exclude, or allow no other); 

Galloway v. Truesdell, 83 Nev. 13, 26, 422 P.3d 237, 246 (1967) (the principle has been repeatedly 

confirmed in Nevada): Silvers v. Sony Pictures Entm't. Inc., 402 F.3d 881, 885 (9th Cir. 2005) 

(under traditional principles of statutory interpretation, the doctrine creates the presumption that 

when a statute designates certain persons, things, or manners of operation, all omissions should be 

understood as exclusions, citation omitted). 

The Nevada Legislature could have stated that Autopsy Reports were open to the public and 

not confidential, but it did not do that. Instead, AB57 furthered the policy of coroners in Nevada by 

accepting the limited release of the reports to the immediate next of kin and then providing that 

certain other persons associated with the decedent may also receive a report. The reason for 

specifying other persons related to the decedent was so that, in the event the direct next of kin under 

NRS 451.024 was responsible for the death of a loved one. other next of kin would be able to be 

notified and obtain an Autopsy Report. By enumerating such a small number of individuals entitled 

to notification and a report, AB57 recognizes and respects the privacy interests in information 

pertaining to a decedent and its family. 

Thus, AB 57, now statutory law, is consistent with the Coroner's release of Autopsy Reports 

and clearly demonstrates that these reports are not for public disclosure. AB 57 all but explicitly 

states that Autopsy Reports are not for public disclosure, and further demonstrates that the privacy 

interests in the Autopsy Report by limiting dissemination to a specific persons associated with the 

decedent. 

4. Other Jurisdictions Respect Privacy Interest in Autopsy Reports 

As the RJ points out, some states treat Autopsy Reports as public record available for public 

access. However, many jurisdictions respect the privacy interests and classify them as confidential 

but subject to release to certain specified individuals, such as the next of kin, which does not include 

the media or the general public. In the case of Reid v. Pierce County. 136 Wash. 2d 195. 198. 961 

P.2d 333, 335 (1998), relatives of deceased persons sued a county for common law invasion of 
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privacy with respect to allegations of appropriation and display of photographs of deceased relatives. 

In that case the court discussed the privacy interest in autopsy records and held that: "...the 

immediate relatives of a decedent have a protectable privacy interest in the autopsy records of the 

decedent. That protectable privacy interest is grounded in maintaining the dignity of the deceased." 

Id. at 212, 342; §gg Om Galvin v. Freedom of Info. Corn., 201 Conn. 448, 461, 518 A.2d 64, 71 

(1986) (autopsy reports are not accessible to the general public as information in autopsy reports 

could cause embarrassment or unwanted attention to the family of the deceased); Larry S. Baker, 

P.C. v. City of Westland, 627 N.W.2d 27, 15 (Mich.App. 2001)12  (notions of privacy in state law 

applied to deceased individuals and their families and outweighed public interest in accidents and 

injuries information). 

Statutes in other jurisdictions also exempt Autopsy Report from public disclosure except to 

certain specified persons such as next of kin. See Iowa Code § 22.7(41) (Iowa) (expressly exempts 

autopsy reports from disclosure except to the decedent's immediate next of kin); Mass. Ann. Laws 

ch. 38, § 2 (Massachusetts) (the chief medical examiner is required to promulgate rules for the 

disclosure of autopsy reports, which are deemed not to be public records, to those who are legally 

entitled to receive them); N.H. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 611-B:21,111 (New Hampshire) (autopsy reports are 

confidential, but available to the next of kin. law enforcement. decedent's physician and 

organizations for education or research); N.D. Cent. Code § 23-01-05.5 (North Dakota) (autopsy 

reports are confidential but may be disclosed to certain specified persons such as next of kin); Okla. 

Stat. tit. 63, § 949(D) (Oklahoma) (reports of medical examiner may be furnished to next of kin or 

others having need upon written statement); Or. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 146.035(5)(a) (Oregon) (autopsy 

reports are generally exempt from public disclosure except next of kin or person liable for the death 

may examine copies of the autopsy report); Utah Code Ann. § 26-4-17(3) (Utah) (despite being 

confidential medical examiner shall deliver copies of reports to next of kin or decedent's physicians 

upon request); Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § 68.50.105 (Washington) (autopsy reports are confidential, 

but available to certain specified persons such as family members, decedent's physicians or law 

enforcement). 

12  Distinguishing Swickard v, Wayne Medical Examiner, 475 N.W.2d 304 (1991), cited by the RJ. 
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Consistent with Nevada legislative intent, these out of state statutes further demonstrate that 

the privacy interests clearly outweigh public access. Further, they validate and reinforce the legal 

analysis in AGO 82-12, and the policy of the Coroner, with respect to the release of Autopsy 

Reports. 

D. The Coroner's Compliance with NRS 239.0107 is Not Deficient 

1. AGO 82-12 constitutes legal authority for nondisclosure of  
Autopsy Reports.  

NRS 239.0107(1)(d) states that if the governmental entity must deny a request for a record 

on grounds of confidentiality, it must state in writing notice of that fact and a citation to a specific 

statute or legal authority that makes the record confidential. 

The RJ claims that AGO 82-12 is not a legal authority justifying nondisclosure of the Autopsy 

Reports, is not binding authority and is outdated. To suggest the AGO 82-12 is not legal authority is 

incorrect. When one actually reads AGO 82-12, it becomes obvious that it contains thorough legal 

analysis with respect to the issue of public disclosure of Autopsy Reports. The basis for the 

conclusion of the opinion is Nevada statutory law and laws of other jurisdictions adopting policy 

protections applicable to the type of subject matter contained within the Autopsy Reports. AGO 82-

12, p. 3. 

Importantly, AGO 82-12 also opinions what information should be public: 

The official register, labeled 'Coroner Register,' sets forth the 
fulfillment of the coroner's statutory duties including identification 
of the dead person, inventory of any personal property of the 
deceased, disposal of the remains, notification of the next of kin 
and the date and cause of death.... Thus, the apparent intent is to 
have a register, open to public inspection, and a file containing 
detailed medical information maintained away from the public eye. 

AGO 82-12, p. 2-3. The Coroner's preparation and release of the spreadsheets on April 13, 2017 

and May 9, 2017 are consistent with this analysis. The legal analysis in the AGO is the best logical 

way to address Autopsy Reports in the context of NPRA. 

Specifically, AGO 82-12 analyzes whether an Autopsy Report is a public record and 

concludes in the affirmative. The analysis then goes into detail as to whether it is subject to public 

inspection. The opinion also analyzes NRS 239.010, which states that unless otherwise determined 
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confidential by law a record is open to public inspection. The opinion acknowledged that the 

Autopsy Reports have not been declared to be confidential. AGO 82-12, p. 2. However, it cited to 

laws of other states where public policy constituted grounds for denial of public inspection. The 

opinion then analyzes Nevada statutes that as a matter of public policy make certain medical/health 

related matters confidential or of limited disclosure (reporting of venereal disease, doctor-patient 

privilege, health care records and medical history, as discussed previously herein). Since 

medical/health matters are included in Autopsy Reports, the opinion concluded that public policy 

constituted grounds for denial of public inspection. AGO 82-12, p. 3. 

AGO 82-12 foreshadowed future rulings of the Nevada Supreme Court when it applied the 

balancing test and concluded that the privacy interests would outweigh the public's right to access. 

Specifically, the opinion states: 

While cognizant that public inspection is the rule and secrecy the 
exception, we can ascertain no public interest in disclosure sufficient 
to outweigh the public policy of confidentiality of personal medical 
information. The fact that a person dies in an accident, is no 
justification for enabling public knowledge of that which was closely 
guarded throughout his lifetime. 

AGO 82-12 p. 3. 

While the RJ cites to law stating an Attorney General Opinion is not binding on the court, 

such opinions provide legal interpretations on important areas of law, such as public record and open 

meeting law, and are of assistance to state and local agencies. In fact, in the case of Donrey v.  

Bradshaw, 106 Nev. at 636, 798 P.2d at 148, the Nevada Supreme Court gave credence to an Attorney 

General Opinion when it recognized public policy considerations in 83 Op. Att'y Gen. 3 (1983) 

relating to the disclosure of a police report. 

With respect to the allegation that the AGO is outdated, that argument is also incorrect. 

While NPRA has become more comprehensive and consistent with the policy of open and 

transparent government, laws and policy pertaining to the subject matter and information contained 

in an Autopsy Report, particularly as they related to health information and review of juvenile 

deaths, have become more strict, detailed and comprehensive in terms of confidentiality. This is 
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evident with HIPAA and CAPTA, both of which became federal law in 1996, 14 years after the 

AGO, and NRS 432B.407 was not enacted until 2003. 

This issue is riot the first time the RJ has made a records request for Autopsy Reports. In 

fact, the RJ has made such requests many times and many times the Coroner has cited to the legal 

analysis in AGO 82-12 as the legal basis for nondisclosure. Exhibit A,11115-6. Even if it were 

determined that citing AGO 82-12 is not a legal basis for nondisclosure, the RJ has become familiar 

with the issue over the years and it has sufficient information to present its full legal argument, as it 

has done so in its opening brief. See Reno Newspapers, 127 Nev. at 881, 266 P.3d at 629 (when 

addressing documents withheld it stated that Vaughn index not required when requesting party has 

sufficient information to present a full legal argument). 

Likewise, if it were determined that citing AGO 82-12 in response to the April 13, 2017 

request did not constitute legal authority for nondisclosure, such a defect was surely cured on May 

26, 2017 when the D.A.'s Office responded to the formal request dated May 23, 2017 by the RJ's 

attorney. I3  In its response on May 26, 2017, the D.A.'s Office practically mirrored the legal analysis 

in AGO 82-12 with similar arguments that statutory provisions demonstrate that public policy 

supports the limited disclosure of medical information, which is contained in Autopsy Reports. 

2. The RJ asserts that the Coroner did not cite to NRS 432B,407(6) in a  
timely fashion. 

RJ complains that the Coroner did not cite to NRS 432B.407 timely, when it first responded 

to the request on April 13, 2017. However, it was not apparent that the RJ was trying to use the 

Coroner to obtain confidential information acquired by the CDR team until the May 8, 2017 email 

from Mr. Joseph to Mr. Fudenberg and the May 23, 2017 correspondence from the RJ's attorney. 

Exhibit A, ¶ 7; LVRJ 027. Once the "red flag" was raised it became apparent it was imperative that 

the Coroner assert the privilege, as it did in its response dated May 26, 2017 (LVRJ 032 — NRS 

432B.407 privilege applies to Coroner participation on CDR team), and thereafter on May 31, 2017 

" After being denied the Autopsy Reports, being provided AGO 82-12. two sets of spreadsheets, a meeting with Coroner 
Fudenberg, the RJ, on May 23, 2017, essentially renewed its request via correspondence by its attorney. 
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(LVRJ 072 - reports subject to the privilege would not be redacted) and on July 9, 2017 (LVRJ 080-

082 — non CDR cases are not subject to privilege). 

After the RJ asked for redacted Autopsy Reports on May 26, 2017, and due to the RJ's 

attempt to use the Coroner as a way to obtain privileged information relating to children, the 

Coroner had to determine what juvenile death cases were not reviewed by the CDR. This took 

several weeks since the request on April 13, 2017 entailed cases going back to January 2012, of 

which there are hundreds. It was determined that all of the cases listed in the RJ's emails on May 

31, 2017 and June 13.2017 that involved the Coroner were reviewed by the CDR. With respect to 

the RJ's original request of reports going back to January 2012, the vast majority of the cases were 

reviewed by CDR. Those that did not go to the CDR were provided to the RJ on July 9, 2017 when 

the information was available. 1NR.1 080-082. Exhibit A, T, 10. 

When the Coroner became aware of the RJ's motivation to use the Coroner as a means to get 

around CDR protections, the Coroner had no choice but to invoke the CDR privilege to guard 

against the release of confidential information about children. Further, by not invoking the privilege 

it places at risk the County's eligibility for federal funding. 

3. Redacted Sample Autopsy Reports Provided to the RJ  

The RJ complains that the Coroner did not provide sufficient legal basis for the redaction of 

language in the sample Autopsy Reports provided. That is simply not true. First, the three samples  

provided on July 11, 2017 were provided only as a courtesy for the RJ to determine whether it 

wanted the Coroner to proceed redacting the reports that did not go to CDR. Second, a detailed legal 

basis for the redaction was provided that made it crystal clear that the medical information was what 

was redacted from the sample redacted reports. LVRJ 087-088. Third, through communications 

between the Coroner and the RJ over the last few months, and over the years, the RJ has been 

informed as to the Coroner's policy which protects medical and health information contained in 

these Autopsy Reports, which is largely the legal analysis on which AGO 82-12 sets forth its basis 

against disclosure. Exhibit A, ¶ ¶ 5-6. 

As stated, this is not the first time the RJ has dealt with this issue. Mr. Fudenberg has been 

the assistant coroner and the Coroner for the past 14 years and over the years received dozens of 
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requests for Autopsy Reports from the media, including the RJ. The Coroner's policy with respect 

to the release of the reports and the reasoning in AG 82-12 has been provided and explained to 

reporters, including those from the RJ many times. 14  Exhibit A.111 4-5. AGO 82-12 has been 

provided many times. The RJ has sufficient information and more than enough familiarity with 

NPRA to make a legal argument. This consistent with the ruling in Gibbons which dealt with the 

non-disclosure of a record, not a redacted record: 

While requester may generally be entitled to a log, it would be 
unnecessary when "the requesting party has sufficient information to 
meaningfully contest the claim of confidentiality without a log". "... 
It is sufficient to simply explain that in most cases, in order to preserve 
a fair adversarial environment, this log should contain, at a minimum, 
a general factual description of each record withheld and a specific 
explanation for nondisclosure." 

Icy., at 883, 629. The email dated July 11, 2017 to the RJ clearly states what the subject matter is 

that was redacted and why. LVRJ 087-088. 

The RJ also complains that the redacted reports were overly redacted.I5  However, redaction 

was consistent with Nevada Supreme Court cases, AGO 82-12 and public policy limiting publicity 

of health information. NRS 239.010(3) provides that the governmental entity shall not deny a 

request for a record that contains confidential information if the entity can redact, delete, conceal or 

separate the confidential information from the non-confidential information. 

While the Coroner "can" redact the Autopsy Reports on child deaths that were not reviewed by 

the CDR, the redacted material will largely consist of medical and health information which is the 

basis for the non-disclosure to begin with. Additionally, the information in the redacted reports will 

consist of the public information on the spreadsheets already provided to the Coroner. 

4. The RJ's Waiver Argument Fails 

As a result of the Coroner's alleged defective notice under NRS 239.0107, as claimed by the 

RJ which the Coroner has established as unfounded, as set forth above, the RJ says that the Coroner 

14  The Ri's knowledge of this issue is demonstrated by the fact that the request it made for the homicides earlier this year 
was limited to the public data included in the spreadsheets. 
15  If simply the name of the decedent was deleted from the report and the health information remained, the private health 
information on the report could be linked to the name of the decedent based on data available to the public, which 
violates public policy. 
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has waived its ability to assert a privilege or position of nondisclosure. There is not a provision in 

NPRA for a waiver, except in NRS 239.052 where it states the public entity may waive a fee. 

The RJ references an Eighth Judicial District Court Order from one of its own casesI6  in 

support of this argument. However, reference to that case, even for instructive purposes, is flawed 

as in that case more than 45 days passed after the request was made and the public entity essentially 

failed to respond at all until a lawsuit was filed. Decl. of Margaret A. McLetchie, Ex. 1, p.2, ¶¶ 1, 3, 

4, 5. If that is the case, then that fact alone is so distinguishable from the present case it is hardly 

worth mentioning. In the present case the Coroner and the D.A.'s Office responded timely, and, in 

some cases immediately, after receiving emails relating to requests from the RJ." Further, the RJ 

wants us to believe that the Court in Case No. A-17-750151-W determined the records should be 

disclosed solely on the school district's failure to respond as required by NRS 239.0107, and due to 

notice deficiencies the school district waived its right to assert a privilege. Importantly. the failure to 

timely assert a claim of confidentiality was not in itself sufficient to be the basis of the Court Order. 

The Order does not even mention a waiver and addresses substantive reasons for disclosure. Decl. 

of Margaret A. McLetchie, Ex. 1, p.5,1 32 (CCSD failed to prove by a preponderance of evidence 

that the records were confidential), 33 (CCSD filed to establish privacy interests outweigh interest in 

disclosure). 

Even if it were assumed that the Coroner's notice was technically not compliant with NRS 

239.0107, to suggest that alone is the basis for disclosure is inaccurate and would be unfair to 

families of decedents, undermine confidentiality limitations relating to information about children, 

contrary to public policy with respect to protecting medical and health, and place the County's 

eligibility for federal grants under CAPTA at risk. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

16  Las Vegas Review-Journal v. Clark County School District, Dist. Ct. Case No. A-17-75015I-W. 
" See LVRJ 002-003 (Coroner cited to AGO 82-12 and provided initial spreadsheets within hours of April 13, 2017 
request); RJ 018 (D.A. Office responded to RJ the following day); Exhibit A, ¶ 7 (Coroner Fudenberg met personally 
with RJ reporters on a Sunday); LVRJ 031-033 (D.A. Office responded three days after renewed request in May 23, 
2017 correspondence from R1 attorney); LVRJ 072 (D.A. Office responded to May 26, 2017 request for redacted 
records 3 business days later); LVRJ 080-082 (D.A. Office responded to RJ's request for update two days later). 
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E. Public Record Fees  

The RJ asserts that NRS 239.055, which provides for an additional fee when extraordinary 

use of personnel or resources is required, limits costs associated with extraordinary use of personnel 

up to 50 cents per page. While it does not make sense that actual costs for extraordinary use of 

personnel can't exceed 50 cents per age, it appears that this interpretation is reasonable with the 

plain language of the statute, which was amended to include the 50 cent limitation in 2013. 

The RJ also asserts that the Coroner is trying to charge for the cost of determining whether or 

not to redact information based on grounds of confidentiality. This is not true. The Coroner has 

determined, based on AGO 82-12, public policy, and Nevada law, what material should be redacted. 

It already knows. Thus, the RJ's reliance on another Order in one of its cases in Eighth Judicial 

District Court Case No. A543861 I8  is inapplicable in this context. It is the exercise of studying the 

document and identifying the information itself in the document and redacting it that constitutes 

extraordinary use of personnel. 

NRS 239.052 allows the governmental entity to charge a fee for copying public records. 

NRS 239.055 allows an additional fee to be charged when "extraordinary use of personnel ... is 

required by the public entity." The term "extraordinary use of personnel" is not discussed by statute, 

but as a guideline AGO 2002-32 opines that that expending staff time of more than thirty minutes 

may constitute extraordinary use. As discussed, review of individual Autopsy Reports for redaction 

of health information requires expertise and knowledge of the subject matter, public policy and the 

law. It is not suitable for inexperienced employees or those not involved in the autopsy 

investigation, or familiar with the autopsy reports and what they contain, and public policy. It has 

been determined that by using the appropriately qualified personnel. 4-5 reports could be redacted in 

one hour and it would take about 8-10 hours to redact reports on cases not reviewed by the CDR, 

thus constituting extraordinary use of personnel. Exhibit A, ¶ 10-12. 

The RJ request potentially requires the Coroner to review and redact numerous Autopsy 

Reports. Thus, 50 cents per page for extraordinary use of personnel is certainly reasonable based on 

actual costs incurred. Further, if done in accordance with law and policy, redaction of an Autopsy 

IS  Gray v. Clark County School District, et. al., Dist. Ct. Case No. A54386I . 
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Report will not contain much information, if any, in addition to that provided on the spreadsheets. 

for which the Coroner is waiving NRS 239.052 fees. 

The actual costs for the Coroner's Office is $1.00 per page. Each Autopsy Report is 

approximately 10 pages long. Therefore, if the RJ's interpretation of NRS 239.055 is true, the actual 

cost, pursuant to NRS 239.052 is $1per page and .050 per page for production of the redacted 

Autopsy Reports for extraordinary use of personnel, rather than the $45.00 hourly rate. Again, the 

Coroner waives the fees associated with the spreadsheets and redacted reports that have already been 

provided. Exhibit A, ¶ 13-14. 

F. Attorneys' Fees are Not Warranted  

Pursuant to NRS 239.012, the Coroner cannot be liable for fees, no matter the Court's decision 

on the RJ's Petition. That statute provides: 

Immunity for good faith disclosure or refusal to disclose information. 
A public officer or employee who acts in good faith in disclosing or 
refusing to disclose information and the employer of the public officer 
or employee are immune from liability for damages, either to the 
requester or to the person whom the information concerns. 

NRS § 239.012. 

The Coroner has acted in good faith with respect to the RJ's request for Autopsy Reports of 

juvenile deaths going back to January 2012. The Coroner has responded timely, maintained open 

and professional communication, provided spreadsheets consisting of public data relating to these 

deaths, and provided continuous discussion regarding the legal basis for non-disclosure. One 

especial point of contention of the RJ is the Coroner's reliance on AGO 82-12. However this is 

addressed in Cannon v. Taylor, 88 Nev. 89, 92, 493 P.2d 1313, 1314 (1972) (where government 

officials are entitled to rely on opinions of the Attorney General, and do so in good faith, they are 

not responsible for damages if the opinion is mistaken),I9  

Therefore, the Coroner is immune from liability for damages. even if that damage is in the 

form of attorney's fees and costs for which there is no specific statutory entitlement. Accordingly, the 

LVRJ's claim for attorney's fees and costs must be denied. 

 

    

 

The Nevada Revised Statutes, classified, arranged, revised, indexed and published by the Legislative Counsel Bureau, 
include Attorney General Opinions as a list of legal references to a statute. This is particularly true with NRS 239.010. 
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IV. CONLUSION 

Based on the foregoing, the Coroner respectfully requests that this Court deny the RJ's 

Petition for Writ of Mandamus on the following grounds: 

1. The Coroner has established by a preponderance of the evidence that the Autopsy Reports 

involving cases reviewed by the CDR are privileged pursuant to NRS 432B.407; and 

2. That with respect to all Autopsy Reports, the application of the balance of interest test 

demonstrates that the privacy interests in Autopsy Reports clearly outweighs the public interest. 

DATED this 29th day of August, 2017. 

STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

By: 
LAURA C. REHFE 
District Attorney 
State Bar No. 005101 
500 South Grand Central Pkwy. 5th  Flr. 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2215 
Attorney for Defendant 

Clark County Coroner Medical Examiner 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC SERVICE  

I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Office of the Clark County District Attorney 

and that on this 30th  day of August, 2017, I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

RESPONSE TO PETITION AND MEMORANDUM SUPPORTING WRIT FOR 

MANDAMUS FOR ACCESS TO AUTOPSY REPORTS OF JUVENILE DEATHS (United 

States District Court Pacer System or the Eighth Judicial District Wiznet), by e-mailing the same to 

the following recipients. Service of the foregoing document by e-mail is in place of service via the 

United States Postal Service. 

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq, 
Alina M. Shell, Esq. 
McLetchie Shell LLC 
701 East Bridger Avenue #520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Attorney for Petitioner 
alinaenvlitigation.com  

‘0--4-44_ 
An Employee of t e Clark County District Attorney's 
Office - Civil Division 
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EXHIBIT A 

Declaration of John Fudenberg 
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DECLARATION OF JOHN FUDENBERG 

John Fudenberg makes the following declaration: 

1. That I am the Clark County Coroner / Medical Examiner ("Coroner") in Clark County, 

Nevada and have been so since 2015. From 2003 to 2015 I was the Assistant Coroner in Clark 

County. 

2. That the general duties and purpose of the Coroner are summarized as follows: 

a. To investigate deaths within Clark County that are violent, suspicious, unexpected or 
not natural for the purpose of identifying and reporting on the cause and manner of death. 
More specifically, these deaths include those reported to be unattended by a physician, 
suicide, poisoning or overdose, occasioned by criminal means, resulting or related to an 
accident. The duties of the Coroner are codified in NRS Chapter 259 and Clark County 
Code Chapter 2.12. 

b. When a death has been reported to the Coroner, in most cases a Coroner investigator 
responds to the scene and conducts a medicolegal investigation. The investigator gathers 
information from the scene and persons, such as witnesses, law enforcement officers and 
family members, identifies the decedent, notifies the next of kin, and secures property found 
on or about the decedent. The investigation often entails obtaining medical records or health 
information of the decedent. In most cases the body is transported to the Coroner's Office 
and the investigator presents its investigative information to the Coroner medical examiner 
assigned to the case. 

c. The medical examiners are forensic pathologists who conduct examinations of the 
body of a decedent. The medical examiner's review includes investigative findings, medical 
records, and health history prior to commencing the exam. Most often an autopsy is 
conducted. An autopsy involves a complete physical examination, internally and externally, 
on the decedent. The exam consists of examining organs, taking histology and blood 
samples, and reviewing lab results of said samples. Based on the investigative findings and 
autopsy, it is the responsibility of the medical examiner to determine the cause and manner of 
death. 

d. The manner of death is the method by which someone died. The five manners of 
death are homicide, suicide, natural, accident and undetermined. The cause of death 
constitutes the circumstance that triggers a death such as a gunshot wound, heart attack, or 
drug overdose. The medical examiner documents its findings, including the cause and 
manner of death in an autopsy report ("Autopsy Report"). 

e. After the autopsy is complete, the body of a decedent is released to a mortuary and 
the person with rights to the body takes over the handling of the body. The death of the 
decedent, including the cause and manner are documented in a death certificate which are 
generated and maintained by the Department of Vital Statistics. 

3. That Autopsy Reports generally include the following information: 
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a. The findings resulting from the autopsy, including those related to the findings as to 
the cause and manner of death of the decedent. Along with the cause and manner of death, 
the name, age, sex, race, gender and date of death are identified. 

b. A description of the external examination is described in the Autopsy Report, which 
includes an analysis as to the medical/health status or condition of the exterior of different 
parts of the body. These findings could range from observations about the genitalia to recent 
medical treatment to a hidden tattoo. 

c. Findings related to the internal examination are also included in the report. This 
includes radiographic findings as well as detailed descriptions and medical evaluations of the 
condition of the internal exam which may include the neck (i.e. thyroid, cricoid, prevertebral 
tissue and muscles); cardiovascular system (i.e. aorta, coronary arteries, heart); respiratory 
system (i.e. treachea, major bronchi, pulmonary vessels, lungs); hepatobiliary system (i.e. 
liver); hemolymphatic system (i.e. spleen); gastrointestinal system (i.e. esophagus, stomach, 
appendix, intestines); genitourinary system (i.e. renal and genetalia); endocrine system (i.e. 
thyroid and adrenal glands); central nervous system (i.e. brain). 

d. The fluids, tissue and organ samples retained and submitted for testing are also 
included in the report along with the types of tests ordered. The test results and any 
microscopic examinations are also be included. 

e. Descriptions of individual injuries, references to specific medical records, specific 
medical or health information and personal characteristics about the decedent is also included 
in the Autopsy Report. This could include the sexual orientation of the decedent, pre-
existing conditions and other types of disease such as hepatitis, venereal, HIV, liver, cancer, 
mental illness, or drug or alcohol addiction, or overdoses. This information may not be 
publicly known, or desired by the decedent or its family to be public, and its dissemination 
may result in unwanted social stigmas. 

4. The Coroner's policy with respect to the release of Autopsy Reports is to release them, upon 

request, to the legal next of kin, an administrator or executor of an estate, law enforcement officers 

in performing their official duties, and pursuant to a subpoena. The Coroner's policy not to release 

the Autopsy Reports to the general public, and to limit the release to private individuals (except 

pursuant to a subpoena) is based on the reasons set forth in Attorney General Opinion, 82-12 ("AGO 

82-12"). This AG Opinion, opines that the Autopsy Report is a public record but is not for public 

dissemination. This opinion is based on public policy and laws protecting the release of certain 

information relating to a person's body, mostly medical and health information. It also opines that 

material, such as identification of decedent, date of death, cause and manner of death, relating to the 

fulfillment of the Coroner's duties is open to the public. 
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5. That I am familiar with the records request that Las Vegas Review-Journal ("RJ") 

investigative reporters made to the Coroner's Office, on or about April 13, 2017, with respect to all 

Autopsy Reports pertaining to deaths of children going back to January 2012, which involves 

hundreds of reports. The position the Coroner took with respect to this particular request is 

consistent with its policy that Autopsy Reports are not released to the public. In fact, over the years, 

RJ reporters have made dozens of requests for Autopsy Reports and the Coroner's Office has 

consistently taken the same position based on the legal analysis in the AG 82-12, which has been 

explained and provided to the RJ many times. 

6. I am also familiar with the communications relating to the RJ's request, and on April 13, 

2017, the Coroner's Office provided a spreadsheet listing the names of all child deaths (plus date of 

death, cause and manner of death, gender, race, location of death and age), whether autopsied or not, 

that involved the Coroner's Office from January 2012 to the present.' Release of this information is 

consistent with the analysis in AGO 82-12. 

7. On Sunday, May 7, 2017, I met in person with RJ investigative reporters Brian Joseph and 

Art Kane at the Coroner's Office. As I discussed their request with them, I tried to understand and 

determine what they wanted. As I have with other RJ investigators, I explained to them the policy 

and practice of the Coroner's Office with respect to the release of the Autopsy Reports. Mr. Joseph 

emailed me on May 8, 2017, and in that email said he was trying to match up deaths of children 

involved with the Clark County Department of Child and Family Services with Coroner cases. On 

May 9, 2017, I emailed him a spreadsheet consisting of the cases involving children on which the 

Coroner performed autopsies. It was my belief that the information I provided on May 9, 2017 

would be satisfactory to the investigative reporters. Attached to this Declaration as Attachment 1 are 

the emails dated May 8-9, 2017 between me and Mr. Joseph. 

8. I am familiar with correspondence from Maggie McLetchie, dated May 23, 2017, and Clark 

County District Attorney Civil Division Attorney Laura Rehfeldt dated May 26, 2017. In the 

County's correspondence dated May 26, 2017, it was stated that the County would consider the 

'On December 21, 2016, Investigative Reporter Art Kane requested for the same data in the same format for all 
homicides going back to January 1, 2006. The Coroner provided these spreadsheets with same data back to January 
2012. 

Page 3 of 6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

228 



redaction of Autopsy Reports, if desired by the RJ. Subsequent to that correspondence, on the same 

day, the RJ asked for redacted Autopsy Reports and specified approximate1y126 particular cases. 

9. Pursuant to state law, the Coroner is a representative of the Child Death Review team. The 

Coroner has an integral role on the CDR team. Medical Examiner Dr. Alane Olson is the Coroner 

representative, and the meetings are held at the Coroner's Office. Dr. Olson has previously chaired 

the team, and actively participates and represents the Coroner's Office. Dr. Olson attends the 

meeting with the Coroner documents, including the Autopsy Report, and makes a presentation as to 

the Coroner's involvement and investigation in a child death. Dr. Olson explains and presents the 

Coroner's findings, and interprets the Autopsy Report as it relates to each case reviewed by the 

Child Death Review committee. Pursuant to state law regarding confidentiality of information 

accessed and acquired by that committee, the Coroner's role on that committee, and the RJ's 

expressed interest in the Department of Family Services cases, it was determined that the Autopsy 

Reports of child deaths reviewed by that committee would not be released, even in redacted form, to 

the RI 

10. After review of approximate1y126 specific cases listed on Mr. Kane's email dated May 26, 

2017, it was determined that all of those cases involving the Coroner were reviewed by the Child 

Death Review team. I am also familiar with the "priority list" that Mr. Kane submitted in an email 

on June 12, 2017 to Laura Rehfeldt. All of the cases on that list that involved the Coroner were also 

reviewed by the Child Death Review team. Additionally the Coroner's Office researched all the 

child deaths reviewed by the team going back to January 2012 (consistent with the RJ's initial 

request on April 13, 2017), and it was determined that all but 49 of those cases were reviewed by 

the Child Death Review committee. Those 49 cases are listed in an email dated July 11, 2017 from 

Laura Rehfeldt to Art Kane. It took several weeks to ascertain the death cases that were reviewed by 

the Child Death Review team. 

11. With respect to the 49 cases not reviewed by the Child Death Review team, and in effort to 

provide the RJ with the reports, we took considerable time in contemplating the process of the 

redaction of information and decided that, at minimum, the language consisting of medical and 

health information should be redacted. The information that was determined would not be redacted 
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for the most part comprises that listed on the spreadsheets provided to the RJ on April 13, 2017 and 

May 9, 2017, and facts that, in my judgment, could not be considered private by a family of a 

decedent, and not considered private by AG 82-12. 

12. The redaction process is tedious and requires employees of appropriate experience, who have 

knowledge of the subject matter, and pay attention to detail. It requires more than simple clerical 

work as it requires thought and analysis. I participated in the preparation and thought process of the 

sample redacted Autopsy Reports provided to RJ investigative reporters. The purpose of providing 

the samples was so that the RJ could review the redacted work and determine if they wanted the 

remaining Autopsy Reports redacted, that arc part of the 49 not reviewed by the Child Death Review 

team. 

13. With respect to responding to public records requests that merely require providing copies of 

records, the Coroner charges $1.00 per page per copy and $15.00 per compact disk under NRS 

239.052. 

14. While I and Laura Rehfeldt intended to perform the redaction of the Autopsy Reports 

requested by the RJ that did not go through the Child Death Review team, it was determined that the 

County would charge the 12.3 the hourly rate of $45.00 for extraordinary use of personnel pursuant to 

NRS 239.055. $45.00 per hour is commensurable to the pay rate of a mid-level employee of the 

Coroner, such as an investigator. Each Autopsy Report is approximately ten pages, and, based on 

the sample redacted reports, it is estimated 4-5 Autopsy Reports could be redacted an hour. Thus, it 

would take about 8-10 hours to redact the remaining 49 Autopsy Reports in cases that were not 

reviewed by the Child Death Review team. It was determined not to seek fees for the copies of the 

spreadsheets, sample redactions and preliminary work. 

15. During the 2015 and 2017 Nevada Legislature Sessions, I served as a lobbyist for Clark 

County. I represented the County's position with respect to legislation impacting the County and of 

interest to the County. I am very familiar with AB57 which was introduced in the 2017 Session and, 

after amendments, became effective on July 1, 2017. AB57 made changes to NRS Chapter 259 that 

require a coroner to notify the next of kin with the right to the body of the decedent under NRS 

451.024 in that it provided that a coroner may also notify certain other next of kin consisting of 
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parents, guardians, adult children or custodians as defined in NRS 432B.060. Additionally, that bill 

provided that a copy of the coroner's report may be released to certain individuals (parents, adult 

children, guardian or custodian as defined in NRS 43213.060) regardless of whether they have the 

right to the body under NRS 451.024. 

16. It is my understanding that the policy of the Coroner with respect to limiting dissemination 

of Autopsy Reports to the next of kin is consistent with that of other coroners in Nevada. See 

Washoe County Code 35.160(4). In fact, this policy and practice was the premise under which AB 

57 was adopted. 

17. The County supported AB57 and I testified on its behalf. At no tune was there any 

discussion or contemplation that the legislation intended for Autopsy Reports to be publicly 

released, such as to the RJ. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. (NRS 53.045) 

EXECUTED on this  30  day of August, 2017. 

Jo. Fudenberg 
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Accredited by: 
•cv., 

*4  "%es.  

From: John Fudenberg 
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2017 4:17 PM 
To: 'Brian Joseph' 
Subject: RE: Following up 

Brian, 

Please see the requested report. 

John Fudenberg, D-ABMDI, Coroner 
Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 
1704 Pinto Lane 
Las Vegas, NV 89106 
702-455-3210 
fud(6).ClarkCountYNV.aoy 
www.ClarkCountyNV.aov 

From: Brian Joseph rmainvbioseohereyiewtourMianl 
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2017 10:37 AM 
To: John Fudenberg 
Subject: Following up 

Hi, Mr. Fudenberg. Brian Joseph here with the Review-Journal newspaper. You met with Art Kane 
and I yesterday morning at your office. It was great speaking with you; you were very helpful. 

I'm just following up on some of the outstanding matters we discussed yesterday. You had said you 
would send us the report of deceased children under the age of 18 who had been autopsied from 
2012 to present. Please send it to me at bioseph(&reviewjournal.com   

Second, we had told you about 11 cases we were aware of in which DCFS had produced a child 
death disclosure but we could not match them up to the list of deceased children your office had 
provided. The attached Zip file, Reviews_but_no_death_records.zip, contains the 11 disclosures we 
were unable to match up with your records. You had said you'd be interested in reconciling those 
records for us. 

Third, we also told you about two child deaths recorded on the LVMPD's homicide log that we were 
also unable to match up with your list of deceased children. Both of those names can be found in 
2016HomicideLog_final. The two names that we were unable to match were Jasmine Sherfield 
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(page 5) and Henry Martinez (page 4). 

Incidentally, we have been able to link up Jasmine Sherfield's information to one of the 11 
disclosures mentioned above (2016-10-18_ID-1407241_30-Day.pdf, contained in the Zip.file) 

Really appreciate your help. Thank you so much. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Joseph 
Staff reporter, Review-Journal 
Office: 702-387-5208 
Cell: 916-233-9681 
E-mail: bjoseph@reviewjournal.com  
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Assembly Bill No. 57—Committee 
on Government Affairs 

CHAPTER  

AN ACT relating to coroners; requiring coroners to make a 
reasonable effort to notify the next of kin who is authorized 
to order the burial or cremation of a decedent of the 
decedent's death; authorizing a coroner to notify certain other 
persons of the death of the decedent; authorizing a coroner to 
provide a coroner's report to such persons; and providing 
other matters properly relating thereto. 

Legislative Counsel's Digest: 
Existing law requires a coroner to notify the next of kin of a decedent of the 

decedent's death. (NRS 259.045) Existing law also establishes the order of priority 
of persons authorized to order the burial or cremation of the human remains of a 
deceased person. (NRS 451.024) Section 3 of this bill requires a coroner to make a 
reasonable effort to notify the next of kin who is authorized to order the burial or 
cremation of the human remains of a decedent of the death of the decedent. Section 
3 also authorizes a coroner to notify the parcnts, guardians, adult children or 
custodians of the decedent of the decedent's death and provide a copy of the report 
of the coroner to the parents, guardians, adult children or custodians, as applicable. 
Sections 1 and 2 of this bill make conforming changes. This bill is known as 
"Veronica's Law" after Veronica Caldwell. 

EXPLANATION— Matter in bolded Milks in new; matter between brackets Items, monist to be omitted.  

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED IN 
SENATE AND ASSEMBLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 

Section 1. NRS 244.163 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
244.163 1. The boards of county commissioners in their 

respective counties may create by ordinance the office of the county 
coroner, prescribe the qualifications and duties of the county 
coroner and make appointments to the office. 

2. Any coroner so appointed is governed by the ordinances 
pertaining to such office which may be enacted by the board of 
county commissioners, and the provisions of NRS 259.025 , 
259.045 and 259.150 to 259.180, inclusive. 

3. The boards of county commissioners shall require that the 
county coroner make a reasonable effort to notify a decedent's next 
of kin who is authorized to order the burial or cremation of the 
human remains of the decedent pursuant to NRS 451.024 of the 
fact of the decedent's death without unreasonable delay. 

4. For any offense relating to the violation or willful disregard 
of such duties or trusts of office as may be specified by the 
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respective boards of county commissioners, all coroners holding 
office by appointment pursuant to this section are subject to such 
fines and criminal penalties, including misdemeanor penalties and 
removal from office by indictment, accusation or otherwise, as the 
ordinance prescribes. This subsection applies to all deputies, agents, 
employees and other persons employed by or exercising the powers 
and functions of the coroner. 

Sec. 2. NRS 259.010 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
259.010 1. Every county in this State constitutes a coroner's 

district, except a county where a coroner is appointed pursuant to 
the provisions of NRS 244.163. 

2. The provisions of this chapter, except NRS 259.025 , 
259.045 and 259.150 to 259.180, inclusive, do not apply to any 
county where a coroner is appointed pursuant to the provisions of 
NRS 244.163. 

Sec. 3. NRS 259.045 is hereby amended to read as follows: 
259.045 I. The coroner shall make a reasonable effort to 

notify a decedent's next of kin who is authorized to order the burial 
or cremation of the human remains of the decedent pursuant to 
NRS 451.024 of the fact of the decedent's death without 
unreasonable delay. 

2. The coroner may notify the parents, guardians, adult 
children or custodians of a decedent of the fact of the decedent's 
death and provide a copy of the report of the coroner to the 
parents, guardians, adult children or custodians regardless of 
whether they are the next of kin authorized to order the burial or 
cremation of the human remains of the decedent pursuant to 
NRS 451.024. 

3. As used in this section, "custodian" has the meaning 
ascribed to it in NRS 432B.060. 

Sec. 4. This act becomes effective on July 1, 2017. 
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INDEX TO JOINT APPENDIX 

DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION LOCATION 

Public Records Act Application Pursuant to 

NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus (filed 

07/17/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 1–11 

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Public Records Act 

Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus (filed 07/17/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates No. 12 

Exhibit Document Description  

1 April 13, 2017 Emails between Las Vegas 

Review-Journal and Clark County Coroner’s 

Office Regarding Nevada Public Records Act 

Request 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 13–27 

2 April 13, 2017 Las Vegas Review-Journal’s 

Email to Clark County District Attorney’s Office 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 28–31 

3 April 14, 2017 District Attorney’s Office 

Response Email to Las Vegas Review-Journal 

with Attorney General’s Opinion 82-12 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 32–39 

4 May 23, 2017 Letter from Las Vegas Review-

Journal to Clark County Coroner’s Office and 

Clark County District Attorney’s Office 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 40–44 

5 May 26, 2017 Email with Response Letter from 

Clark County District Attorney’s Office to Las 

Vegas Review-Journal 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 45–88 

6 May 31, 2017 Email from Coroner’s Office to 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 89–92 

7 June 12, 2017 Email Chain between Clark County 

District Attorney and Las Vegas Review-Journal 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 93–98 
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DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION LOCATION 

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Public Records Act 

Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus (cont.) 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

8 July 9, 2017 Emails between Las Vegas Review-

Journal and Clark County District Attorney’s 

Office 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 99–106 

9 July 11, 2017 Email from Coroner’s Office with 

Sample Redacted Files 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 107–143 

Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant to 

NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus/Application 

for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief (filed 08/17/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 144–161 

Attorney Margaret A. McLetchie’s Declaration in Support 

of Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant to 

NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus/Application 

for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief (filed 08/17/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 162–163 

Exhibits to Attorney Margaret A. McLetchie’s 

Declaration in Support of Memorandum in Support of 

Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ 

of Mandamus/Application for Declaratory and 

Injunctive Relief 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

1 Order Granting Writ of Mandate in District Court 

Case No. A-17-750151-W (filed 02/22/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 164–172 

2 Order on Motion for Summary Judgment and 

Countermotion for Summary Judgment in District 

Court Case No. A543861 (filed 01/07/09) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 173–195 
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Response to Petition and Memorandum Supporting Writ for 

Mandamus for Access to Autopsy Reports of Juvenile 

Deaths (filed 08/30/17) 

Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 196–224 

Exhibits to Response to Petition and Memorandum 

Supporting Writ for Mandamus for Access to Autopsy 

Reports of Juvenile Deaths 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

A Declaration of John Fudenberg (dated 08/30/17) Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 225–234 

B Assembly Bill No. 57, 79th Session (Nov. 2017) Vol. 1, 

Bates Nos. 235–237 

Reply to Response to Petition and Memorandum in Support 

of Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/Petition 

for Writ of Mandamus/Application for Declaratory and 

Injunctive Relief (filed 09/07/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 238–255 

Exhibits to Reply to Response to Petition and 

Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant to 

Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus/Application for Declaratory and Injunctive 

Relief 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

1 Minutes of the Meeting of the Assembly 

Committee on Government Affairs, 79th Session 

(March 8, 2017) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 256–291 

2 Minutes of the Senate Committee on Government 

Affairs, 79th Session (April 26, 2017) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 292–319 
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Supplement to Reply to Response to Petition and 

Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant to Nev. 

Rev. Stat. 239.001/Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus/Application for Declaratory and Injunctive 

Relief (filed 09/25/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 320–323 

 

Exhibits to Supplement to Reply to Response to Petition 

and Memorandum in Support of Application Pursuant 

to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus/Application for Declaratory and Injunctive 

Relief 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

3 Copies of White Pine County Coroner’s Reports Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 324–369 

4 Copies of Lander County Sheriff’s Office Reports Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 370–397 

Minutes of September 28, 2017 Hearing on Petition for Writ 

of Mandamus (filed 09/28/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates No. 398 

Transcript of September 28, 2017 Hearing on Petition for 

Writ of Mandamus  

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 399–427 

Notice of Entry of Order with Order Granting Petitioner 

LVRJ’s Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. 

Rev. Stat. 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus (filed 

11/09/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 428–442 

Notice of Appeal (filed 11/28/17) Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 443–444 

Case Appeal Statement (filed 11/28/17) Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 445–447 

Petitioner Las Vegas Review-Journal’s Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees and Costs (filed 11/29/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 448–460 
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Exhibits to Petitioner Las Vegas Review-Journal’s 

Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

1 Declaration of Margaret A. McLetchie (dated 

11/29/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 461–464 

2 Attorney Fees by Date Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 465–471 

3 Attorney Fees by Biller Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 472–478 

4 Attorney Costs and Expenses Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 479–480 

5 Declaration of Kathleen Jane England (dated 

11/29/17) 

Vol. 2, 

Bates Nos. 481–486 

Respondent’s Opposition to Las Vegas Review-Journal’s 

Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs (filed 12/14/17) 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 487–506 

Exhibits to Respondent’s Opposition to Las Vegas 

Review-Journal’s Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

A Study of Nevada Laws Governing Public Books 

and Records, Bulletin No. 93-9 (September 1992) 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 507–544 

B Legislative History of 1993 Assembly Bill 365 

with Selected Exhibits 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 545–581 

C Notice of Entry of Decision with Decision in 

District Court Case No. A-14-711233-W (filed 

08/23/17) 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 582–586 
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Exhibits to Respondent’s Opposition to Las Vegas 

Review-Journal’s Motion for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

(cont.) 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

D Website Instructions of Washoe County Coroner 

and Elko County Sheriff’s Office Coroner 

Regarding Obtaining an Autopsy Report  

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 587–592 

Reply to Respondent’s Opposition to Motion for Attorney’s 

Fees and Costs (filed 01/04/18) 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 593–607 

Exhibits to Reply to Respondent’s Opposition to Motion 

for Attorney’s Fees and Costs 

 

Exhibit Document Description  

6 Legislative History of 1993 Assembly Bill 365 

with Additional Selected Exhibits 

Vol. 3, 

Bates Nos. 608–674 

7 March 26, 2015 Public Records Presentation Vol. 4, 

Bates Nos. 675–717 

8 March 20, 2017 Public Records Request Letter to 

City of Henderson 

Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 718–720 

9 April 4, 2017 City of Henderson Public Records 

Response 

Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 721–731 

Minutes of January 11, 2018 Hearing on Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees and Costs (filed 01/11/18) 

Vol. 5, 

Bates No. 732 

Transcript of January 11, 2018 Hearing on Motion for 

Attorney’s Fees and Costs  

Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 733–744 

Notice of Entry of Order with Order Granting Motion for 

Stay of District Court Order and Order Shortening Time 

(filed 01/12/18) 

Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 745–749 
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DOCUMENT DESCRIPTION LOCATION 

Notice of Entry of Order with Order Granting Petitioner Las 

Vegas Review-Journal’s Motion for Attorney’s Fees and 

Costs (filed 02/01/18) 

Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 750–765 

Notice of Appeal (filed 02/05/18) Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 766–767 

Case Appeal Statement (filed 02/05/18) Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 768–771 

Docket of Case No. A-17-758501-W Vol. 5, 

Bates Nos. 772–773 
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PET 
MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite. 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
Telephone: (702)-728-5300 
Email: alina@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, 

Petitioner, 
VS. 

CLARK COUNTY OFFICE OF THE 
CORONER/MEDICAL EXAMINER, 

Respondent. 

Case No.: A-17-758501-W 

Dept. No.: Department 24 

PUBLIC RECORDS ACT 
APPLICATION PURSUANT TO 
NRS 4 239.001/ PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

EXPEDITED MATTER PURSUANT 
TO NEV. REV. STAT. 4 239.011  

COMES NOW Petitioner the Las Vegas Review-Journal (the "Review-Journal"), 

by and through its undersigned counsel, and hereby brings this Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus for declaratory and injunctive relief and seeking an order requiring the Clark 

County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner (the "Coroner's Office") to provide 

Petitioner access to public records. Petitioner also requests an award for all fees and costs 

associated with its efforts to obtain withheld and/or improperly redacted public records as 

provided for by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011(2). Further, the Review-Journal respectfully asks 

that this matter be expedited pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011(2). 

/// 

/ / / 
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/ / / 

/ / 
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Petitioner hereby alleges as follows: 

NATURE OF ACTION  

1. Petitioner brings this application for relief pursuant to Nev. Rev. 

Stat. § 239.011. See also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 884, 266 P.3d 

623, 630, n.4 (2011). 

2. The Review Journal's application to this court is the proper means 

to secure the Coroner's Office's compliance with the Nevada Public Records Act. Reno 

Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 884, 266 P.3d 623, 630 n.4 (2011); see also DR 

Partners v. Bd. Of Cty. Comm'rs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000) 

(citing Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 106 Nev. 630, 798 P.2d 144 (1990)) (a writ of 

mandamus is the appropriate procedural remedy to compel compliance with the NPRA). 

3. Petitioner is entitled to an expedited hearing on this matter pursuant 

to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011, which mandates that "the court shall give this matter priority 

over other civil matters to which priority is not given by other statutes." 

PARTIES 

4. Petitioner, the Review-Journal, a daily newspaper, is the largest 

newspaper in Nevada. It is based at 1111 W. Bonanza Road, Las Vegas, Nevada 89125. 

5. Respondent is a public agency in the County of Clark, Nevada. The 

Coroner's Office is subject to the Nevada State Public Records Act pursuant to Nev. Rev. 

Stat. § 239.005(5)(b). 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

6. This Court has jurisdiction to issue writs of mandamus. Nev. 

Const., Art. 6, § 6; Nev. Rev. Stat. § 34.160. 

7. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011, 

as the court of Clark County where all relevant public records sought are held. 

8. Venue is proper in the Eighth Judicial District Court of Nevada 

pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011. All parties and all relevant actions to this matter were 

and are in Clark County, Nevada. 
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STANDING  

9. Petitioner has standing to pursue this expedited action pursuant to 

Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010 because public records it has requested from Coroner's Office 

have been unjustifiably withheld and the Coroner's Office is improperly attempting to 

charge fees for the collection and review of potentially responsive documents, which is not 

permitted by law. 

FACTS  

10. On April 13, 2017, the Las Vegas Review-Journal sent the 

Coroner's Office a request pursuant to the Nevada Public Records Act, Nev. Rev. Stat. § 

239.001 et seq. (the "NPRA") (the "Request"). (Exh 1, LVRJ006.) 

11. The Request sought all autopsy reports of autopsies conducted of 

anyone under the age of 18 conducted from 2012 through the date of the Request (the 

"Requested Records"). (Id.) 

12. The Coroner's Office responded on April 13, 2017. It provided a 

spreadsheet with some information (Exh. 1, LVRJ009-14), but refused to provide "autopsy 

reports, notes or other documents." (Id. at LVRJ004.) The Coroner's Office did not cite any 

authority for its refusal to provide these records. 

13. The Review-Journal followed up by emailing the Clark County 

District Attorney's Office on April 13, 2017, requesting legal support for the refusal to 

provide records. (Exh. 2, LVRJ015-16.) 

14. The Coroner's Office (via the District Attorney's Office) 

responded on April 14, 2017. (Exh. 3; LVRJ0018-24.) The Coroner's office conceded that 

autopsy reports are public records, but contended that they are not open to public inspection. 

(Id..at LVRJ018.) 

15. In its April 14, 2017 response, the Coroner's Office did not contend 

that Nev. Rev. Stat. § 432B.407, a statute that only pertains to child death review teams, 

served as a basis for non-disclosure. Instead, the Coroner's Office only relied on an Attorney 
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General Opinion (AGO No. 82-12), AB 57 (then-pending legislation). (Id. at LVRJ018-19, 

LVRJ021-24.) 

16. The Coroner's Office did not assert any other basis for withholding 

records (such as Nev. Rev. Stat. § 43213.407) within five (5) business days. 

17. On May 23, 2017, the Review-Journal (via counsel) wrote to the 

Coroner's Office to address concerns with the Coroner's Office's refusal to provide access 

to any of the requested juvenile autopsy reports. (Exh, 4; LVRJ025-28.) 

18. On May 26, 2017, the Coroner's Office (via the District Attorney) 

responded to the May 23, 2017 letter, and agreed to consider providing redacted versions of 

autopsies of juveniles if the Review-Journal provided a specific list of cases it wished to 

review. (Exh. 5; LVRJ029-71.) 

19. In its May 26, 2017 response, the Coroner's Office, for the first 

time, also asserted that the records may be protected by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 43213.407 and, for 

the first time, detailed that privacy interests outweighed public disclosure. (Id, at LVRJ031-

33.) 

20. The Review-Journal provided the Coroner's Office with a list of 

specific cases it wanted reports for via email on May 26, 2017. (Exh. 6, LVRJ073.) 

21. The Coroner's Office responded to the May 26, 2017 email on May 

31, 2017. (Id , at LVRJ072.) 

22. On May 31, 2017, the Coroner's Office stated that responsive 

records were "subject to privilege and will not be disclosed" and that it would also redact 

other records. However, it did not assert any specific privilege. (Id.) 

23. The Coroner's Office also asked the Review-Journal to specify the 

records it wanted to receive first, which the Review-Journal did on June 12, 2017. (Exh. 7; 

LVRJ075-79.) 

24. On July 9, 2017, in a response to a further email from the Review-

Journal inquiring on the status of the records, the Coroner's Office indicated it would not 
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produce any records that pertained to any case that was subsequently handled by a child 

death review team pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 43213.403, et. seq. (Exh. 8; LVRJ080) 

25. On July 11, 2017, the Coroner's Office provided sample files of 

redacted autopsy reports for other autopsies of juveniles (cases that were not handled by a 

child death review team). (Exh. 9; LVRJ095-122.) The samples files were heavily redacted, 

but the Coroner's Office did not specify the bases for redactions. 

26. On July 11, 2017, the Coroner's Office also demanded payment for 

further work in redacting files for production (i.e., keeping information from the Review-

Journal), and refused to produce records without payment. (Id. at LVRJ087-88.) 

Specifically, the Coroner's Office indicated it would take two persons 10-12 hours to redact 

the records it was willing to produce, and that the Review-Journal would have to pay $45.00 

an hour for the two reviewers, one of which would be an attorney. (Id. at LVRJ087.) 

27. The Review-Journal is willing to inspect the records in person. 

28. The Coroner's Office's practice of charging impermissible fees 

deters NPRA requests from Review-Journal reporters. 

LEGAL AUTHORITY 

Legal Framework 

29. The NPRA reflects that records of governmental entities belong to 

the public in Nevada. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010(1) mandates that, unless a record is 

confidential, "all public books and public records of a governmental entity must be open at 

all times during office hours to inspection by any person, and may be fully copied..." The 

NPRA reflects specific legislative findings and declarations that "[its] purpose is to foster 

democratic principles by providing members of the public with access to inspect and copy 

public books and records to the extent permitted by law" and that it provisions "must be 

construed liberally to carry out this important purpose." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010(1) and 

(2). 

30. Here, the Coroner's Office has conceded that the requested records 

are public records, and it has not met its burden of establishing that, nonetheless, the records 
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it is withholding should not be produced. Moreover, regarding the records it is willing to 

produce, the Coroner's Office is not entitled to redact the records in the manner it has 

proposed. Further, the Coroner's Office cannot demand that the Review-Journal pay the 

Coroner's Office to review and redact records for production. 

Failure to Timely Assert Claims of Confidentiality 

31. The NPRA provides that a governmental entity must provide timely 

and specific notice if it is denying a request because the entity determines the documents 

sought are confidential. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(d) states that, within five (5) business 

days of receiving a request, 

{i}f the governmental entity must deny the person's request because the 
public book or record, or a part thereof, is confidential, provide to the 
person, in writing: (1) Notice of that fact; and (2) A citation to the specific 
statute or other legal authority that makes the public book or record, or a 
part thereof, confidential. 

32. Accordingly, the Coroner's Office cannot rely on legal authority it 

failed to timely assert in response to the Request. 

The Records Sought Are Subject to Disclosure 

33. Even if it had timely asserted claims of confidentiality, he 

Coroner's Office did not, and cannot, establish its heavy burden in withholding records. 

34. In accordance with the presumption of openness and "emphasis on 

disclosure," both the NPRA and the Nevada Supreme Court place a high burden on a 

governmental entity to justify disclosure. First, the law requires that, if a governmental 

entity seeks to withhold or redact a public record in its control it must prove by a 

preponderance of the evidence that the record or portion thereof that it seeks to redact is 

confidential. See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0113; see also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 

127 Nev. 873, 882, 266 P.3d 623, 629 (2011); accord Nevada Policy Research Inst., Inc. v. 

Clark Cty. Sch. Dist., No. 64040, 2015 WL 3489473, at *2 (D. Nev. May 29, 2015). It is of 

note that, as a general matter, "[i]t is well settled that privileges, whether creatures of statute 

or the common law, should be interpreted and applied narrowly." DR Partners v. Bd. of Cty. 
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1 Comrn'rs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000) (citing Ashokan v. State, 

Dept. of Ins., 109 Nev. 662, 668, 856 P.2d 244, 247 (1993)). This is especially so in the 

public records context: as noted above, any restriction on disclosure "must be construed 

narrowly." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(2)-(3). 

35. Second, in addition to first establishing the existence of the 

privilege it asserts and applying it narrowly, unless the privilege is absolute, the 

governmental entity bears the burden of establishing that the interest in withholding 

documents outweighs the interest in disclosure pursuant to the balancing test first articulated 

in Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 106 Nev. 630, 798 P.2d 144 (1990). See DR Partners v. 

Bd. of Cty. Commirs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000) ("Unless a 

statute provides an absolute privilege against disclosure, the burden of establishing the 

application of a privilege based upon confidentiality can only be satisfied pursuant to a 

balancing of interests."); see also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 879, 

266 P.3d 623, 627 (2011) ("...when the requested record is not explicitly made confidential 

by a statute, the balancing test set forth in Bradshaw must be employed" and "any limitation 

on the general disclosure requirements of Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010 must be based upon a 

balancing or 'weighing' of the interests of non-disclosure against the general policy in favor 

of open government"). 

36. Further, in applying the Donrey balancing test, the burden remains 

squarely on the agency: 

In balancing the interests . , the scales must reflect the fundamental right 
of a citizen to have access to the public records as contrasted with the 
incidental right of the agency to be free from unreasonable interference . . 
. The citizen's predominant interest may be expressed in terms of the burden 
of proof which is applicable in this class of cases; the burden is cast upon 
the agency to explain why the records should not be furnished. 

Id. (quoting from MacEwan v. Holm, 226 Or. 27, 359 P.2d 413, 421-22 (1961) and citing 

Bradshaw, 106 Nev. at 635-36, 798 P.2d at 147-48). 

/1/ 
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37. Here, the Coroner's Office has not met its burden, and the public 

interest in disclosure outweighs any interest in secrecy. Specifically, the Review-Journal is 

investigating how child deaths are handled, which implicates important child welfare and 

public policy interests. 

38. AGO No. 82-12, the 1982 Nevada Attorney General Opinion does 

not justify non-disclosure. An Attorney General Opinion does not have the force of law. In 

addition, the 1982 Opinion was based on the Attorney General's interpretation of the 1965 

version of Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010, which lacked the robust protections for the right of 

access to public records that underpin the current version of the NPRA. Notably, the version 

of the NPRA the Attorney General relied on in issuing the 1982 opinion did not include 

Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107, a provision of the NPRA first adopted in 2007 which delineates 

the process for requesting public records and the burden a governmental entity must satisfy 

in withholding such records. Further, the 1982 Opinion did not consider the public interest 

in disclosure of autopsy reports. 

39. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 4328.407 applies only to the child death review 

teams and does not apply to the Coroner's Office. A document does not become forever 

confidential for all purposes simply because it was transmitted to a child death review team. 

40. Accordingly, the reports that were transmitted to the child death 

review team should be produced and all the requested reports should be produced without 

redactions. 

The Fees the Coroner's Office Is Demanding Are Improper 

41. The NPRA does not allow for fees to be charged for a governmental 

entity's privilege review, or for redacting material the governmental entity contends is 

privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure. 

42. The only fees permitted are set forth in Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.052 

and Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1). 

43. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.052(1) provides that "a governmental entity 

may charge a fee for providing a copy of a public record." (Emphasis added.) 
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1 44. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1), the provision the Coroner's Office is 

2 relying on for its demand for fees, also allows for fees for "extraordinary use" in connection 

3 with providing copies. It provides that "... if a request for a copy of a public record would 

4 require a governmental entity to make extraordinary use of its personnel or technological 

5 resources, the governmental entity may, in addition to any other fee authorized pursuant to 

6 this chapter, charge a fee not to exceed 50 cents per page for such extraordinary use...." 

7 45. Interpreting Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055 to limit public access by 

8 requiring requesters to pay public entities for undertaking a review for responsive 

9 documents and confidentiality would be inconsistent with the plain terms of the statute and 

10 with the mandate to interpret the NPRA broadly. 

11 46. Further, allowing a public entity to charge a requester for legal fees 

12 associated with reviewing for confidentiality is impermissible because Itjhe public official 

13 or agency bears the burden of establishing the existence of privilege based upon r,, •- 
1  $ 1 .j 14 confidentiality." DR Partners v. Bd. of Cty. Comm 'rs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 
geil 

Wig 
15 13;E 16 P.3d 465, 468 (2000). 

47. Even if Respondent could, as it has asserted, charge for its privilege 

.° g 17 review as "extraordinary use," such fees would be capped at 50 cents per page. Nev. Rev. 

18 Stat. § 239.055(1). 

19 48. The fee the Coroner's Office is demanding the Review-Journal pay 

20 conflicts with the NPRA's provision that a governmental entity may only "charge a fee not 

21 to exceed 50 cents per page" for "extraordinary use of its personnel or technological 

22 resources." Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1), 

23 CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

24 49. Petitioner re-alleges and incorporates by reference each and every 

25 allegation contained in Paragraphs 1-48 with the same force and effect as if fully set forth 

26 herein. 

27 50. The Review-Journal should be provided with the records it has 

28 requested pursuant to the NPRA. 
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51. The records sought are subject to disclosure, and Respondent has 

not met its burden of establishing otherwise. 

52. A writ of mandamus is necessary to compel Respondent's 

compliance with the NPRA. 

53. The NPRA does not permit the fees the Coroner's Office is 

demanding. 

54. The NPRA permits governmental entities to charge a fee of up to 

50 cents per page for "extraordinary use" of personnel or technology to produce copies of 

records responsive to a public records request. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.055(1). The Coroner's 

Office's Public Records Policy, however, requires requesters to pay a fee of up to $83.15 

per hour just to find responsive records and review them for privilege. 

55. The Coroner's Office either does not understand its obligations to 

comply with the law or it is intentionally disregarding the plain terms of the NPRA to 

discourage reporters from accessing public records. 

56. The Coroner's Office is legally obligated to undertake a search and 

review of responsive records free of charge when it receives an NPRA request. It also has 

the burden of establishing confidentiality, and is required to provide specific notice of any 

confidentiality claims within five days. Yet it has demanded payment for staff time —and 

attorney time. The Coroner's Office is also conditioning its compliance with NPRA on 

payment. 

57. The Coroner's Office is demanding payment not for providing 

copies, but simply for locating documents responsive to a request—and then for having its 

director and attorney determine whether documents should be withheld. Not only is this 

interpretation belied by the plain terms of the NPRA,I requiring a requester to pay a public 

entity's attorneys to withhold documents would be an absurd result. See S. Nevada 

See Sandifer v. US. Steel Corp., 134 S. Ct. 870, 876 (2014) ("It is a fundamental canon of 
statutory construction" that, "unless otherwise defined, words will be interpreted as taking 
their ordinary, contemporary, common meaning.") (quotation omitted). 
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Respectfully submitted 

Homebuilders Ass 'n v. Clark Cty., 121 Nev. 446, 449,117 P.3d 171, 173 (2005) (noting that 

courts must "interpret provisions within a common statutory scheme harmoniously with one 

another in accordance with the general purpose of those statutes and to avoid unreasonable 

or absurd results, thereby giving effect to the Legislature's intent") (quotation omitted); see 

also Cal. Commercial Enters. v. Amedeo Vegas 1, Inc., 119 Nev. 143, 145, 67 P.3d 328, 330 

(2003) ("When a statute is not ambiguous, this court has consistently held that we are not 

empowered to construe the statute beyond its plain meaning, unless the law as stated would 

yield an absurd result.") 

WHEREFORE, the Petitioner prays for the following relief: 

1. That the court handle this matter on an expedited basis as mandated 

by Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011; 

2. Injunctive relief ordering the Coroner's Office to immediately 

make available complete copies of all records requested without charging fees, other than 

permissible fees should the Review-Journal request copies; 

3. Declaratory relief; 

4. Reasonable costs and attorney's fees; and 

5. Any further relief the Court deems appropriate. 

DATED this the 17th day of July, 2017. 

arg. A. McLetchie, Nevada Bar No. 10931 
Alina M. Shell, Nevada Bar No. 11711 
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC 
701 East Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 
(702) 728-5300 
maggie@nvlitigation.com  
Counsel for Petitioner 
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EXHIBIT 1 



From: Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Chartton(iiMarkeountvnv.aov> 
Date: Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 3:23 PM. 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 
To: Arthur Kane <akauc64reviewjournal.com> 

Here you are. 

Please advise if there is anything further we can assist you with. 

1 
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014 



Nicole Charlton 

Administrative Secretary 

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 

Nicole.ChgritonOclarkcounnv.gov  

Office: 1702) 4c.4-1211)  

Desk: (702) 4s5-1932 

Fax: (7021 q87-004 

Accredited by: 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akaneOreviewjoumal,corn] 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 3:14 PM 
To: Nicole Charlton 
Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

yes, please provide me all the deaths under 18 that occurred in Clark County year by year since 2012. 

Thanks, 

art 

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 3:11 PM, Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Charltonaclarkeountynv.gov> wrote: 

Mr. Kane, 

2 
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We do not autopsy all decedents who come to our office and unfortunately I am unable to list out which cases were 
autopsied compared to those that were not. We have 5 types of death (Homicide, Suicide, Accident, Natural, & 
Undetermined). 

What I can give you is ALL deaths under the age of 18, that occurred within our jurisdiction. That definitely does not 
include ALL deaths that occurred in Clark County. 

Autopsy reports are public records but not open to any member of the public for inspection, copying, and 
dissemination. The reasoning is that the reports contain medical information and confidential information about the 
deceased's body. There may be a situation when a particular report would be available for a particular party who has 
sufficient interest to justify access. AGO 82-12 (6-15-82). This decision may preclude the dissemination of an autopsy 
report to members of the decedent's immediate family without following the correct procedures of law, i.e., a court 
order. In that situation, it may be appropriate to require the decedent's family to sign a release form in exchange for the 
autopsy report. 

.Wico Chariton 

Administrative Secretary 

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 

Nicole.Charlton(iDelarkeountvrw.gov  

Office: (702) 4 5-2210 

Desk: (702) 45q-19:47 

Fax: (70.2).'487.79o9j2 

Accredited by: 
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From: Arthur Kane (mailto:akaneareviewjoumal.com  
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 1:26 PM 
To: Nicole Charlton 
Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

Looking at that spreadsheet I do want those in addition to autopsies going back to 2012. Please let me know the 
difference from the all deaths (other than of course it has people older than 18) that you sent me previous. Are 
the sheets you sent me previously ones that went to a full autopsy? And these are all deaths? 

I do still want the autopsies too so please site whatever law prevents their release. 

Thanks 

art 

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 12:31 PM, Nicole Charlton <Nieole.Charltora,c1arkeott tvnv.gov> wrote: 

We are not able to provide autopsy reports, notes or other documents, but I can supply you with a spreadsheet of all 
releaseable information. (such as the attached). 

Will this suffice? 

gV'icole Charlton 

Administrative Secretary 

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 

Nicole.Charitoll@elarkcountynv,gov 
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Office: f,:W.2) 455-22/0 

Desk: (702)455-19n 

Fax: 1702)387-0092 

Accredited by: 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akanePreviewiournal.com] 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 12:28 PM 
To: Nicole Chariton 
Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

yes, I'm looking for all of the records. Thanks 

On Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 12:25 PM, Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Charlton(iklarkcountynv.gov> wrote: 

Mr. Kane, 

There are hundreds and hundreds of manners of death for those decedents under the age of 18. Please confirm if you 
are looking for ALL manners, or just certain types (Suicide, Homicide, Accidents, etc), 

Nic(h Charlton 

Administrative Secretary 

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
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Nicole.Charltonaclarkcountynv.gov  

Office: (7:(221_, 55-$2).a 

Desk: (702) 455-1937 

Fax: (702) '487-0002 

Accredited by; 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akaneOreviewtournal.cam] 
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2017 11:43 AM 
To: Nicole Charlton 
Cc: Brian Joseph 
Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

This is a request under state open records laws. 

I am seeking all autopsy reports, notes and other documentation of all autopsies performed by the Clark County 
Coroner's office from Jan. 1, 2012 to present on anyone who was younger than the age of 18 when he or she 
died. 

As you know, state law requires a response within five business days. Please call or email if you have a question 
or there will be a cost for the documents. 

If you are no the custodian of the records, please forward this request to the proper person and notify me of that. 
Also, if you believe any part of this request is not subject to state open records laws, please provide the NRS 
that may exempt it. 

THanks, 
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Thanks, 

Arthur Kane & Brian Joseph 

Investigative Reporters 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-Q2M 

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286  

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 
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Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286  

arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

®arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurrnkane 
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EXHIBIT 2 



From: Arthur Kane <akanegreviewjciumal,com> 
Date: Thu, Apr 13, 2017 at 4:39 PM 
Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST WITH THE CORONER'S OFFICE 
To: mary-anne.milterCa4;larkcountyda.com  

Ms Miller: 

I requested all autopsies for any deaths between 2012 and present of people younger than 18 years old from the Clark County Coronet's • 
office this morning. The response is below. I do not see any legal citation to deny these records, the Coroner admits they're public just not. 
available and they cite a privacy right which does not exist for deceased people. 

1 
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Can you consult with them and let them know these are public documents that they are required to produce. Conversely. if you believe they 
arc not, please cite a statute that exempts them from release. 

Thanks, 

art 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-3$3-0286 
(4!arthunnkane 

Mr. Kane, 

We do not autopsy all decedents who come to our office and unfortunately I am unable to list out which cases were 

autopsied compared to those that were not. We have 5 types of death (Homicide, Suicide, Accident, Natural, & 

Undetermined). 

What I can give you is ALL deaths under the age of 18, that occurred within our jurisdiction. That definitely does 

not include ALL deaths that occurred in Clark County. 

Autopsy reports are public records but not open to any member of the public for inspection, copying, and 

dissemination. The reasoning is that the reports contain medical information and confidential information about the 

deceased's body. There may be a situation when a particular report would be available for a particular party who has 

sufficient interest to justify access. AGO 82-12 (6-15-82). This decision may preclude the dissemination of an autopsy 

report to members of the decedent's immediate family without following the correct procedures of law, i.e., a court 

order. In that situation, it may be appropriate to require the decedent's family to sign a release form in exchange for the 

autopsy report. 

Nicole Charlton 

Administrative Secretary 

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 

1704 Pinto Lane 
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Las Vegas, NV 89106 

Nicole,Charltopeelarkeountvnv.ov  

Office: (702) 454-:210 

Desk: (702) 455-1017 

Fax: (702) V87-0002 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurmkane 
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EXHIBIT 3 



From: Laura Rehfeldt <LauraRehteldteclarkeountyda.com> 
Date: Fri, Apr 14, 2017 at 1:48 PM 
Subject: Coroner Autopsy Reports 
To: "akanc@reviewjoumal.corn" <akane cyreviewjournal.com> 

Dear Mr. Kane, 

I am responding to the email that you sent to Mary-Anne Miller yesterday evening 
relating to your request for all autopsy reports of deaths of juveniles for the past 5 
years. 

As I believe you are aware, the Nevada Attorney General, in Opinion No. 82-12, has 
opined that the autopsy report is a public record but not open to public 
inspection. The opinion setting forth the legal analysis of the attorney general is 
attached. 

It is the practice of the Clark County Coroner to release the autopsy reports to the 
next of kin, if desired. It is my belief that the Nevada Supreme Court would agree 
with the practice of the Coroner. 
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Notably, there is legislation pending, AB57, which, if enacted, will specifically state 
to whom the Coroner may provide a report (parents, guardians, adult children or 
custodians of a decedent). The analysis behind this bill is also compatible with the 
current practice. 

Earlier this year you requested death data consisting of names, dates of death, ages, 
locations of death, times of death and causes of death on all homicides since January 
1, 2006. This information is open to the public, and the Coroner provided you 
spreadsheets containing that information going back to 2012. It is my 
understanding that yesterday the Coroner sent you the same data organized in the 
same fashion only pertaining to juvenile deaths in the past 5 years. Hopefully this 
will satisfy your inquiry. 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney Senior Attorney 

Laura.fielifeldtgoclarkcountyda.com  

Clark County District Attorney Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

1: 702-455-47611 F: 702-382-5178 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 
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Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@aiihurmkane 
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1982 Nev. Op. Atty. Gen. 47, 1982 Nev. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 12, 1982 WL 181273 
(Nev.A.G.) 
(Cite as: 1982 NI. 181273 (Nev.A.G.)) 

Office of the Attorney General 
State of Nevada 

*1 Opinion No. 82-12 
June 15, 1982 

Autopsy Reports; Public Records--Strong public policy of confidentiality of 
medical information requires that autopsy reports not be available for public 
inspection. 

Mr. Bill Curran 
Clark County Counsel 
Office of the District Attorney 
Clark County Courthouse 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 

Dear Mr. Curran: 

QUESTION 

You have requested an opinion from this office as to whether an autopsy protocol 
is a public record which must be made available upon demand to any member of the 
public. 

BACKGROUND 

The office of the County Coroner is governed by Clark County Code Chapter 2.12 
enacted pursuant to the authority of NRS 244.163. Under that code the County 
Coroner has a duty to determine the cause of death of 'any person reported to him 
as having been killed by violence, having suddenly died under such circumstances as 
to afford reasonable grounds to suspect or infer that death has been caused or 
occasioned by the act of another by criminal means, having died under circumstances 
affording reasonable grounds to suspect that the death has been occasioned by 
unnatural, unlawful, or suspicious means, or having committed suicide.' Among the 
deaths which must be investigated are accidental deaths, unattended deaths, deaths 
due to drowning, and deaths when the decedent had not been attended by a physician 
in the ten days before death (Clark County Code 2.12.060). If necessary to 
determine the cause of death an autopsy, including analysis of organs and tissues, 
may be undertaken. (Clark County Code 2.12.240). 

An autopsy protocol consists of detailed findings of the pathologist in the 
course of the autopsy and contains detailed descriptions of the individual injuries 
found upon and within the body of the deceased, including any evidence of 
preexisting disease, and reports of all laboratory or technical tests performed. 
Thus, the autopsy protocol, sometimes referred to as the autopsy report, contains 
much information which is irrelevant to the final official determination of the 
cause of death which is entered into the 'Coroner's Register' and listed on the 
death certificate issued. 

ANALYSIS 

C 2006 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works. 
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The statute governing public access to public records is NRS 239.010 which 
provides that: 

1. All public books and public records of state, county, city, district, 
governmental subdivision and quasi-municipal corporation officers and offices of 
this state (and all departments thereof), the contents of which are not otherwise 
declared by law to be confidential, shall be open at all times during office hours 
to inspection by any person, and the same may be fully copied or an abstract or 
memorandum prepared therefrom, and any copies, abstracts or memoranda taken 
therefrom may be utilized to supply the general public with copies, abstracts or 
memoranda of the records or in any other way in which the same may be used to the 
advantage of the owner thereof or of the general public. 

*2 2. Any officer having the custody of any of the public books and public 
records described in subsection 1 who refuses any person the right to inspect such 
books and records as provided in subsection 1 is guilty of a misdemeanor. 

The first question which must be addressed is whether an autopsy protocol is a 
'public record' for the purposes of this statute. 'Public record' has not been 
defined in Nevada by statute or by case law. Extensive research has uncovered but 
one decision by a sister state upon this precise question of public inspection of 
an autopsy report, but that case involved interpretation of a statute entirely 
different than NRS 239.010. Denver Publishing Co. v. Dreyfus, 184 Colo. 288, 520 
P.2d 104 (1974). Other cases were concerned with criminal or civil discovery of 
autopsy reports, all of which were governed by a specific statute or ordinance, 
(People v. Preston, 13 Misc.2d 802, 176 N.Y.S.2d 542 (1958); Whitfield v. State,  
492 S.W.2d 502 (Tex.App. 1973); Widziewicz v. Golding, 277 N.Y.S.2d 62 (1966); 
Walsh v. Beckman, 215 N.Y.S.2d 398 (1968); State v. Thompson, 338 P.2d 319 (Wash.  
1959); Riordan v. Commercial Travelers Mutual Insurance Co., 525 P.2d 804 (Wash.  
1974)), or with evidentiary questions, such as the admissibility of the autopsy 
report under public records hearsay exception (People v. Nisonoff, 45 N.Y.S.2d 854,  
267 App.Div. 356 (1944); People v. Hampton, 38 A.D.2d 772, 327 N.Y.S.2d 961 (1972)) 
or whether the autopsy report was privileged (Travelers Inc. Co. of Hartford, Conn.  
v. Bergeron, 25 F.2d 680 (C.A. 9, 1928); Fleska v. John Hancock Mutual Life  
Insurance Co. of Boston, Mass., 144 Misc. 508, 259 N.Y.S. 35 (1932)). 

It is therefore necessary to examine the common law (NRS 1.030). The generally 
accepted common law definition of a 'public record' is a record which is required 
to be kept pursuant to some law or is necessary to be kept in the discharge of a 
duty imposed by law. E.g., Mathews v. Pyle, 75 Ariz. 76, 251. P.2d 893 (1952); 
Council of Santa Monica v. Superior Court, 21 Cal.Rptr. 896 (1962); Nero v. Hyland,  
76 N.J. 213, 386 A.2d 846 (1978); State v. State Board of. Cosmetology, 49 Ohio  
St.2d 245, 361 N.E.2d 444 (1977). By this definition an autopsy protocol is a 
public record as the findings of an autopsy are required by regulation to be 
reduced to writing and filed (Clark County Code 2.12.240 and 2.12.250). 

The inquiry does not end with this determination, however, as the public's right 
of inspection is not without qualification. First, if a public record is declared 
confidential by law access may be properly denied to the public. NRS 239.010. 
Autopsy protocols have not been expressly declared confidential by law but 
confidentiality of the protocol, or detailed findings of the autopsy, does appear 
to be implicitly, if not explicitly, required by the county code. The coroner is 
directed to file the findings of the autopsy in 'his records of the death of the 
deceased person' (Clark County Code 2.12.140) which file also includes witness' 
testimony, inquest information and other investigative reports. This material is 
used, among other things, to determine the cause of death. The official register, 
labeled 'Coroner Register,' sets forth the fulfillment of the coroner's statutory 
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duties including identification of the dead person, inventory of any personal 
property of the deceased, disposal of the remains, notification of the next of kin 
and the date and cause of death. (Clark County Code 2.12.050). Thus, the apparent 
intent is to have a register, open to public inspection, and a file containing 
detailed medical information maintained away from the public eye. 

*3 The coroners of the Counties of Clark, Douglas and Washoe, all governed by 
substantially similar ordinances, have consistently held that the medical 
information in their files, including autopsy reports, to be of a confidential 
nature with restricted release. The construction of an ordinance by officials 
entrusted with its administration, while not controlling, is entitled to great 
weight. Board of School Trustees v. Bray, 60 Nev. 345, 357, 109 P.2d 214 (1941). 

Second, the right of public inspection of public records is not absolute. Other 
states with public record statutes similar to Nevada's have concluded that, in 
addition to any express statutory exemption, public policy may constitute a ground 
for denial of public inspection. Northside Realty Associates v. Community  
Relations Commission, 241 S.E.2d 189, 191 (Ga. 1978); State ex rel. Newsome v.  
Alarid, 90 N.M. 790, 568 P.2d 1236, 1243 (1977); Papadopoulous v. State Board of 
Higher Education, 494 P.2d 260, 266 (Ore. 1972); MacEwan v. Holm, 359 P.2d 413, 421 
(Ore. 1961); State v. Owen, 28 Wis.2d 672, 137 N.W.2d 470, 474 (1966), modified on 
denial of rehearing, 28 Wis.2d 672, 139 N.W.2d 241 (1966). Cf.  City of St.  
Matthews v. Voice of St. Matthews, Inc., 519 S.W.2d 811, 815 (Ky.App. 1974)  
(expansion of common law right). The statutes are so closely analogous and the 
holdings so unanimous that this office considers them controlling. McLauahlin v.  
L.V.H.A., 68 Nev. 84, 227 P.2d 206 (1951). Furthermore, it is a recognized 
principle in this state that a strong public policy may require relief in the 
absence of, or contrary to, an express statute. County of Clark v. Christensen, 86 
Nev. 616, 618, 472 P.2d 365 (1970); Mendive v. District Court, 70 Nev. 51, 253 ?.2d 
884 (1953). 

There is in this state a strong public policy that the secrets of a person's body 
are a very private and confidential matter upon which any intrusion in the interest 
of public health or adjudication is narrowly circumscribed. Cf. NRS 441.110, 
441.210 (reporting of venereal disease); NRS 49.245 (court-ordered examination 
partially privileged); NRS 49.235 (doctor-patient testimonial privilege). Of 
particular interest are NRS 629.021 and 629.061 which restrict the inspection of 
health care records containing 'information relating to the medical history 
examination, diagnosis or treatment' to the patient or his authorized 
representative and NRS 440.650 which restricts the release of a death certificate 
to a person who has a direct and tangible interest therein. While cognizant that 
public inspection is the rule and secrecy the exception, we can ascertain no public 
interest in disclosure sufficient to outweigh the public policy of confidentiality 
of personal medical information. The fact that a person dies in an accident, is 
drowned, or meets his death in any of a number of ways which may require an autopsy 
is no justification for enabling public knowledge of that which was closely guarded 
throughout his lifetime. 

*4 There may, of course, be a situation when a particular report would be 
available for a particular party who has sufficient interest to justify that 
access. This access is, as always, available through the correct procedures of 
law. This opinion addresses solely the question of the inspection, copying and 
possible dissemination of an autopsy report by any member of the public. 

CONCLUSION 
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An autopsy protocol is a public record, but is not open to public inspection upon 
demand, because disclosure would be contrary to a strong public policy; the Coroner 
Register is open to public inspection. Furthermore, maintaining the 
confidentiality of the medical information contained in the protocol accords with 
the intent of the governing ordinances and the administrative interpretation 
thereof. 

Sincerely, 

Richard H. Bryan 

Attorney General 

By: Linda H. Bailey 

Deputy Attorney General 

1982 Nev. Op. Atty. Gen. 47, 1982 Nev. Op. Atty. Gen. No. 12, 1982 WL 181273 
(Nev.A.G.) 

END OF DOCUMENT 

2006 Thomson/West. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works. 

LVRJ024 

039 



EXHIBIT 4 



SHELL 

SENT VIA U.S. MAIL & EMAIL 

May 23, 2017 

John Fudenberg, D-ABMDI 
Clark County Coroner 
Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner 
1704 Pinto Lane 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
Email: ncoleman@clarkcountynv.gov  

Mary-Anne Miller 
Clark County District Attorney's Office, Civil Division 
500 S. Grand Central Parkway 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89106 
Email: nary-anne.miller@clarkcountyda.com  

Re: Public Records Act Request — Immediate Attention 

Dear Mr. Fudenberg and Ms. Miller: 

I am writing on behalf of the Las Vegas Review-Journal (the "Review-Journal') to address 
concerns regarding a recent request pursuant to Nevada's Public Records Act (NPRA) request 
seeking reports and other public records related to child fatalities in Clark County. While the 
Review-Journal appreciates the prompt response to the NPRA request, for the reasons set forth 
below, the Review-Journal is respectfully asking that the Clark County Coroner's Office provide 
the withheld records without delay. 

The Request 

Review-Journal reporter Arthur Kane sent the Clark County Coroner's Office an NPRA request 
on April 13, 2017 requesting all autopsies, notes, and other records between January 1, 2012 and 
the present pertaining to individuals who died when they were younger than 18 years of age. 

Refusal to Provide Documents- 

On April 13,2017, Nicole Charlton, an administrative secretary with the Clark County Coroner's 
Office replied by email and declined to provide the requested records. Ms. Charlton stated that 

Autopsy reports are public records but are not open to any member of the public 
for inspection, copying, and dissemination, The reasoning is thatthe reports contain 
medical information and confidential information about the deceased's body. There 
may be a situation where a particular report would be publicly availalie for a 
particular party who has sufficient interest to justify access. AGO-82-12 (6-15-82). 
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This decision may preclude the dissemination of an autopsy report to members of 
the decedent's immediate family without following the correct procedures of law, 
i.e., a court order. In that situation, it may be appropriate to require the decedent's 
family to sign a release form in exchange for the autopsy report. 

This response does not establish the heavy burden the Clark County Coroner's Office has under 
the NPRA to keep public records secret, and must provide all documents responsive to Mr. Kane's 
April 13 request without delay. 

We must start with the premise that all governmental records are presumed to be public records, 
and a governmental entity who withholds documents bears a high burden to justify that decision. 
Pursuant to NRS 239.001(2)-(3), the provisions of the NPRA "must be construed liberally" to 
ensure the presumption of openness, and explicitly declares that any restriction on disclosure "must 
be construed narrowly." NRS 239.001(2)-(3). Subject to limited exceptions, "all public books and 
public records of a governmental entity [...] may be fully copied[.]" NRS 239.010. Unless declared 
to be confidential by another statute, under NRS 239.010, all documents and records generated by 
government entities are public records, and as such are to be made available for inspection and 
copying to whoever seeks access. As the Nevada Supreme Court noted in Reno Newspapers, Inc. 
v. Gibbons, 27 Nev. 873, 879, 882, 266 P.3d 623, 629 (2011), "the provisions of the NPRA place 
an unmistakable emphasis on disclosure." 

In accordance with the presumption of openness and "emphasis on disclosure," both the NPRA 
and the Supreme Court place a high burden on a governmental entity to justify disclosure. First, 
the law requires that, if a governmental entity seeks to withhold or redact a public record in its 
control it must prove, by a preponderance of evidence that the record or portion thereof that it 
seeks to redact is confidential. See NRS 239.0113; see also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 
127 Nev. 873, 882, 266 P.3d 623, 629 (2011); accord Nevada Policy Research Inst., Inc. v. Clark 
Cty, Sch. Dist., No. 64040, 2015 WL 3489473, at *2 (D. Nev. May 29, 2015). It is of note that, as 
a general matter, "[i]t is well settled that privileges, whether creatures of statute or the common 
law, should be interpreted and applied narrowly." DR Partners v. Rd of Cty. Comm'rs of Clark 
Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 (2000) (citing Ashokan v. State, Dept. of Ins., 109 Nev. 
662, 668, 856 P.2d 244, 247 (1993)). This is especially so in the public records context: as noted 
above, any restriction on disclosure "must be construed narrowly." NRS 239.001(2)-(3). 

Second, in addition to first establishing the existence of the privilege it asserts and applying it 
narrowly, unless the privilege is absolute, the governmental entity bears the burden of establishing 
that the interest in withholding documents outweighs the interest in.disclosure pursuant to the 
balancing test first articulated in Donrey of Nevada v. Bradshaw, 106 Nev. 630, 798 P.2d 144 
(1990). See DR Partners v. Bc1 of CV. Comm'rs of Clark Cty., 116 Nev. 616, 621, 6 P.3d 465, 468 
(2000) ("Unless a statute provides an absolute privilege against disclosure, the burden of 
establishing the application of a privilege based upon confidentiality can only be satisfied pursuant 
to a balancing of interests.") (considering and rejecting, inter alio, an assertion that documents at 
issue were subject to the predecisional process privilege); see also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. 
Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 879, 266 P.3d 623, 627 (2011) ("...when the requested record is not 
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explicitly made confidential by a statute, the balancing test set forth in Bradshaw must be 
employed" and "any limitation on the general disclosure requirements of NRS 239.010 must be 
based upon a balancing or 'weighing' of the interests of non-disclosure against the general policy 
in favor of open government"). 

Further, in applying the Donrey balancing test, the burden remains squarely on the agency: 

In balancing the interests . . . , the scales must reflect the fundamental right of a 
citizen to have access to the public records as contrasted with the incidental right 
of the agency to be free from unreasonable interference . . . . The citizen's 
predominant interest may be expressed in terms of the burden of proof which is 
applicable in this class of cases; the burden is cast upon the agency to explain why 
the records should not be furnished. 

Id. (quoting from MacEwan v. Holm, 226 Or. 27, 359 P.2d 413, 421-22 (1961) and citing 
Bradshaw, 106 Nev. at 635-36, 798 P.2d at 147-48). Here, the public interest in disclosure  
outweighs any interest in secrecy: the Review-Journal is investigating how Child deaths are 
handled, which of course implicates important child welfare and public policy interests.  

Although the Nevada Supreme Court has not addressed this precise issue, other courts have held 
that autopsy reports are public records. For example, in Bozeman v. Mack, 744 So.2d 34, 37(La. 
App. 1 Cir. 1998), the Louisiana Court of Appeals held that under the Louisiana Public Records 
Act, "an autopsy report is a public record when it is prepared by a coroner in his public capacity 
as coroner." See also Everett v. S. Transplant Serv., Inc., 97-2992 (La. 2120/94 709 So.2d 764, 
(Supreme Court reinstated the trial court's finding that a coroner's records were public records); 
Swickard v. Wayne Cry. Med Exam 'r, 438 Mich. 536, 545, 475 N.W.2d 304, 308 (1991) (Autopsy 
report and toxicology test results prepared by the county medical examiner's office were prepared 
"in the performance of an official function" and were "public records" for purpose of Freedom of 
Information Act); Schoeneweis v. Hamner, 223 Ariz. 169, 174, 221 P.3d 48, 53 '(Ct. App. 2009) 
(holding that an autopsy report is a public record and not statutorily privileged under Arizona's 
public records law). 

Likewise, in State ex rel. Findlay Publishing Co. v. Schroeder, 76 Ohio. St. 3d 580, 583, 669 
N.E.2d 835, 839 (1996), the Ohio Supreme Court has held that a county coroner's records in which 
the cause of death was suicide were "unquestionably public records" under Ohio's public records 
laws. The Colorado Supreme Court has also held that autopsy reports are public records, and may 
only be withheld from public inspection by application for a court order perniitting refusal of 
disclosure on the ground of "substantial injury to the public interest," Denver Pub. Co. v. Dreyfus, 
184 Colo. 288, 295, 520 P.2d 104, 108 (1974) (en bane); accord Freedom Newspapers, Inc. v. 
Bowerman, 739 P.2d 881, 883 (Colo. App. 1987). 

Moreover, several states have specifically designated autopsy reports as public records, and have 
placed limited restrictions on public access. See Ala, Code § 36-18-2 (designating autopsy reports 
as public records "open to public inspections at all reasonable times"); La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 
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13:5713(K)(1) (providing that a coroner's autopsy report must be made available for public 
inspection and copying); N.C. Gen. Stat. Ann. § 132-1.8 (designating the text of official autopsy 
reports as public records); Ohio Rev. Code § 313.10 (providing that coroner's reports are public 
records, and providing specific mechanism for journalists to view preliminary autopsy reports, 
investigative notes and findings, suicide notes, or photographs of the decedent upon written 
request); Tenn. Code. Ann. § 38-7-110 (designating reports of the county medical examiners, 
toxicological reports and autopsy reports as public records). 

Ms. Chariton's only authority for withholding the requested records is a 1982 Nevada Attorney 
General Opinion which was informed by the 1965 version ofthe NPRA. First, and quite obviously, 
an Attorney General Opinion does not have the force of law. Thus, the Coroner's office cannot 
rely on this opinion as authority for withholding the requested records. 

Second, the opinion was based on the Attorney General's interpretation of the 1965 version of 
Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010, and lacked the robust protections for the right of access to public records 
that underpin the current version of the NPRA. Notably, the version of the NPRA the Attorney 
General relied on in issuing the 1982 opinion did not include Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107, a 
provision of the NPRA first adopted in 2007 which delineates the process for requesting public 
records and the burden a governmental entity must satisfy in withholding such records. 

Third and finally, the 1982 Opinion did not consider the public interest in disclosure of autopsy 
reports. As discussed above, the public interest in disclosure is great. 

The Clark County Coroner's Office has failed to establish the existence of a privilege that protects 
the withheld documents responsive to Mr. Kane's April 13 request, or that any interest in 
withholding therm outweighs the interes ' disclosure, Please produce the documents without 
further delay. 

Regards, 

M et A. McLetchie 

cc: file; Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountyny.gov; and Laura.Rehfeldt®clarkcountyda.com  

044 



EXHIBIT 5 



pharan@nvlitigation.com  

From: maggie 
Sent Friday, May 26, 2017 11:41 AM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt; pharan@nylitigation.com  
Cc: Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountynv.gov; Mary-Anne Miller; John Fudenberg; Arthur Kane; 

Karisa King 
Subject RE: Response to McLetchie Coroner PRA request 

Thank you, Laura. Art Kane will be following up directly to request specific records in redacted format. Please feel free to 
communicate with him and other reporters / editors from the LVRJ directly, 

MC ETCH E 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
701 East Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702)723-5300 (TI /17021425-3220 (F) 
Afikvii.nviitaration.csim 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: Privileged and/or confidential information, including attorney-client communication and/or attorney work product may be 
contained in this message. This message is intended only for the individual or individuals to whom it is directed. if you are not an intended recipient 
of this message (or responsible for delivery of this message to such person), any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited and may be a crime. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by any misdirection of this message. If you received this 
message in error, please immediately delete it and all copies of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the sender by return e-
mail. 

From: Laura Rehfeldt imailtolaura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountyda.corni 
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 10:36 AM 
To: pharan@nvlitigation.com; maggie <maggie@nvlitigation.com> 
Cc: Nicole.Chariton@clarkcountyny.gov; Mary-Anne Miller <Mary-Anne.Miller@clarkcountyda.com>; John Fudenberg 
<FUD@ClarkCountyNV.gov> 
Subject: Response to Mcletchie Coroner PRA request 

Good Morning, 

Please see the attached correspondence to Ms. McLetchie. A copy will also be sent by U.S. 
Mail. Additionally, I will send the attachments to the correspondence in separate emails in 
a more legible format. 

Thank you, 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 
Deputy District Attorney1Senior Attorney 
Lauraliehleldtaldarkcountyda.com   
Clark County District Attorney1Civil Division 
500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 
T: 702-455-47611F: 702-382-5178 

1 

LVRJ029 

046 



CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: pharan@nvlitigation.com  (mailto:oharan@nvlitigation.comj  
Sent: Tuesday, May 23,2017 4:44 PM 
To: ncolernan@clarkcountynv.gov;  Mary-Anne Miller <Mary-Anne.Miller@clarkcountvda.com> 
Cc: maggie <rnay ie nvliti ation.corn>; Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountvnv.gov;  Laura Rehfeldt 
<Laura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountvda,com> 

Subject: Public Records Act Request Immediate Attention 

Good afternoon. 
I am writing on behalf of Ms. Mcletchie. Attached please find her correspondence dated today. A copy has also been 
sent by mail. Should there be questions or concerns, please contact the office at (702) 728-5300. 

Thank you, 

Pharan Burchfield 
Paralegal 

ATTORNEYS AT LAw 
7W East Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 
(702)728-5300 (11 / (702)425-8220 (F) 
www.nvfitigation.coM   

IMPORTANT NOTICE: Privileged and/or confidential information, including attorney-client communication and/or attorney work product may be 
contained in this message. This message is intended only for the individual or individuals to whom it is directed. If you are not an intended recipient 
of this message (or responsible for delivery of this message to such person), any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited and may be a crime. No confidentiality or privilege is waived or lost by any misdirection of this message. If you received this 
message in error, please immediately delete it and all copies of it from your system, destroy any hard copies of it and notify the sender by return e-
mail. 
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CLARK COUNTY 
OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

Civil Division 

STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
District Attorney 

500 S. Grand Central Pkwy, Suite 5075 • Las Vegas, NV I 5 702-455-4761 • F 702-382-5178 • TDD: 702-385-7486 

MARY-ANNE MILLER CHRISTOPHER LALLI ROBERT DASKAS JEFFREY WIl-rHuN 
County Counsel Assistant District Attorney Assistant District Attorney Director 

May 26, 2017 

VIA EMAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Margaret A. McLetchie 
McLetchie Shell 
Attorneys at Law 
701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520 
sis  Vegas, NV 89101 

Re: Public Records Request — autopsy reports on child deaths 

Dear Ms. McLetchie: 

I am responding to your letter dated May 23, 2017 addressed to Clark County Coroner 
John Fudenberg and County Counsel Mary-Anne Miller requesting autopsy reports, notes and 
other documentation of autopsies for child deaths performed by the Clark County Coroner since 
January 1, 2012, as per a request dated April 13, 2017 by Las Vegas Review Investigative 
Reporter Arthur Kane. 

Please understand that the County takes its obligations under the NPRA seriously. Its 
position with respect to autopsy records is no different. One issue with these autopsy records, 
and related autopsy documentation, as you pointed out, is that the Nevada Supreme Court has not 
addressed whether or not they are public records, purely confidential, or a combination of public 
and confidential. Another issue, which is recognized in Attorney General Opinion. No. 82-12, is 
that policy articulated through related subject matter in the NRS indicates that the type of 
information contained in these records is of confidential nature or warrants restricted release due 
to privacy issues. For example, as pointed out in the AGO, NRS Chapter 440 restricts the 
disclosure of data contained in vital statistics except as authorized by that chapter or the State 
Board of Health. See NRS 440.170. More specifically, NRS 440.650(2) states that the State 
Registrar shall not issue a certified copy of a record of death unless it is satisfied that the 
applicant has a direct and tongible interest in the manner recorded. Moreover, NAC 
440.021(1)(b) states that the State Registrar may allow examination of a certificate if it is 
determined not to contain confidential information, or the disclosure would not constitute an 
unwarranted invasion of privacy which would result in irreparable harm to the person named on 
the certificate or members of the immediate family. 

Also referenced in the AGO, is the confidentiality relating to communicable disease, 
which could be recorded in an autopsy report and autopsy related documentation. See NRS 
441A.220. And, while the Coroner is not a covered entity under the Health Insurance Portability 
and Accountability Act of 1996, the policies relating to confidentiality of medical information 
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Margaret A. McLetchie 
May 25, 2017 
Page 2 of 3 

must be considered when addressing the dissemination of autopsy reports and related 
documentation, which contain detailed medical information. 

Another area of related subject matter is the child death review team, of which the 
Coroner is a representative, established by the legislature in 2003. NRS Chapter 432B provides 
for this multidisciplinary team and discusses in detail the confidentiality and privilege relating to 
records reviewed by this team. NRS 432B.407(1) and (6) state that the child death review team 
is entitled to access to autopsy reports, among other records, and information acquired by and the 
records of this team are confidential, must not be disclosed, are not subject to subpoena, 
discovery or introduction into evidence in any civil or criminal proceeding. Additionally, 
432B.407(5) does not allow for the identification of any person that is the subject of the data 
collected by the team. Also compelling is NRS 432B.4095 which sets forth a civil penalty for 
disclosure of confidential information. While this privilege applies to the Coroner's participation 
on this team, the confidential treatment of the reports necessitates caution with respect to the 
release of autopsy reports and related documentation under the NPRA. 

Most recently, the legislature passed AB57 which addresses the Coroner's obligations 
with respect to notifying the next of kin in accordance with NRS 451.024. That bill states that 
the Coroner may provide a copy of the report to the parents, guardians, adult children or 
custodians of a decedent, whether or not they have the right to the body under NRS 451.024. 
That bill has been signed by the Governor, goes into effect on July 1, 2017, and further 
recognizes privacy interests in information pertaining to a decedent and its family by specifically 
authorizing the release of autopsy reports to relatives of the decedent. 

Thus, it is reasonable to assume that a court would find that the privacy interests in 
restricted release of these reports to the family of a decedent outweigh public disclosure. In fact, 
this approach is consistent with legislatures of other states that have exempt autopsy reports from 
public disclosure except when requested by law enforcement or the next of kin. See Mass. Ann. 
Laws ch. 38, § 2 (Massachusetts) (the chief medical examiner is required to promulgate rules for 
the disclosure of autopsy reports, which are deemed not to be public records, to those who are 
legally entitled to receive them such as next of kin); RSA 611-8:21,111 (New Hampshire) 
(autopsy reports are confidential, but available to the next of kin, law enforcement, decedent's 
physician and organizations for education or research); N.D. Cent. Code § 23-01-05.5 (North 
Dakota) (autopsy reports are confidential but may be disclosed to certain specified persons such 
as next of kin); 63 O.S. § 949(D) (Oklahoma) (reports of medical examiner may be furnished to 
next of kin or others having need upon written statement); ORS § 146.035(5)(a) (Oregon) 
(autopsy reports are generally exempt from public disclosure except next of kin or person liable 
for the death may examine copies of the autopsy report); Utah Code Ann. § 26-4-17(3) (despite 
being confidential medical examiner shall deliver copies of reports to next of kin or decedent's 
physicians upon request); and Wash. Rev. Code Ann. § 68.50.105 (Washington) (autopsy reports 
are confidential, but available to certain specified persons such as family members, decedent's 
physicians or law enforcement). 

You did not mention in your letter that the day after Mr. Kane made his request (on April 
13, 2017) to the Coroner's Office for the autopsy reports, the Coroner's Office (on April 14, 
2017) provided Mr. Kane death data on child deaths that is public record. This information is in 
spreadsheet format and consists of the Coroner case number, name of decedent, age of decedent, 
gender and race of decedent, date of death, location of death, manner of death and cause of 

LVRJ032 

049 



Margaret A. McLetchie 
May 25, 2017 
Page 3 of 3 

death. (See Attachment A). These spreadsheets list the deaths of children reported to the 
Coroner's Office back to 2012. There is not an autopsy report for each one of these deaths. 
Additionally, Coroner John Fudenberg met in person with Mr. Kane on this issue on Sunday, 
May 7, 2017, and on May 9, 2017, Mr. Fudenberg provided a list of child deaths where an 
autopsy report was generated. This compilation goes back to 2011. (See Attachment B). 

While reviewing the attached documentation, you might consider contacting the family of 
a decedent and obtain a release for the autopsy report. Further, if you identify a particular case, 
we may be able to consider redacting identifying information from an autopsy report. If you 
decide to pursue one of these alternatives, please let me know. 

Sincerely, 

STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 

BY: 

Deputy District Attorney 
LauntRehfeldt@ClarkCountyDA.com  

LR:pv 

cc via email: 
Mary Anne Miller, County Counsel 
John Fudenberg, Clark County Coroner 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams May 5 2017 
51 

414  '' Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 tO May 5, 2017 

Exam Type CMS 

Autopsy 680 

Extend' Exam 150 

Total 830 

Case Decede Name Decedent  Exam 
:

nt : Cause of Doatil Manner of 
Numbtx • Age • Typo Death 

. (Years) • . 

11-00078 Steven James 
NAgorina 

0 Autopsy Sleep Apnee due to Rrematunty (33 week gestation) Nature,  

11-00080 Snetry Perez 14 External Hanging Suede 
Exam 

11-00118 Ncholas Basso 15 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 

11-00583 Adrian Sweeney 1 Autopsy Blunt Force Head and Chest Trauma Homicide 

11-00640 Kencleil Kingman 15 Autopsy Contact Perforating Gunshot Wound of Head Undetermined 

11-00692 Josiah Laguna 0 Autopsy Acute Pneumonia due to Congenital Abnormality of the Great Vessels (Vasorlar Ring Abnormality) Natural 

11-00707 ttnygte Spencer 1 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

11-01169 Conner LeRoy Vee,r 0 Autopsy Influenza (Et) due to Kaposiform Hetnangioendothelioma of the Mediastinurn Natural 

11-01245 Arne Gardner 1 Autopsy Congestive Bran Swelling with Scattered ataterai Cerebral subarachnoid HernOnhages Undetermined 

11-01566 TRIkie Alan Celts 16 Autopsy Hanging Suicide 

11.01620 Angela Gonzeicz• 0 Autopsy Positional asphyxia Accident 
Garcia 

11-01735 Tyzasha Oxemen 1 Autopsy Hypoxic Brain Injury due to Cardiorespeatory Arrest due to Acue CereOcuius due to Acute OnSetrineCOO Nature. 
Encephalitis 

11-02082 Darla Pizzofeuato 4 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Honrtot- 

11-02329 JaNasia Moore C. Autopsy Ro5hykia n Bedding Cue to 8c0 shonno ACCOOTII 

11-02412 Donovan Anton o 18 Autopsy Hemooentoneum due to Isepate t ac xwon due to Blunt Chest and Abdomna. trauma Accident 
Smart 

11.02483 Messiah Brass 0 Autopsy Undete-minoi Cue to Bed sharing Undo-to:mined 

11-02595 Noah Berrie 1 Autopsy Undetenninal Undetermined 

11-02695 James Sirat 18 External Asphyxia due to Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

11-02863 Moises Ruiz-James 3 Autopsy Complications of Anox,c Encephakoathy due to Remote Near-Drowning Incident Accident 

11-02973 Omar Jimenez 18 External Atlanto-occipital fracture-diocation Accident 
Exam 

11-02974 Rocio Colaya 15 External Motor veride Coilis;on Accident 
Exam 

11-03044 Cornefus Shanti t8 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Chest Horn:ode 
Young 

11-03119 Erick SAveyra 2 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

11-03211 Alexis Diaz 18 External Multiple Injuries due to Mow( vehide accident Accident 
Exam 

11-03238 "Baby Boy" LAIN 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural 

51-03269 KwrzarnlAedus 0 Autopsy Hydrocodone and Acetaminophen Intoxication Accident 
McOray 

11-03325 Rober; Ralph 0 Autopsy Atrupdon of Placenta due to Maternal Methamphetarnine Intcoacadon Accident 
Roman, Jr 

11-03351 ArTuTO Rutato Rea Autopsy Drowning Accident 

11-03363 Tara Root ns 17 External Gunshot head wound of Suicide 
Exam 

11-03595 Heath Walton 17 Autopsy Gunshot wounds of the chest and back Homicide 

11-03626 Manuel Ph :p Rios 16 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of Left ozesz Horne de 

11-03732 Brooks Hurst I/ k,toory  memoir., into:Ica:on Accident 

11-03775 Oxmopher Saenz I 7 Extern: Gunshot wound OT the Man Sox :or 
Exam 

11-03926 Zaylon AFFS'evto 0 AutOpSy RenvenTOCutal Lei:keen:op:telepathy due to Pneumonia ;Saturn, 

May 5.201T 1,5124 401 511,54 
MS to CONFIDENTIAL INFORIAATION IT IS NOT TO BE OUPUCATED OR RELEASED TO At:OTHER PERSON OR AGENCY 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Slay 5.2017 
2 of 24 

• Manner Of Case V Decedentelinte Decedent , Eisen V Cause of Death 
Number • Age  Type ' Death 

(Years) 

11.03959 laN,yah Pope 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

11-04062 Drew DIgiovanni 16 External Shotgun Wound of Head Suicide 
Exam 

11.04113 Nickolas David 0 AutOpsy Undetermined due to Prone Sreeping Position on Soh Bedding Undetermined 
McCaulie 

11.04167 Neacey Tavel 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffucatlen Actident 

1144209 Adrian Garcia s Autopsy !Runt Head Trauma due to Assault Homicide 

1144248 Mason Matthew 0 Autopsy Undatermined Undebmincd 
Piper 

11.04337 Christopher Isaac 18 Autopsy Multiple Gunshot Wounds Homicide 
Colbert 

1144365 Nolo Miller 12 Autopsy Sepsis due to Staphy1ocOcCus aureus Natural 

1144382 Jonathon Michac4 IS Autopsy ChloroOfluoromethane (Freon 22) Inbax1cation Accident 
Ramos 

11-04412 Rand! lennett 16 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Face and Neck Hoincree 
Morrow 

11-04417 Steve Medrano Autopsy Drowning Accident 

11-04440 Lein Centoce Autopsy Post-Traumatic Encephalopatty (Per Neuropathology Consult) due to Remote, Blunt Force Trauma of Head Homicide 

1144449 3aylen Orey 0 Autopsy Severe Traumatic Brain Injury due to (Punt Force Trauma of Head Homicide 

1144531 Nathan Long 0 Autopsy Asphyda due to Overlay Accident 

11.04534 Alex Paula 18 Autopsy Mixed Drug intoxication Accident 

1144724 Christopher 6 Autopsy Undetennined Undetermined 
Montgomery 

11-04727 Jahvon !bah Bryan 0 External Extrauterine Asphyxia due to Maternal Bunt Force Trauma due to Motor Vehicle Cdlisbn Accident 
Exam 

1144728 Jayden Enjah Bryan 0 Emma',  
Exam 

Intrauterine Asphyxia due to Maternal Blunt Force Trauma due to Motor Vefscle Collision Accident 

11-04784 Ashley Gaddis 17 Autopsy Acute Oxycodone and MDMA Toxicity 5,:d5 

11-05047 Alexandra Grace 17 External Hanging St..cue 
Colin Exam 

11.05332 Alfonso Gontalez 18 Autopsy Dilated Ca,diomyopatlly clue to meniamtnetamne Intoxicatorr. Act-44R 

11.05333 &ode 2 Autopsy Acute Peritonitis due to Duodenal Trartssection due :o Okay Force Injury of Abdomen due to Acute Mad Homicide 
Aschentrenner Traumatic Bran Injury due to Blunt fOrCR trbury of Head 

11-05564 Kristin Woodnorth 14 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

11-05739 Marie geagusa a Autopsy Drossnling Accident 

11-05839 David DOnatO 17 Autopsy Focal left VenUicular Dysplasia/Disarray due to °Pate and AlAra1Cdam intexicaddd Accident 

11-05947 Colbert R. Gonzales 17 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Torso, Neck, DM Face Homicide 

11.06029 Joel Benav1des 18 External AsCilmda due to Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

11-06108 Letronon 0 Adams 17 Autopsy Idiopathic Seicure Disorder Natural 

11-06120 Benjamin Akira 15 External Traumatic brain injury due to &we force motor venue versus pedestrian trauma due to Pulmonary contusions Accident 
Yatsu Exam 

11-06121 Brayden Grusman• 5 Autopsy Non-Accidental Head Trauma Homicide 
Budonaster 

11-06220 Armani Moto (1 Autopsy Congenital Cardiopulmonary Defects Natural 

11-06596 Tretion Alexander 16 Autopsy Incised Wound of left chest/Abdomen Homicide 

1146611 Amami( Hernandez 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Positional asphyxia with evenYm9 bedding Accident 

11.06926 Julian Covarrubias 18 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the ()lest Homicide 
Dimas 

11-07027 V-Actorla Zamora 0 Autopsy Postional Asphyxia due to Being Found Prone in AcluX Bedding Accident 

11-07083 Owl JeAnson AurOPSY Bunt Head Trauma due to Child Abuse Homicide 

May 5 2017 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Mays 5017 
2 0124 

Case Decedent Name ; Decedent Exam r Cause ; Namur of 
Number 

(Years) ..... .. __ ... 
11.07170 Zechariah Areyato 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Syndrome Natural 
11.07347 Buffy Lynette 16 Autopsy Morphine Intoxication Accident 

Minturn 

11-07506 lax Savelb 0 Autopsy Asphyxia in Bedding Accident 
11-07547 Denica Denisse 14 External Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 

Zaragoza Exam 

11-07734 Alyssa Otremba 15 Autopsy Multiple Stab Wounds Homicide 
11-07751 Andrew Pierce, k. 6 Autopsy Acute Asthma Exacerbation Natural 
11.07951 Abiyan Mendoza 0 Autopsy Pulmonary Vascular Congestion and Eoema due ro Viral Bronctopneurnonitis Cue to Prone 011 Solt Bedding. Co- Accident 

Sleeping, Clinical History of Apnea of Premature). 

11-07970 Ewien Cruz-Diaz 5 AutopSy Orown.rnil Accident 
11.08119 Christian Lee Novak 16 Autopsy Acute morphine intoxication Accident 
11.08144 Marta Jefferson, Jr. 17 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Neck Homicide 
11-08172 Malayah Taylor 3 Autopsy Blunt Head Trauma due to Compression by Heavy Table Accident 
11.08376 Morin Rusty 14 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of Head Suicide 

Morales Alm onte 

11-08391 Robert Eugene 
martin IV 

S Autopsy Gunshot wound of the chest Homicide 

11-08402 Kevin Hudgins 16 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head, Contact Range Suicide 
11-08411 Aron Se/fe 0 Autopsy Blunt Force Injuries Homicide 
11-08465 Kyle Thomas Ngh 18 External Gunshot Wound of the Head Swede 

Exam 

11.08471 James P. Robnson, 
Jr. 

15 External 
Exam 

Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 

11-08592 Sehrynity Taylor 0 Autopsy Viral Bronchopneumonitis due to CctiSieenib9 Accident 
11-08853 Jonathan Ryan 15 External Shotgun Wound of Head, Contact Range Suitde 

VanSyckle Exam 

11.09074 Carl Mecom, Jr. 14 External Cervical Fracture-DidocatiOn due to GoCart Accident Accident 
Exam 

11.09202 Krick A. Goering 17 Autopsy Drowning Accident 
11-09247 Amelia Paige 6 External Multiple Injuries due to Motor Vehicle Staking Peclesbian Accident 

Decker Exam 

11-09372 Cory Anderson 17 Autopsy Cardiac Arrhythmia due to Physical Exertion (rurx*ng) Natural 
11-09367 Devon 4 Hart 0 Autopsy Drowning due to Caretaker Negiect Homicide 
11-09415 Brady Caipa I/ Autopsy mechanical Asphyxia and Posit/Oral Asphyxia due to Acute Ethanol lntox.Lat.on Accident 
11.09429 Lucas Ru4.erenes 15 External Blunt Head Trauma due to Pedesoian in Colson mm motor Vt-nvce Accident 

Exam 

11.09463 Faith Monet Love 12 External Multezge Blunt Force Motor Vriucin versus Pedestrian Trauma Acrsient 
Exam 

11-09477 Jade lwa:am 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undezerm fled 
Carman 

11-09697 Ezekiel Gerson- 0 Autopsy MuEtPle  Congenital  Anomalies di* to  AbmPhO Placentae, Maternal Metharnphetarnine and methadone Use Accident 
Green 

11-09932 Jacques Deshavm 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia due to Overlay Accitla,t 
Glass, 11 

11.10028 Sabrina Saldlyar 3 Autopsy Stab Wounds of the Chest Homicide 
11-10277 David Aguilar I Autopsy Drowning Accident 
11-10547 Francisco Flores 17 External Multiple Blunt Force Bicycle Trauma Acoeen 

Exam 

11-10811 liameron Asgari 10 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Read Suiccie 
11-10952 Manna Monscheva 13 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Su c;ce. 
11-11145 James watkins s Autopsy Mate Morphine, Hydrocodone, and Dextrornethoroban Toxicity due to Sickle Ceil Disease Accident 

Maya. 5017 3 0124 4'01.51 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 
02.0 

* 2,  • t -1t Under 18 Exams Niay 5. 201,  
4 of 24 

cu. 
Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Kenner oi 
Oath 

Case ,4iiebgerttralreee I.:Decedent : Exam I Case al Death 
Number • 

.... .. (Yeats) 

11-11245 Melon Glean 18 "AWN Guhlhat Mundt of the head and chest Homlrode 

11.11348 Keaton Beverly 18 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

12-00018 Mayra Lorena 17 External Multiple blunt force motor vehicle trauma Accident 
Verduzoo Exam 

12-00020 Anwar Campo 18 Autopsy Acute Heroin and Cocaine Toxicity Accident 

12-00129 Kiri 30rinSOn 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

12-00423 Joseph Boley, 3r. 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

12.00446 Betty Jean Ramey 17 Autopsy Gunshot Wound et the Chest Homicide 

12-0058I Christopher Jacob 2 Autopsy Intracranial Hemorrhage and Vascular Maifonnaton due to Chromosome 10 Distal Trisomy Syndrome Natural 
Dodd 

12-00692 Josiah Hunter 15 Accident Autopsy I 7 -IschemIc Eneeptialopathy due to Near Drowning 

12-00753 David Alexander 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Co-Veering and Overlying Beddrrig Accident 
Mores 

12.06823 Christopher 17 Autopsy Restrictive Lung Disease due to Severe Scoliosis, Thoracolumbar Sone due to Remote Gunshot Wound of Neck Homicide 
SOvnerber 

12-00835 Sierra May Tate 6 Autopsy Bronchopneumonia due to Clinical History of Donn Syndrome Natural 

12-00986 Anrgellica Adams 3 Autopsy Asphyxia due to occasion of the Mouth by a Paste Bag Accident 

12-01035 Isaiah Jordan 18 External Blunt Force Trauma of Chest due to Motor Vehice C,ollsion i4,0,  SiO/CSM Accident 
Soriano Exam 

12-01139 Envnanue! mercado :2 Autopsy Peritonitis  due to RWXured Appendix due to Acute Appendicitis due to Medical Neglect Homicide 

12-01291 Raymond Eseuivel 3 Autopsy Suffocation (Positional Asphyxia) Accident 

12.01391 Alvaro DeJesus- 16 External Hanging Suicide 
Nceasco Exam 

12-01437 Rahrico Hatcher 0 Autopsy ciirvoin Infant Death Syndrome Natural 

12.01447 Kai% Troutman 8 Autopsy Blunt mead Trauma due to Motor Vehee Soaring Pedestrian Accident 

12-01515 Frank Wien 18 Autopsy Oose-range Gunshot Wound of the Head/face Homicide 

12.01561 Orlando Andre 2 Autopsy Undetermined Uncletemuted 
Minis, Jr. 

12-01590 Krystal Macias 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Accident 

12-01615 Baby Girl Godfrey 0 Autopsy Prezerm tabor due to Acute Clyrioarrinionens due to Maternal Methamonetarnine Use ACOthant 

12-01631 Jose Conde- 17 External Blunt Head Trauma due to Motor Vehicle versus Pedestrian Collision Accident 
Gexualez Exam 

12-01897 Reyea Dawn 
en 

0 Autopsy Abusive Head Trauma Homicide 

12-02040 Liam Jones-Sailor 0 Autopsy Respiratory Syncytial Virus (RSV) Infection due to Postionat Asphyxia Accident 

12-02048 Desb-ee Chandler 17 External Blunt force Injury of head and penis due to lump from mating but Suicide 
Exam 

12-02133 "Baby Gar 0 Autopsy Prematurity due to Ptacental Abruption due to Maternal Medurnpfsetarnine Intoxication Accident 
Schumacher 

12-32400 Kyta Frank 6 Auroral, Stab wounds of the neck and chest Homicide 

12-02497 Koal Bacon 0 Autopsy Bronchopneumonia sue to Penvenoicuar Leukomaacia with Cerebral Atresa due to Extreme Prematurw and Natural 
Hepatic Cirrhosis 

12-32571 kaytee Renee Dots 11 External Mutiple blunt force trauma due to Bus collision hem pedestnan cab Aec.dent 
Exam 

12-02611 Steven !toned 18 Autopsy Cardomyopathy (Not 0u-remise Speeded) sue to Opate Intoxication Accident 
Boyd-Cumins 

12-02807 Zarval Jones 0 Autopsy Hypo:tic-150On* Encenhalopathy due to Cardiac Arrest of Undetermined Etiology Undetermined 

12-02848 chnstcprex xaspar 4 Autopsy Olatett hyperglyterrue Ketoacidosts due to Acute Type 1 Diabetes Meittus due to Agonal Batterernia Natural 

12.02959 Buena Heath 3 Autopsy Tracheobronabas and Mild Interstitial Pneumonia with Alveolar Edema due to Inftuenta (H3 Subtype) Viral Natural 
Infection due to Lymphoplosinatyde Eosinophalc Colitis 

12-02962 Darnalj Nathan 12 Autopsy Sarcoldosis, Lung and UM0 due to Aspration versus Agonat Aspiration, Gastric Content Natural 
Lynn )ohnson 

May S 201) 4 024 40,1,  PM 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Under 18 Exams May 5 231) 

r"Veteden11811110 
Nu 8098 ; Age 

(Years) 

`0:tarn 
Type 

Cause Of Death Manner of 
• Death 

12-02965 OemarkuS Menet 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia due to Focal Cerebellar Neuronal Heterotopia due to In Otero Methamphetamlne Exposure Accident 

12.03079 Alberto Paredes Itl External Aunt Head Trauma due to Motor Vehicle Accident Accident 
Exam 

12-03156 Mythriel de External Aunt force injury 01 abdomen Accident 
Galadnel Rutz Exam 

12-03258 Talon Lamont 1 Autopsy Undetermned Undetermarod 
Morris 

12.03356 Spencer Melvin 9 Autopsy Hypertrophic Cardemyopathy due to Acute and Chronic fronchihs Natural 

12-03458 Beau Braden Green 17 External Bunt Force Injuries Accident 
Exam 

12-03543 Karla Martinez 10 Autopsy Multiple Blunt Force Injuries due to Assault Homicide 

12-03606 Michael Charles 18 External Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 
Westphal Exam 

12-03680 Stephanie 16 External Blunt Had Trauma due to Motor Vehicle Accident Accident 
Rodriguez Exam 

12-03936 Brandon Dennis 0 Autopsy Meconlum Aspiration due to Premature Rupture of membranes due to Maternal Mettampretamine Intoxication 
due to Placental Atimption/Plecenta Previa 

Accident 

12-03971 lererniati Esker.- Autopsy &wit Force Injuries of Head and Neck due to Canine Attack Accident 
Shahan 

12-04307 Kadeece Magdalen 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

12-04442 Cesar Aguilar 16 Autopsy Enterococcus Fa0Calis Sepsis due to Acute Lymphocytic Leukemia Status Post Chemotherapy and Radiation Natural 

12-09485 Isaac Sam Paler 16 External Multiple Blunt Force Motor VelYde Trauma Accident 
Esem 

12-04533 Sherlyn Martinez- 3 Autopsy DrOwning Accident 
Alvarez 

12-04543 Bryan Navarro 17 External Multiple Injuries due to Motor Vehicle Striking Pedestrian Accident 
Exam 

12-04613 Lyndsey Paige Le 0 AutOpSy Suffocation due to Prone Sleeping on Soft Bedding Accident 
Blanc 

1201656 Valkyrie Pendergast 0 AutOpsy dovuonal Stafocaton Accident 
%Wand 

12.04779 Brearta Lynn 18 Autopsy Gunshot Wounds et the Head Homicide 
Careek-McGee 

12.04795 Luz Estrada 0 Autopsy Ineauterne Demise Sue to Maternal MethamPlletarnme Use Accident 
Mange:am 

12-04824 Cora Li Shamiess 0 Autopsy AbnpLo Pacentae due to Acute Maternal Metriampheramine Toxicity Accident 

12-04917 Tristan Prime 6 Autopsy Anoxic Encephalcpathy due to Drowning due to Asp-moon Pneumonia Clue tO Drowning Accident 

12-04930 Chad lee Mooney 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Asphyxiation (16-18 weeks) due to Undeternined Ehoogy Undetermined 

12-05014 Evan Alexander 0 Autopsy Asphyxia (Smothering) due to Bedding Over Face due to Acute merriment-tarn ne Exposure,  Reece; Methadone Accident 
Rona Withdrawal Program, Prematurity with Developmental Delay 

12-05016 Fetus Salgado o Autopsy Extreme Prematurity due to Pacental Abruption due to materna: Methamphetamine use Accident 

12-05349 Jacob D. Burr 0 Autopsy Asphyxia (Smothering) due to Human Influenza B Vrus Detected, Posterior Nasopharynx Accident 

12-05359 Daniel Rodabaugh 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

12-05367 rflyah Sarai Patton 1 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Dislodged Ventilator Tube due to ventkator Dependent Respiratory Failure due to Beare- Accident 
Stevenson Cutis Gyrate Syndrome, and 9rphyloceccus Epiderrnicris Inteckon 

12-05561 Sky-1.1(10g' 2 Autopsy Inhalation, Products of Unburden due tO House Fire Undetermined 

12-05562 David Goualhardeu 2 Autopsy Inhalation, Products of Combustion due tO House Fire Undetermined 

12-05563 Aryan Lana 1 Autopsy Inhalation, Products of Combustion due to House rue Undetermined 

12-05564 Jacob Carter 1 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

12.05703 Peyton walram 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Occlusion of Airway by Bedding Accident 
James Kingenberg 

12-05806 Benjamin Mtsch 14 Autopsy Drownng due to Ethanol Into:deaden Accident 

May4 10..7 5 017a iols! end 
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Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Ian 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Mai 2017 
11424 

Manner°, 50a .1?0,c0OtN,Oine 0e500ent Exam 
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00* of:POO! 
NUIPbee ; Type • ""•,, - '. , , ... Oath 

: ••••.' ••• •/.......' '.... • .. •••.: ' . ! .'.0(010) • • ...... . - " 
12-06138 ICrystal Esparta 9 External Multiple Blunt Force Injuries due to Motor Vehicle Rollover Accident 

Exam 

12.06174 Albert Wang 0 Autopsy Cardiopulmonary ArreSt due to Pulmonary itypOplasia due to Acute and Chronic Effects of Diaphragmatic Herna 
due to Rotavinis Infection 

Natural 

12.06270 Angel Gabriel 2 Autopsy Drowning Accident 
Hernandez 

12.6364 Athena Angeie Autopsy 13, InD Accident 
Siebei-Harris 

12-06510 Ava monroe Perez 0 AutOpSy Suffocation due to Bed Sharing and Co-Sleeping Acuidhart 

12-06519 Erick J. Swore 
tiernandez 

External 
Exam 

Multiple blunt force meta' vehicle trauma Accident 

12-06541 Joseph Day 
Flanagan 

:3 theme,  
Exam 

Gunshot wound of head Suicide 

12.06587 Zachary Fox 3 External Mutilate blunt force rooter veruck• raved Accdent 
Exam 

12-06670 Abraham Edwards I Autopsy Undetermined Undetomined 

12-06711 Donnie Lee 
Johnson 

0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Soft Bedding and Impart(' Motor Neuronal Devexsprnent due to Srnith•magenis Syndrome 
due to Eany Bronchopneumonia and Clinical History of taryngortWacia 

Accident 

12-06820 Asian Leonard 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Demise due to Acute Maternal Drug Intoxication (Oriates, BenzediazepMes) due to Folate Accident 
Deficiency due to Minimal Prenatal Care 

12.06868 titian Michelle 16 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Margarebs 

12-06890 nomad mackts 0 Autopsy Undetermined Uncle:eon:nee 
Cobamrvia 

12-06958 Sergi* Caen,' 18 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Torso Homicide 

12-07069 Baby Boy 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Dense, Stillborn Male due to Acute Morphhe Intoxication due to Acute Maternal Hecrin Accident 
Fettseownaker Intraikalden due to Chronic Maternal trienirt Abuse 

12-07159 Armando Galaviz 16 Autopsy Acute Ethanol Toxicity due to Suffocation due to Positional Asphyxia Accident 

12-07489 Visrison Utdeton 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia due to Seizure Disorder due to Prematurity Accident 

12-07539 Angel Matthew 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Asphyxiation due to Maozntal Abn.pOon due to Maternal MethanspOttarnine Use Accident 
Ronan 

12-07677 Daniel Harrison 17 External Cosed read injury due to motorryde roll-over Accident 
Townsend Exam 

12-07708 Wallah Motu 17 Autopsy Drowning due to Blunt force injury of head Accident 

12-07814 James Nathan 0 Autopsy Accident Placental Abruption due to Methamphetaonine Intoxication 
Acacias-Albright 

12-07909 Fetus White 3 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Acute Chcriozennion'tis and Frmietis Natural 

12-07981 Rafael Rodrigues 18 Autopsy Methadone Intoxication ACrJdent 

12.08198 Scariett Christensen 1 Autopsy Anoxic EnCephalopattly due to Drowning Accident 

12-08244 Mason Strause 1 nutoPsY Aspiration Pneumonitis due to Viral Mourn:wars (Adenovaus) Natural 

12-06329 Kellin Soto Cerros 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Prone Sleeping on Soh Bedding due to Bed Sham° and Co-SeepMg Accident 

12-08371 Baby Boy Wickard 3 Autopsy Prematurity due to Premature Rupture of membranes Cue to Cnorawnnents and knisids maturai 

12-08590 David Michael 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Hampton NCOOrMy 

12-08832 Baby Gin Villaiovos 0 Autopsy Intrauterne Fetal Demise due to Oiorioemnionts end Funistis Natural 

12-08838 mirion tenet 13 Autopsy Carbon Monoxide Intoxication clue to Smoke Inhatanon d‘e,  to House Fire Accident 
Jackson 

12-09068 Tyler Nathan 18 Autopsy Acute Oxycodone and Methadone Toxic:tie Accident 
Burnam 

12-09400 Baby Get Burke 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Feat Demise Natural 

12-09572 Batty Boy Swanson 0  Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Denise Natural 

1209617 Menet Mahuiztl 16 External Multiple [Punt Force Motor Vehicle Trauma Accident 
Exam 

Gray 5 2077 e 024 4 et :Si RN 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from )an 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

may S. niz 
ni 

12-09699 lustiCe Chance 
Sch:11 

0 Autopsy Osteogenests Imperfecta Type II due to Congenital AblormaRes, Prernatudy, Placental Abruptlon, anti 
maternai flethaccaohecalnine Use 

12-09820 Daman Snots 3 External Hypoxic bran injury due to Cardiopulmonary arrest due to Status asUrnaticus 
Exam 

12-09899 Sabnna Cagauan 3 Autopsy Mechanical Asphyxia 

12-09962 Baby Girl Nunty 0 Autopsy Prematurity due to Placental Abruption due to Maternal Metharnchetain ne and Cocaine Intoxicator 

12.09963 Erica RixhigueZ 17 Autopsy Undetermined Causes due to Intrauterine Pregnancy, Antithrombin Ill Deficiency 
Reynolds 

12.09995 Alexander Renteria 0 AutopSy Seizure Osorder due to Fever (103.8) due to Prematurity 

12-10127 Cheyenne Hughes 16 Autopsy Multiple Drug (Amphetamine, Buts00100,  and Venlefaxine) Intoxication 

12-10133 Seth Kairnarta P1 12 External Asphyxia due to Hanging 
Gonsalves Exam 

12-10292 Isabel* sorest 0 Autopsy Intra-Uterine Demise, Black American Female Fetus (Etiology Unknown) 

12.104430 James Hughes Autopsy Congenital Heart Detect due to Complications SI PnzmatuntY 

12-10467 Ethan Cline 16 Autopsy Multiple Drug (Heroin and Nprazolarn) Intoxication 

12-10468 Wyatt Jefferson 0 Autopsy Hypoxic enCeohatizathy due to Positonal Asphyxia 
HarnIton 

12-10470 Ryleigh Barbour 0 Autopsy Pretnaturty 

12.10592 Leonardo toper 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia 

12.10635 Darius Gown 
Winbtrsti 

18 Externai 
burn 

Contact perforating gunshot wound or heed 

12.10792 Eric Lamont 0 Autopsy Chonoamnionitis and Funistis 
PaDariv•Borey 

12-10829 Asher Young 1 Autopsy Acute Bronchopneumonia due to Adenovims Influenza 

12-10925 Roderidr Arrington 7 Autopsy Blunt Head Trauma due to Assault 
Jr. 

12-10952 Izabelia Mare 2 Autopsy Asphyxiation due to Choking due to Foregn Body (Plastic Toy) Lodged in Laryr;roa AirwaY 
Brown 

12-11081 Destiny Marie Bada 3 Autopsy Viral teyocarditis 

12-11172 Eddie Rtie 16 External Multiple blunt fora motor vehicle trauma 
Exam 

12-11195 Ivan Salcido 8 Autopsy Bronchopneumonia and Sdeptooxcal Septicemia 

12-11501 Savarrian Gtbs 11 Autopsy Left tension pneurnodiorax due to Dislodgement of indweirng Pattie:marry tute, and aspiration of blood, right 
lung due to Upper respiratory hemorrhage from tracheostamy tube dt*santrauterine hypoxic event rah 
subsequent cerebral patsy 

12-11538 Joshua T. 17 Autopsy Hypoxictschernic Encephalopathy due to Cardiopulmonary Ames: due to Aare alorphrte Tomoty 
Lockwood 

12-11765 Jade Morns ICI Autopsy Multiple stab and incised wounds 

12-11918 Levi Thomas 9 Autopsy Ligature Hanging 

13-00013 Vanesa tare 11 Autopsy Cardiac Tamponade due to KernopezicareGum due to Aortic Lazeratcn ilie to Bunt Chest trauma 

13-00018 Baby Boy NeatherY 0 Autopsy Asphyxiation due to Atruptio Placenta due to Maternal Methamprietwtine !molten:ion 

13-00051 Jesse lire 18 External mutiple Injuvies due to Mom-  Vehicle Striking Pedestrian 
Exam. 

13-00139 Kylie McGahen 1 Autopsy Compression Asphyxia due to Wedging 

13-00143 Estcvan Ramirez 16 Autopsy Crushing Torso Injures due to Crane Accident 

13-00387 Haji Mcharnucl IA Autopsy Gunshot Wound of  the Head 

13-00464 Emily Kay 3 Autopsy Mumpt Injuries due is Mu:Or Vehicle Accident 

13-00506 Tristan Verne Abos 17 External Blunt force injuries Wheat, and torso due :o Positional asonyxia 
Exam 

13.00519 Sullivan Bradley 9 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Neck Compression by Elastic  Band 
Manor 

13.00708 Arran Espino 0 Autopsy Infectious (Staphyrococcus aureus) Pneumonitis due to Infectious (Inducnza A) Pricy-Iv:m.1s 

Acddont 

Natural 

Accident 

Accoent 

US Cr 

Natural 

Suicide 

Suicide 

Natural 

Natural 

Arxklent 

Accident 

Natural 

Accident 

Strode 

Nature& 

Natural 

Homicide 

Accident 

Netting 

Accident 

Natural 

Natural 

Accident 

Hontiode 

Accident 

Accident 

Accident 

Accident 

Accident 

Accident 

Homicide 

Accident 

Accident 

Accident 

Natural 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 
3 N,  

lynAintai 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from )an 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Case Y  Dertedent Name Oeceditiit Omen Manner of Cause of Death 
Number Aye Type Death 

(Yetlx1) 

13.00719 Maximilian Michael S Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Homirde 
Waken 

13.00948 Alisha Grace Ford 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Unsafe Sleeping Poston and Arrangement due to Pnietigtatt Hear. (Po Cauca. Rococo). Fail, 
Acute Bronchopneumonia 

Accident 

13-01003 Elaildgh Poptxx 0 Autopsy Cardiac Tamponade due to Right Atrial Perforaten by Intravenous Catheter Accident 

13-01083 Lallana Marie s Autopsy Organizing Bronchopneumonia with Empyema due to Oeft Up, Congenital Malformation. Wattle Maxillary 

 

Gernita Structure due to Cerebral Edema, Congenital Malformation, Brain 

Aceten 

 

13-01425 Francisco Manuel 
morns-Padilla 

15 Autopsy hemorrhagic Shock due to Splenectorny due to Persistent Thrornbocytoperia due to Pre-El-Cori Acote 
Lymphoblastic Leukemia (In RerniseOn, Status Post Chemotherapy) with Persistent Thbombocytopenia, and 
Renal Failure 

13.01466 David Lea 10 Autopsy Hypoxic-Ischernic Encephalopathy due to Hanging Suicide 

13.01518 Jayla McCollum 5 Autopsy Influenza B Pneumonia 

13.01527 Share Jimenez 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Denise due to Acute ChorloamniondiS due to Incompetent Cervical Os 

NaNtluturturraaaill  13-01668 Rey N. Matrix 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Head Dystoda dining Breech Presentation Vaginal Delver of Twin Pregnancy 

13-01733 Miracle Moya 0 
Shelley 

 Autopsy Unbalanced Atrioventiricuar Sepal Defect Nature'  

13-01773 Trier Gardner 0 Autopsy Positional/Mechanical Asphyxia Accident 

13-02041 Austin Robinson 18 Autopsy Contact penetrating gunshot wound of head Suicide 

13.02045 Matthew David 
Hose 

16 Autopsy Severe, Fibrinous Pericarditis due to Organizing Bronchopneumonia due to anical HIStenr: Crofres Disease, 
Lower Gastrointesena1 (Colonic) Hemorrhage, Chronic Ordcostcroid Therapy 

Neural 

13-02052 lase Gael SO'is- 9 Autopsy Transverse Myelitis (Per Neurology Consultation) Natural 
Soto 

13-02151 Kaleb Osbahr 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 

13-02172 t6:hael Enamored° 0 Autopsy Acute Methamphetamine MO:Motion Accident A 

13.02173 Jeff Enamored° 

13-02479 Robert Lee ®'own 

0 

15 

Autopsy 

External 

Acute Methamptietamine Intoxication 

Hurtle* blunt force motor vehicle trauma AcAccddiclenen: 
Exam 

13-02560 London %tube 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS) Natural 

13-02665 Tanya Chinn 0 Autopsy NanACCidentdi Head Trauma due to Bunt r °ire ;tivoiy d torso lionscide 

13-02732 kcal Yonastere 17 Autopsy MuRpie Blunt Force Motor vehicle trauma lliuklermined 

13-03143 Gabriel Alexandre 0 Autopsy Anoxic brain inyury due 10 nItdRig on  toy ArCidunt 
ScomManinet 

13-03179 Argot+) Sandoxa 13 External Multiple blunt force motor vehicle trauma Accident 
Exam 

13-03181 Lorenzo Eugene 0 Autopsy Asphyxia in Bedding Accident 
Nabors, k. 

13-03271 Aloes Gomez 17 External Blunt force cramocervical and dstst trauma due to Pedestrian versus motor venire colison Ac cent 
Bautista Exam 

13-03307 Censwe Cenya:- 6 External Blunt force Injuries of head and torso Accident 
Victoria Mosley- Exam 
Wedermyer 

13-03333 laycob Eley 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Smothering due to Sleeping Position and Ileddng due to Spina Bifida Accident 

13-03378 Christina Tyler 0 Autopsy Intrauterne Fetal Demise Natural 
Cowan 

13-03444 Tanner McKay 0 Autopsy Acute ChorioamnSonitis and Fonisith Natural 
Saltsbtay 

13-03618 Orlando Cana 18 External Asphyxia by hanging Suidde 
Exam 

13-03706 Richard 1. Cromwell 0 Autopsy Stunt force head injuries due to Assault Homicide 

13-03889 Hope Stream Serra 11 Autopsy Multiple Incised and Stab Wounds, Head, Chest Homicide 

13-03890 Cory Yoon Serra 9  Autopsy Multiple Stab and Incised WOunds, Ned IldniOde 

13-03985 Crystal Nguyen 19 Autopsy Olpherdwdramine Intoxication Suicide 

13-04043 Tyleea Jones 0 Autopsy Asphyxia die to Unsafe Steeping Position Accident 

Mae 0.20t7 8 of 24 401.01 PM 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

May 5 2917 
9d 24 

. -, 
. Mimeo, 

Death 
 • 

Gme *0.14 Natito ' Niebei104  i'11.4441  
. Number .

, 
Type 

(Yeafs) ; 

Cause of Death 

13-04217 Baby Boy13* 0 Autopsy Eixtreme Neonatal Prematurity due to Congenital Heart Defect Natural 
MAIO 

13-04231 Quantred Marshall 0 Autopsy 9ronChOoneumernia due to Oxygen-Dependent Respiratory Insuffidency due to Post-Inflammatory Natural 
Cerebral/Cerebella,  Atrophy due to Fetal Cytomega5c Virus Infection 

13.04305 Jacob Wilt Autopsy Acute Carbon Monoxide Toxicity due to Them* Burn Injures Aceklorit 
13-04311 Connor Brent Autopsy Sepsis due to Pneumonia doe to Bacterial Pharyngitis and Viral Bronchiolits Natural 

Hutch:rigs 

13-04414 Jesse Jorge Howe/ 13 External Muelpie aunt Face Motor Vehicle Trauma due to Thermal Injur Cs ACCOM 
Exam 

13-04415 Justin Joaouin 9 External muireie aunt FORS HERO* WRIDE Trauma due to Thermal !nrurries *ardent 
Howes Exam 

13.4610 Jahlonn Williams 37 External multioe aunt Force motor verde Trauma Accident 
Exam 

13-04659 Roman Thornton 0 Autopsy Postural Asphyxia due to Unsafe Prone Sleeping Position Accident 

1344735 Elisheta Genesis 4 Autopsy Picard:rated Internal Hernia of Transverse Colon due to Post-Surgical Scar Adhesions due to Remote Neonatal Accident 
Valegas Oxtedochocystecorny 

13-04775 Marcos Vincente Autopsy Multiple blunt force Mules due to Pedestrian versus motor veKcie coilisen Homicide 
Arenas 

13-04786 Kaylee Ann Erausto 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Placental Abruxion dire to maternal Methamprietarnne Intoxication Accident 

13-04806 Vanniesa Cardin 
Fernandez 

:8 Autopsy Multipie Stab Wounds of the Posterior Head and Neck due to Blunt Force Imu'ry of Head arc Gunshot Wound 
of Chest 

Homicide 

13-04929 Eduardo Ochoa 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Overlay Accident 
Vasquez 

13-05126 Bendy Clisen l Autopsy Abusive Head Trauma Homicide 

13-05128 Andrew James 17 Autopsy Multiple Injuries due to Fall from Height Accident 
Sasse 

13-05179 Louie Larsen 0 Autopsy Congenital Fatty Add Oiddation Disorder Natural 
Harper 

13-05288 Eleabeth Gomez 17 Autopsy Multiple Shotgui Wounds Homicide 

13-05307 Morgan Zbuiski 0 Autopsy ComPiicstions  of Extreme Neonatal Prematurity Natural 

13-05350 Mason Charnberla'n 14 External Hanging SuIede 
Exam 

13-05395 Brooklyn 140DIRT 13 Autopsy Gunshm wound of the Torso Homicide 

13-05465 Khayden Quisano 3 Autopsy Acute traumatic bran flitrry due to Blunt force injury of head Undelenoned 

13-05529 Mame; Jose Luis 13 Autopsy Complications of resuscitated cardopdmonary arrest due to Drowning Accident 
Medrano 

13-05636 Donnran Russell 16 External Drowning (delayed. per medical record) due to ,L.1.11  alcohoi syndrome, various emotional 0,50nlers, nia.ked Awden: 
martin Exam oewtooceental aboomlakties of pens and blase 

13-05689 Quiesear Mykeisha I Autopsy Non-accidental blunt force head trauma iinnLcide 
Sky wieianui 
Caraway 

13.05956 terra Bentley 17 Autopsy Broricnat Asthma Natural 

13.05049 Emma Morse- 0 Autopsy Suffocalfon due to Positional Asphyxia due CO Congenital Cardiac Malformation due to Down's Syndrome Accident 
Muldrow 

13-06320 Baby GO DrayTOR 0 Autopsy Acute C7ionoamnionitis and Funisitis Natural 

13-06423 Tyree Poole 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural 

13-06501 Krymson Clark 1 Autopsy DrowrUig Accident 

13.06676 Shane Wison 13 Externa Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

13-06720 Jonathan Ryan IB Autopsy Diabetic Ireoaddosis Natural 
Lowe 

13-06895 Reese Kammerman 16 External Dosed head injury and blunt chest trauma Accident 
Exam 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams May S. 201? 
tOel ?A 

da. 
Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

 

Case Decodett Name i Oepedent Exam • manner of Ceased Death 
Number l A9A Type Death 

i CANN) 

13-06921 Ramon Morales 9 Autopsy Sepsis due to Peritonitis due to Acute Appendidtis complicated by Rupture Natural 
Serrano 

13-06980 Yahir Ambriz 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Prone Sleeping on Solt Bedding due to Bed Sharing and Co-Sleeping Accident 

13-06983 Mihail Giorgio 
Donato 

0 External 
Exam 

Severe trypovic ischemic encephalopathy due to intraventlicular hawarrhage due to In Vero traumatic head 
injury due to Prematurity 

Accioent 

13.07170 Caleb Glover, 1r. 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Prone Steepang on Soft Bedding due to Bed Sharing and Co-Sleeping Accident 

1307209 Waliam Smith 14 Autopsy ityperoopht CardrOMY0PathY Natural 

13-07233 Nanny Demint 0 Autopsy Undebdrmined Undetermined 

13-07294 Jaquellnc Ramirez- 18 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Gamboa 

13-07317 Antiol  Velasquez 18 External tlultipie blunt force injury due to Motor vehicle collision Accident 
Exam 

13.07513 .lardynn Steven 0 Autopsy Congenital heart disease (double inlet left ventricle, hypoplastio right ventricle, transposition of great arteries) Natural 

13.07601 laytin Lewis 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the left arm and torso mornicitte 

13-07677 Daniell Burrota, Jr. 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Srukome (SIDS) Natura: 

13-07739 Dejarenae Keith 0 Autopsy Nature: Group B Streohx.ix,rs Sepsis due to Group 8 Streptococcus Pneumonia 

13.07806 Gianna Barrios 0 Autopsy ?ositional Asphyxia due to Upside Down in Bedside Tram Container cue to Pe From Bed Accident 

13.07889 leveed McQueen 3 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

13.07937 Anderson Thomas 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Syndrome Natural 
Waterman 

13.08010 Christopher Richard 17 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of one head Undetemuned 

1308081 Kyle Nicholas Otto 17 Autopsy Acute Oxycodone, stydrootelone, and Cocaine Toxicity Accident 

13-08101 Oceanna Arn 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural 
Campbell 

13.08132 knee Hard 0 Autopsy Positional asphyxia Accident 

13-08233 Kaiden Blanc 0 Autopsy Blunt Force Inflicted Injuries tIonixide 
Chamberlain 

13-08239 Julies Martinez 0 Autopsy Acute choeoarsnionfas Natural 

13-08644 Anthony Newton, 11 0 Autopsy Intrauterine fetal demise Natural 

13-08886 Cesar Navarro 9 Autopsy Penetrating stab wound of chest lionmbe 

13-09014 Joshua Newton 14 Autopsy 258-NBOMe Inteedr.ation due to Mork AkohoSsrn Accident 

13-09098 claim Gifford 1 Autopsy Anteric encephalopadly due to Draining Accident 

13-09174 Brendan Rocheleau 17 External Multiple injuries due to Motorcycle accident Accident 
Exam 

13-09183 Justin Vaksuuela IS Autopsy &Area& penetrating gunshot wound of head Suicide 

13-09271 Jordan Brock, Jr. 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetemined 

13-09499 Marilyn Lynn 0 Autopsy Acute Chorine:rink:nibs with Abruptio Placenta due to Maternal Ingestion of Metharnplitetarnine Acddent 
3ohnscn 

13-09621 Rale Wesley 0 Autopsy Viral Pneumonia (NOS) due to Congenital Heart Disease Natural 

13.09636 Coign eic4casao 16 External loose contact perforating gunstiCX wound of  bead Suicide 
Exam 

13.09752 KtVoe Ann Vidal 2 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

13.09780 Julian Wisp, 1 Autopsy Exsanguination due to Multiple esophageai iacerations and gastric irritation clue to Ingest-on or krepn ob1rtit 
(Camera battery) due to Coliapsed left lung 

atetteat 

13-09822 Jakaylen Patondo 3 Autopsy Complicatons of Hearties Disease Nature: 

13-09875 Riley Baker 18 Enema! 
txarn 

Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 

13-09933 Casey Lee Cash 15 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

13-09957 Alfredo Ortir 4 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Airway Obstruction by Food due to Down Syndrome Accident 

13-10207 Sayamah Melones :7 external Amato-occipital dlisarticulation due to Skint force trauma of head and neck due to Motor vehicle collision due to Accident 
Exam Mukide blunt force trauma of chest and pelvis 

May S. 2017 10 0424 4:0141 PPP 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates Of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

may 5 2517 
1101 24 

Oise : Decedent Name 
tturnbtf 

i beosdett 
Azle 

(Years) 

• . • 
•IfOrrr 
TType

b 

• 
Cause of Death NOttoor of 

ila: 13-10317 Yakiratt TWO./ 13 Autopsy Severe Anemia Not Cr3serwise Specified Natur  

13-10466 David Lewis Shafer 18 External Gunshot wound of head Suicide 
Exam 

13-10499 Helen Liu 14 External Multip,c injuries due to MCV),  vehicle stang pedestrian Accident 
Exam 

13-10635 Diamond Marie 
Mims 

0 AulaPsY PrernetutRY due to Placental Abruption due to MethamPnetamine Intoxication cue to materna,  
Methamplietamine Consumption 

Accident 

13.10689 Noon Lyam 0 AutOpsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise associated with Maternal Methaniphetarnine Abuse Accident 
Thomas 
MontgOmery 

13.10768 Hodson Crandall 0 Autopsy .Jndeterrnirted Undetermined 

13-10896 James Terry IV 0 Autopsy Post5onal asphyxia Accident 

13-11136 Shastoi 0 External Blunt force head trauma due to Motor vehicle collison Accident 
Serithilkurnar Exam 

13-11255 Duane Herbert 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 
Eagan, k. 

13-11481 Mia Meeks 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia clue to Pneumonia and Hyperglycemia Accident 

13-11523 Hake Joy 13 External Contact, perforating gunshot wound of head Suicide 
Lamberth Exam 

13-11589 Darden MariSUraq 0 Autopsy Stunt Force Injuries Homicide 
M00541 

13.12020 Alex Crux Martinez 15 External Multiple blunt force injurks Accident 
Exam 

13-12131 Fernando David 12 External Mutpte Blunt Fora Trauma due to Fall Suiode 
Beira+, 

13-12133 Brittany lane :5 

Exam 

External Comp:tenons of Hypoitic-Ischemik Encephalopathy due to Cardiopulmonary Arrest due  to Ingestion of • essakr Suicide 
Trinidad Exam (per Piedra! niacin') 

14-00250 Dallyn Chandler 4 External Bunt force trauma of head due to Crushing by heavy weight due to motor vehicle tun-over Accident 
Exam 

14-00328 Ryanne white 5 Autopsy Ccingenital Brain Maiforrnatons Nature 

14.00417 Corey Dale Wilson 17 External Gunshot wound of head Suicide 
Exam 

14-00447 Ryder Brophy 0 Autopsy AsphyXa in bcoding Accident  

14-00656 Juan Sebastian I8 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Road Accident 
Santa-Rincon 

14-00714 Manmiliano Rene 
lbarta-Martinez 

4 Autopsy Smoke inhalation due to Thermal injuries and carbon monoxide intoxication Accident 

14-00862 Andrew Niger.) It Autopsy Acute Carbon Monoxide Toxicity due to Extensive Thermal Burn Injuries Accident 

14-00863 Jerry stayaen,k. t5 Autopsy Acute Carbon Monoxide Toxoty due to Extensive thermal Bum Injurie: Accident' 

14.01159 Haley Mane Grant 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Accident 

14-01258 Nylde Naked 16 External Compacations of Dandy Walker Syndrome Natural  
Brown Exam 

14-01298 King Orion Brown 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death whits Bed Sharing Accident 

14-01308 Dantae Hamilton 0 Autopsy Complications of Ovornosomal Abnorrnadry, Trisomy 18 Natural 

14-01401 Jasslen Payamps 0 Autopsy Inflicted Injuries Homicide 
CoMian 

14-01410 Baby Boy Van Dyke 0 Autopsy Acute Cherioamnionitis Natures  

14.01416 James Jonathon 0 Autopsy Congenital heart disease  rates  
Keates 

14-01611 Taygain Roy 13 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 
Dunedin 

14-01690 Aideslames Leach 0 Autopsy Abusive Head Trauma Homitee 

1402026 fayden leech 0 AutC09, POLLOna; A5PhyYja due to Wedging besween Air Mattress and Wax Artier,: 

1.73/ 5 MI? it:pa< 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Ian 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

May S. 2017 
12 an 24 

.7.,  ......,Otee. Decedent Name • Dece.dent 
: .... .. 

Exam i •-• • - • , Manner of 

ligl.TW , Age Type Death 
' :.'.. .i. . , • (Years) l .   

1402028 Christian Hipszky- 14 External Multiple blunt force Injuries due to Motorcyde cdlision Accident 
Stringer Exam 

1402102 Devin Isaiah Aguilar 0 Autopsy Abeshe Head Trauma Homicide 

14-02367 Noah Lane Allen 3 Autopsy Drowning Home de 

14-02492 Ezra Lee Hemtnilo 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Congenital Heart Defect and Clinical History of Partially Occlusive Posterior Fosse Dural Sinus Accident 
Venous Thrombosis 

14-02748 Baby Girl Hill 0 Autopsy Full Placental Abrupt:on due to Maternal Methamphetamine Abuse Accident 

1402891 Dylan Clocalone 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Accident 

14-03071 Jackson Wyatt Post 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 

14-03166 Denten° Stringer, 
Jr. 

t Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

14-03316 Victor Ostina.Picos 18 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 

14-03751 Clara Stephanie t Externat MultiTre ,juries Are to votor venicletrs) 16^.9 pedestrian Accident 
Castrejon-limener Exam 

14-03857 Owen Kterstead 0 Autopsy Abusive Head Trauma Homicide 

14-04018 Trinity Katheen 13 Autopsy Chrome Co, Pulmorrale due to Remote Chronic MyocarODS Nature: 
White 

14-04192 Baby Boy !Come 0 Autopsy Placental Abruption due to materna Methampnetarnne Use Accident 

14-04245 Edward Joaquin 0 Autopsy Asphyxia in Bedding Accident 
Castro, Ill 

14-04269 Valeria Espana 10 External legatees Syndrome due to Ovonic Lung Disease, Seizure Dsorder Natural 
Exam 

14-04380 Emilia Lothringer 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undeternined 

14-04420 Kion McCueln 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

14-04471 Wane Hester 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural 

14-04584 Mateo Peredo 11 Autopsy Seizure Disorder, Origin Unidentified Natural 
Yaconis 

14-04656 Austin Sonetd 10 External Anoxic enCerth310Palhy due to Near-drowning Accident 
Exam 

14-04722 Lucy Racoon 0 Autopsy Acute Chorioarnnienitis Natural 
Tistrunk 

1404765 Yendy Lee Davila 0 Autopsy Placental Abnrption due to Maternal Meptamdietamine Use AWCIent 

14.04778 Christopher Randle, 
Jr. 

18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the abdomen Homeide 

I4.09877 Clayton Wesley 18 Autopsy MuitIple Gunshot Wounds HOnnOcle 
Bronson 

14.04920 Xavier Jesus Rico 1 Autopsy Hepatic Laceration Prrh Herh0Oeritoneurn Undetermned 

14-04950 Jet James Thomsen 0 Autopsy undetermined Undetermined 

14-04974 Angel Leon Campos 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Homicide 

14-05144 Connor Robb 2 Autopsy Glutaric Aciduria Type 1 [High-Exactor] Nature! 

14-05285 Abgail Violeta 16 Autopsy Acute Diphenhydramine Toxicity Suicide 
LaPuz 

14-05346 Kimberly eucera 17 Autopsy Mediampneuamine Inbaxicarion Accident 

14-05428 Samuel Aaron 14 External Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 
Oresee Exam 

14-05676 Avah Gonzales 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Mechaneal Asphyxia Accident 

14-05731 Cruz Anthony 4 Autopsy Acute Carbon Monoxide Poisoning due to Smoke Inhataticn due to Cutaneous Riermat bevies Accident 
Flores 

19-05732 Ella Rose Mores 2 Autopsy Acute Carbon monoxide Poisoning due to Smoke Inhalation due to Cutaneous Thermal Injures Acrident 

I4i06040 *tams R. Goins 15 External Multiple Injuries due to Motor vehicle accident AceJderrt 
Exam 

14.06130 Isabelle Nangreave 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

May S. 2017 124124 40101 PM 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams Mays nit 
13424 

Dates Of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Exam Cause of Death i -Manner Of Decedent Name Decedent 
Aliter Age Type Death;.:  

(Years) 

14-06134 Jackson Ark Piper 15 Autopsy Oxycodone Intoxication Accident 

14-06160 Gabriela Castes 9 External Multiple bluntiorce injuries due to Mater vehicle colfision Aoident 
Exam 

14-06171 Elena Teresa 0 Autopsy Suffocation Accident 
Rodriquez 

14-06225 Tyra Melton 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the chest Hornde 

14-06285 Ateah leonguerrena 0 Autopsy Bronchopneumonia with Puiedomonas septicemia Cue to Neonatal Sweet's syndrome on immunosuppressam 
medication 

Natural 

14-06503 Rhyiee Makiyah 0 Autopsy Asphyxia in Bedding Accident 
&own 

 

14-06472 Nevaeh Meon 7 External Blunt force injuries of head and extremities due to Being struck by motor vehicle Accident 
Malone Exam 

14-06788 Joshua Manuel 16 Autopsy Gunshot wound of head Homicide 
Novel° 

 

14-06797 Issachar Akaka 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the torso Homicide 

14.07315 Taylor Jeannette 17 Autopsy Multipe Drug Intoxication (AIprazczam, Morphine, Hydranomtsone) Accident 
Seagrove-Swanson 

1+07527 Nevaeh Angel 0 Autopsy Chorioamnionitis 
Otherrere 

UrIckNatUranerrIl' .11CC1 14-07668 Lincoln Michael Autopsy Undetermined QUA(' 
Grady 

14-07686 Denson° Charles 17 Autopsy muitipe gunshot wounds Honrc.de 

Hughes 

14-07860 Wall Joseph 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Petal Demise due to Pacerr.at At:ruction due to Maternal melhamonetamine Intoxication Accdcrit 
BrIscoe 

14.07864 Gabriel Lopez, Jr. 16 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

14-07890 &ooke Fischer 15 Autopsy Salicylate and Opiate Ir4osicatkin Suicide  

14-07937 Tyler Kelly Froyd 16 &Irma' Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

14-08044 Robert lee-Rudy Autcpsy Drowning AoOdent 
Peterson 

1449276 Levi Harvey Wilson 0 Autopsy Suffocation Undetennined 

14-08419 Trey Karl Nielson 18 External Hancfng Suicide 
Exam 

14-08459 Parker Diamond- 2 Autopsy Assawicia due to Chronic Movie Encephatepattry (Wowing Neonatal Resptratory Arrest Accident 
Nguyen 

14-08534 Laketon' Morton- 0 Autopsy Acute Methadone Toxicity due to Brorschopneunscrnia HoMcide 
Speer 

14-08911 Sadie Flores 6 Autopsy Cerebral Palsy Natural  

14-08931 Jose Manuel Duran- 16 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds Homode 
Hernandez 

14.09384 Naima Archie 2 Autopsy Viral respiratory rifecnon (Adenovirus and Minovirus/Enterovirus) clue to Dirket history ol asthma Natural 
Abdurrahini 

1409602 Midho i M0m0x. I Autopsy Descarboethoxylotatadine Intoxication Homicide 
Cases 

14-09729 David Castro 18 Autopsy Acute metharriphetarnine mxicity due to Drowning and asthma Accident 

14.09874 Baby Boy Murray 0 Autopsy lntrauteine fetal demise due to Acute chorioomMontis Natural 

14-09906 Dustin Dean 2 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Weston 

14-09976 Rajuanay tashene 18 Autopsy Multiple Blunt Fenze Injures due to Motor Whicie Accident Homicide 
Davis 

14-09977 DraySen TeSe 1 Autopsy Multiple Blunt Force Trauma Homicide 

14-10300 Kock Kniske 1 Autopsy aunt force head trauma 

May S. 2017 13 eI 24 
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Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

qua - Decedent Name 
. Number 

Dead= 
• Age 

(Years) 

Exam . Caused Death .L. 
Type . 

Manned 
Otilth 

14-10076 Elena Rivera 3 Autopsy mi.:note brunt force trauma due to Motor vehele cooltion Actdent 

14.10199 Malacturi Melvin Autopsy Multiple blunt force tch.,RJ Hon ,611, 
Joshua Long 

14-10324 Miehael Vaughn 16 Autopsy Blunt need trauma due :o Skateboard accident Accident 

14-10418 Levi 1onaMan 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation A<Cdent 
Canopen 

14-10428 Alden Shi 2 External Blunt force injerles of the head due to Motor vende accident Accident 
Exam 

14-10469 Anastaja Weeks 1 Autopsy Sepsis and Peritonitis due to Duodenal Transaction due to Blunt Force Injury of Torso Homicide 

14.10710 Baby Girl Diaz 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Maternal Acute OtorioamMonitis Natural 

14-10711 Hadriel Fawkes 1 Autopsy Cardiac Dysrhythrnia due to Lang QT Syndrome fNot Otherwise Specified) Natural 
Darnell 

14-10806 Nicole Guardado- I Aumpsy Coagulate Positive StaphylococCus PneuMonia due W Persistent vegetative State due to Hypoxicischemic Ac dent 
Boni is Encephatopathy associated with Cricking on Food 

14-10828 Guadalupe 17 External Mutipe blunt force motor vehicle trauma Accident 
Rodriguez Exam 

14-10929 Raymond Rodriguez 0 Autopsy Blunt Trauma of Abdomen and Thorax Homicide 
Gonzalez 

14-10937 Roland Pleasant 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of back Homicide 

14-10958 Zara Antoinette 1 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Steel 

14-10961 Natalya Gorgeous 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
Mitchell 

14.11111 Meila Jade Decierdo 0 Autopsy Atrial Septal Defect Natural 

14-11152 John Richard Kee: 18 Autopsy Queciapine Intoxication Suicide 

14-11234 Esey Asmeash 7 Autopsy Dromin9 Accident 

14-11294 Adelynn itistner 0 Autopsy Severe Hypoxic Isdlemic Errephaopathy due to Air Embolism due to Atria: Septostorny Procedure and Right 
and Left Heart Catheterization 

Accident 

14.11301 Victor Coronado 16 External Hanging SuCele 
Fxam 

14-11452 Kingston FiCarretta 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetenn-ned 

14-11529 Vincent A. Arceo 18 External Hanging Suede 
Exam 

14.11570 James Alexander 18 External Hanging Suic4e 
Loreto Exam 

14.11649 Heber A. Valcavia 17 Externa' Blunt injuries of head and dtest Accident 
Castro Exam 

14.11717 Maraveal Smith s Autopsy Anomalous Origin of the Left Main Coronary Artery Natural 

14-11777 Markell Orison 16 Autopsy Seizure Disorder due to Cerebral Palsy due to Prematurity with Intrayantaicular Cerebra! Hemorrhage due to Acddent 
Maternal Blunt Force Abdominal Trauma due to Motor Vehicle COINion 

14.11899 Hunter Noble 0 Autopsy Suffocation Accident 

14-12061 Jeffrey Patrick 0 Autopsy Intrauae6le Aspelyx4atiOn dux to Undetermined Etiology Undetermined 
Peeples 

14-12095 oervorte Jenkins 14 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the chest Homicide 

14-12208 Evangeene 0 Autopsy Undeerrnined Undeterniinen 
Margaret NEdiaer 
Gee 

14-12237 Lean; Fareh Woods 0 Autopsy AbrupOo Placentae due to Retroolatental Hemarhages due to Maternal Blunt Force Trauma due to Motor Ace:dent 
Vehicle Coal:skin 

14-12369 Ethan James 0 Autopsy Suffocation in Adult Beddin while Co-Sleeping Accident 
Brownew 

14-12388 Melanie Teresa 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Viral Respiratory Infection Accident 
Gossir 

1412393 Aralee Jo Salience 0 Autopsy Comp:lotions of Non-Accidental Injury Homicide 

Ma, 5.2011 iv o124 401:51 nM 
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15 of 24 

Case Deculient Name Decedent Exam . Caikie of Death f Manner of 
Number Age Type I ... Death 

. 
19-12501 Roy Junior 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Placental AbruptiOn duo tO Maternal Metherrathelarnine Use Aecklent 

Anckrson 
....... 

15-00010 Keno John, Jr. 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermlned 

15-00084 Katerynn Mill.ng 10 Autopsy Polymlcrobial Sepsis due to Seizure Disorder due to Hydranencelthak Natural 

15.00428 Kans..", watts 3 Autopsy Influents, A Viral Infection Natural 

15-00430 Myra Angelina 9 Autopsy Dilated Cardionmpathy due to Hypothyroidism and Seizure Disorder (Not Othow.se Soecfied) Natural 
Agud0 

15.00529 Hussein Abdegird 18 Autopsy Gunshot Wound DI Head Horninde 

15-00609 Radio Marquez- I8 Autopsy Untretemlined Undetemuned 
Miranda  

15-00699 Donald Hemmings, 0 Autopsy Undemmuned thotterninO 
III 

15.00839 Kali Nob:es 0 Autopsy Group A Streptococcus (Streptococcus migenes) Sops s Natural 

15.00973 Amaya Mecn 0 nutoPsY Asphyxia Accident 

15-01011 Saba( Malikyar 18 External imuepie Drug (Oxycoclone and Acetaminophen) and Alcoho' Intoxication due to Anorincia/Undthweght Suicide 
Exam 

15-01051 Adder, Ouz 2 Autopsy Bronchopneumonia due to Pernontricular Leukomatacia and Cerebra] Palsy due to Prernahire Rupture of Natural 
Membranes 

15-01309 Anted* Vidal Rubio IS Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head due to Gunshot wound of the face Suicde 

15-01310 Jacob Keay Sanchez 17 External Multiple Vora force trauma due to Motor vehicle collision Accident 
Exam 

15-01443 Braxton Hyde 0 Autopsy Complications of birth asphyxia due to Placental abniption due to Maternal metharnpheta-nne use Accident 

15-01448 Cameron 13 External MuRipte injuries due to Bicycle accident Accident 
Dernaramale Exam 

15-01662 Orristian Jason 16 Autopsy Acute oxycodone toxicity 
Lavoie 

Ac

timicide

edern 

15-01737 Jim Alexander 
wen 

16 Autopsy Stab wound of the chest 

15-01783 Aaron Balden-ama 1 Autopsy Acute Loyngccratheobronchids (Croup) Natun" 

15-02050 Andrew Steven 17 External tranglng 
Torres 

15-02071 Baby Boy Hall 0 

Exam 

Autopsy Intrautoine Fetal Demise due to Chorioamnlonitis and Funisitis Naturai

Suiclide 

15-02116 Ryver lames Josef 0 Autopsy Congenital Hoot Detect Natural 
Ports 

15-02175 Carla Jarnerson IO Hanging Su  Suicide 
Exam  

15-02194 Lela Provendo 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Chorroamnionitis and Decidutis Natural 

15.02300 Matthew Catrett 3 Autopsy Divot face and convey.",  .murk. due to Mechan,ca! compression A  ..moen: 

15.02301 Beau Whiter lb Autopsy RuPtved berry ancs,,,m  
Barnes 

15-02310 Yvonne Rose Reyes 18 Autopsy Gunshot wounds of the chest 

15.02353 Gabriei Rene 18 External Muti)le Osint force injures due to Motor vehide coltision Accden: 
Thomas Exam 

15-02354 Karnesha Nyah 17 Extern' stulithe bunt force injuries due to Motor vehicle collision Accident 
Cvirnore Exam 

15-02388 Jacob Men ouege 18 Autopsy Multpie Drug (Heroin, Methadone, and AlprazOlaM) Intoxication Accident 

15-02420 Thalia Vda Gardner 0 Autopsy Undetermined 

15-02517 Cameron Morello 0 Autopsy Suffocation due to Bed Oothes Acciden

Undeter

t

nined 

15-02880 Axon Mayoyo 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head 

15-02904 Autrey Stholtz 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation in excess bedding AodderSuiddeit 

15-02958 Cynthia Perez 17 Autopsy Sudden Unexpected Death in Epilepsy Natural 

15-03040 Charlotte Kamera 0 Autopsy Corneer.ations of anoxic encephalopathy due to Submersion in water Accident   

May 5. 2017 15 o12. Sr PM 
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Case Decedent Name Oeddent I Dom 

Number ' Age TVDe 
(Years) . . 

15-03231 Arys Morino 11 External Multiple blunt force injuries 
Moorhead Exam 

Cause of Death Manner of . 
Death 

Acodent 

CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL. EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

" 

15.03336 KitiOna Lorne& 5 Autopsy Drowning Acodent 

15-03338 Alyssa Aisa 6 External Multiple blunt force motor vehicle versus pedestrian trauma Accident 
Exam 

15-03405 Sirachat Ganpet 16 Autopsy Orcrwrting Accident 

15-03424 Bessie Lachaux 3 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

15-03434 Kaytee Angulo 1 External Multi* burnt force motor vehicle versus pedestrian trauma Accident 
Exam 

15-03486 Emily Mooren 18 External Gunshot wound of head Suicide 
Exam 

15-03513 lermiaya Thomas 3 Autopsy Thermal bums due to Vehicle fire Accident 

15.03514 Kendrick Jerome 1 Autopsy Thermal bums due to Wilkie fire Accident 
Thompson-Chisrn 

15-03588 Taylor Nicole Elaine 18 Autopsy Asphyida due to Layered hastk and Cloth Apparatus Over Head due to Hydrocodone and Acetaminophen Suicide 
Gement?, Intoxication 

15-03683 Male Peopes 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise undetermined 

15-03706 Alex Godinez 1 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Obstruction of airway due m rorogn body aserration Accent 

15-03758 Baby Boy Miranda 0 Autopsy Chonoamrionk•s Natural 

15-03968 Desiree Jones 0 Autopsy Scoarachnoicl Herrormage Undetemined 

1544047 Brian Edward 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound of heed SuPde 
Shorey 

15-04087 Abel Samuel Nervy 4 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

15-04151 Aliyah Schlade 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation Accident 

15-04207 Andrei Keith 3 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

15-04445 Dax McCuistion 18 Autopsy Combined Drug (Methadone and Atprazolam) Intoxication Accident 

15-04491 Isabel Castillo 1 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Compression by Furniture Accident 

15-04517 Megan Buckley 14 External Multiple !Punt Force Injuries due to lump from Height Suicide 
Exam 

15.04698 Anastasia 0 Autopsy Suffocation in Bedding AcOdent 
Sattiewhite 

15.04705 Thomas Jones, Jr. 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise duo to Abruptio placentae due to Acute Chorioamnionitis Natural 

15.04734 Asantae Iolmson 13 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 

15-05220 Cortez Bernard 3 Autopsy Drowning Accident 
Bowen, Jr. 

15-05435 Austen Hays 9 External Multiple blunt force motor vehicle verses pedestrian trauma AcOdent 
Russell Exam 

15-05517 Jarred Moon 14 Autopsy Dilated Cardiomyopatty due to Synthetic Cannoblnoid intoxication Accident 

15-05610 Israel Carrillo 12 Autopsy Complications of gunshot wound of head Homicide 

15.05616 Jameson Kawika 18 Autopsy Drowning Accident 
Pasgan 

15-05672 CHifil•B4O01, Unite 18 extWnal Multiple Mont fate injwies Accident 
Jackson Exam 

1S-05673 Dyvionte Cromwell 14 External Multipie triad force motor vehicle versus pedestrian trauma Accident 
Exam 

15-05841 DeArtdelo Mantilla 16 Autorrsv MoltPle Dom force mum. ,.-rieir,  rem. porlesman trauma ALodent 

15-05884 Ion Andrew 9cavi 15 External Delayed complications al Or owning Acckten: 
Exam 

15-05912 Jesse Richard 18 Enema: Wave blunt force motor yetude trauma Accident 
Espinoza Exam 

15-06039 Caiden David Walsh a Autopsy Drowning Accident 

15-06172 Iasson Neal 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation Accident 
Wimberly 

May S. 2017 MI 0(24 4-0111 PM 
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143y 5. 2017 
17 ON 

Manner of Case Decedent Name Decedent Exam Cass: of Death 
Number Age Type Death 

(Tears) 

15.06187 Tiger Luis Williams 16 External Mulyple blunt force motor veh.:cle versus bicycle trauma Accident 
Exam 

15-06251 Levi Logan Welty 0 Autopsy Asphyxia clue to Co-Pee9n9 Accident 

15.06339 Raquel Wilson 16 Autopsy Giobtastoma multifomst Natural 

15.06367 laltalylee Itrystal 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation Accident 
Sam 

15-06405 Rhea Janc/ino 17 External maple blunt force trauma due to Motor vehicle collisiXs Accident 
Exam 

15-06455 Romeo Vargas 0 Autopsy Extreme poarnaturny due to Placental abrupt-on due to Maternal blunt Wee injuries due to motor yeniete versus actrjern 
Pedestrian trauma 

15-06605 Troynell lerrnone 17 Autopsy Dlown1ng Accalen: 
Johnson, X. 

15.06725 Baby boy Spann 0 Autopsy Intrauterise Fett1 Death (5bAbirth) due to Undetermined Etiology due to Maternal Mothomphotarnhe Atadern 
Intoxiostion 

15-06753 Derrick Caner, Jr. 0 Autopsy thoavlerine Fetal Death due to lnoauterine Infection Not Otherwise Specified) Matora: 

15-06906 Adrian m:rheel 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Aoddere 
S'oan 

15-07217 Daltwan Bohannon, 
Jr. 

0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation Medea 

15-07226 Bella Leona Otd2 0 Autopsy Extreme prernaturay due to Acute chonoamnionitis Natural 

15-07361 Jose B. Madn 17 Autopsy Hypoxic-tsahe nlc Encephasopathy due to Near Drowning Accident 

15.07472 Juan Enrique 16 Autopsy OsiiVe and Cocaine Intoximtion Accident 
Conan  

15-07486 Alan Andrew 
°Riley 

18 Edema,  
Exam 

Perforating gunshot wound of the chest Suicide 

15-07498 layOon Wieoughby 16 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of tee Neck and Chest Home do 

15-07598 folios taw- 4 Au tipsy Cardiac tamponade due to Herriodercarouin due to Rupture 01 hornograft patch of earn,' arch reconstrixtion Acrdem 
Guzman 

15-07605 larniyah Taniece 0 AutOOsy Sutfocahon acx.dera 
Weaker 

15-07607 Meanie Valerie 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 
Macaluso 

15-07687 Jessica Henderson 0 Autopsy Asphyxiation nsorniide 

15-07720 &trice Honor Hail 2 Autopsy Drowning Aoddent 

15-07759 Brandon Blackman 18 Autopsy .rvicuac Encephalcpathy due to Resuscitated cardiopulmonary arrest due to Acute asthma exacecbadon due to Accident 
Opiate intoxication 

15-07768 Reeana Lavender 8 Autopsy Acute Pneumonia Mean: 

15.07789 Lowela Allah 18 External Hanging Sucide 
Mariei Pritchard Exam 

15-07846 Ismael Tones 2 Autopsy Near Drowning At-cc...err 

15-07880 Daiwa BadiePDUr 16  Autopsy Blunt Force Head Trauma due to Fay.' ACCderg 

15-07886 Trent Stoeser 3 Autopsy Blunt Force Injuries Homicide 

15-08026 Anthony 50sa 3 Autopsy Anoxic Encephalopathy due to Resuscitated Cardicputroonmy Arrest due to Near Dnmyrilng Aeciday. 

15-08103 Greyson Hoot 12 Autopsy GuriShOt Wound of Head Accident 

15013364 Karnali Stephens 1 Autopsy Dilated Cardionoopathy Natural 

15-08424 Abigail Olivia 1 Autopsy Oxycodone Intoxication UrnSetermatod 
McDonald 

15-08524 Alden Thomas Autopsy Sepsis (E. col) due to Prokinged Rupture of Membranes Natural 
Mach 

15-08534 sect, Franz 4 Autopsy Hyperthormia Accidou 

15418698 Darrel Benayides 17 External MoRipie blunt force ;Ili...nes due to Beim) struts by motor vehicle Acciderc 
Exam 

15088 15 Geovany Garcia 17 Autopsy Mumple Gunshot Wounds 

May 5 2017 171011 
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Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 201 7 

mu; S. 2017 
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Case Derrhient Mare Dace:hare Exam Cause of Death Manner of 
Number Age Type Death 

: (Years) 

15.08866 Menaal Saber 0 Autopsy Hypoxic4Schernic Encechaepathy due to Probable Leigh Disease Natural 
(hera 

15.08876 Dylan L ECkholt 2 Autopsy Drowning Acceen: 

15.08929 Cody DriSko 17 Autopsy Combined Drug Intoxication (Heroin. Diazepam) Accdem 

15.08992 Alex Mateo-Barnes 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Undetermined 

15-08999 Ceylon Sims 18 Autopsy Diabetic Ketoacidosis 

15-09024  Beatrice Rosales 2 Autopsy Congenital Developmental Anomaly, Posstly Septo-OPtle Dyspiasia sa.

Na

a

tirral 

l 

 

15.09037 Eduardo Eliazar 15 Autopsy 
Alvarez

Natural myooshilts due to CardramegaN. with Left ventricular Hypertrophy 

15-09105 Jason Har.yn 0 Autopsy Stmbern male fetus Natural  
MOO 

15-09150 Isabella Rise/rick 0 Autopsy Birth Injures due to Emergency Cesarean Section Accident- 

15-09209 Kshaun Campbell 15 Autopsy Acute Oxycodone and Hydrocodone Tonicity Acooent 

15.09468 Naked Gaston- 0 Autopsy Undetermined Ll  vidoterminert 
Myles 

15.0973$ Lax Depose 8 Autopsy Gunshot wounds of the head fiorritide 

15-09857 Lincoln Kruz Garcia 3 Autopsy Dilated C.ardorriyopathy Natural 

1549929 Athena Mae 0 Autopsy Undetermined Uodeterrn.ed 
Wharton 

15-09983 Clayton lames 8 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Suicide 
Single on 

15.10046 Nathan Andrews 17 Autopsy Cardiac Arrhythmia due to Steatotepattis of the Liver Natural 

15-10211 Artily Arzate-Lujan 17 Autopsy Gunshot Wound of the Head Homicide 

15-10216 Marsha...in 2 Autopsy Pnarreorria due to lrenolatcr-Dependere Respiratory Falure due to olypoziegsdlerhic EneephaloPm0Y locown9 A=6011  
Washington Overlay due to Seizure Disorder 

15-10338 Evangeline Lee- 0 Autopsy Respiratory Compromise due to Fadal Teratoma due to Viral Infection Natural 
Dawn Reddin 

15-10353 Scott 3. Hi3, II 10 Ficemal Asphyxia due to Compreseon of chest by all tenain vehicle Accdoit 
Exam 

15-10423 Damian Elijah 1 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation due to Seizure Disorder Ar.c.1447,1 
Kioser 

15.10453 Tyra Grover 14 Extern./ Multesie injuries due to motor vehicle acc.dent Accident 
Exam 

15-10527 Tlyvone Taylor ma's 16 Autopsy Gunshot wound of back 7401..t 

15-10543 Prince Raymone 
Hines-Shine 

0 AuLOCKy Undetermined unom-triu-er., 

15.10738 Tay'Vyon Howard 14 External Kum Force Motor Ventre yerfuS Pc454stnan trauma Acceem 
Exam 

15-10785 Brycen Abernathy 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Accident 

IS-10893 William Hampton 16 Autopsy Asphyxia Suttee   

15-10913 Isaac Sanchez 0 Autopsy Pulmonary Immaturity due to Prematurity al Birth due to Patent Ductus Arteriosus Nature! 

15-10953 Natilee May 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 
Patterson 

15.11050 Saul Emil:ano Autopsy Kawasaki lease due to Bicuspid Aortic Yaw Natural 
Reynoso. h. 

15-11367 Dakota Saizwedef 14 Autopsy Hypoxic Brain Injury due to CardiONIMOnEry Arrest due to Opiate Intoxication Acoocm 

15-11400 Michael Onate 2 Autopsy Hernopertonetim with Extensive Diffused Retroperitoneal Hemorrhage due to Blunt Force In;ury ra Honuccle 
Abdomen/Torso due to Acute Mild Traumatic Brain Injury due to Blunt Force Inpry of Head 

IS-11443 Taylor Brantley 16 Autopsy Gunshot wound of Use chest Homage  

15-11445 Dylan Cutler 2 Autopsy Near drowning Accident 

16-11586 Avlynn Parker 0 Autopsy ttypofc Wain Injury due to Wedgbg as Bassinet due to Exsangualacloo due to Central venous Catheter Accident 

15-11594 Bathe Grayson 16 External Multiple blunt force injuries due to Being staid( by motorvehicle Accident 
Exam 

5151 5. 2017 18 0124 4i0115 
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May 6  70,1 
o124 

:60d Decedent Name Decedent Exam i 
Yftibiber Age Type 

(Yeats)  

Cause of Death i Murat 
Deoth • 

1541640 Ariann James 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to SueroottlOit aoment 
1541647 tins Ruiz 18 External Mukipte blunt tome InjudeS due to Motor tehide collision Actidint 

Exam 
15-11673 Mary Elizabeth Ully 16 External !Runt force motor vehicle versus pedestrian trauma Acddent 

Exam 

15-11910 Brandon Gundaker 15 Autopsy Contact Gunshot Wound of Head Stddde 
15.12079 Adeline Winner 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Patent Outfits Arteriosus Acddent 
15.12184 Devonta Lewis, 3r. 0 Autopsy Multiple Blunt Force Injuries NOrnicide 
15-12192 Damian Fleischer 2 Autopsy Acute Morphine Toxicity Undetermined 
15-12256 Delonee Booth 15 External Multiple blunt force trauma due to Motor vehicle ce!ision Accident. 

Exam 

15-12416 Evan Hensley 13 Autopsy Ural Vdwilus due to loutiert Syndrome and Malnutrition uneeterink-ed 
15-12545 Vicente Meta 0 AutOpsy Undetermined Urdetemened 

15.12587 Wyatt Voerding 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

15.12692 Manquise Leshon 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound Of head and neck Homicide 
Adams 

15.12703 Ma'Liyah Colons 3 Autopsy Multiple Blunt Force Injuries of Torso Homicide 

16-00059 Trisbn Magness 12 Autopsy Drowning due to Seizure Disorder Accident 

16-00103 Alycra Luna Jones 0 Autopsy Cardiornegaly with Left Ventrirti. lac Hypertrophy Natural 

1640249 Faith Seaman 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16-00772 lisaliyan Smith 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16-00864 Felipe Garcia 17 External Gunshot wound of head Suicide 
Exam 

16-01000 Kishawn 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of chest Homicide 
Washington 

16-01291 Romeio A Brayton 0 Autopsy Blunt Force Injuries of Head Homicide 

16-01334 Qwoen lune Eve 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death where Bed Sharing Undeteemesed 
Chouteau Mitchell 

16-01394 Evelyn Green 2 External Blunt force head trauma due to Pedestrian struck by motor venicie Accident 
Exam 

16-01399 Riley Turner 14 External Hanging Suicide 
Barn 

16-01494 Maxine Zeperia 12 Autopsy Influenza A HIN1 Infecton Natural 

16-01585 Gregory White 13 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 

16-01616 Sincere Manuel 12 External Gunshot wound of the head Suicide 
Exam 

16-01620 Kendail Brown 0 Autopsy Blunt Force Motor Vehicle Trauma Accident 

16-02030 Itiel Martin-Sanchez 4 Autopsy Fulminate viral Myocarftis Natural 

16-02088 8rooklynn Palmore 0 Autopsy undetermined cause Undetermined 

16-02274 Andrew Robert l5 Autopsy Dilated Cardiornyopathy due to Congenital Auesia or Right Coronary Artery Natural 
Bross 

16-02609 Deandre Shelby, R. 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetcynined 
16-02690 Julian Manuel 0 Autopsy Blunt Force injuries due to maternal motor Vehicle Accident Accident 

Ventura 

16-02722 AFiati Lupo 13 External Blum force motor venire frown& Accident 
Exam 

16-02773 Daisy Sahara' 15 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

16-02916 Chandriana Gordon 17 External Hanging Suicide 
Exam 

16-03371 Didier Alexander 0 Autopsy Undetermined Uncteterrined 
Diaz-Reyes 

May 5 2017 19 of 24 3 Lt,  111,V 
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20ct Or 

Case Decedent Name .i Ogedeirt : EiMM Causetibreadi . Manner of 
Number ' Art : Type : Death 

('ears) 

16-03460 Kawehi babel 17 Autopsy Cardiac Arrhythmia Sue to Srnau Coronary Arteries Natural 

16-03556 Ethan Walter I? Autopsy Multiple Oun5h06 %Owes Home ale 

16-03637 Contessa Langston I: AutOPsy Neurofibromatosis type I Neva,  

16-03639 Anthony David 3 Autopsy Anoxic encephalopathy clue to PrOongeo weir suanersion an dun: 
Santos 

16-03720 Liam Colloid 2 External Multiple blunt Woe imuries Accident 
Exam 

16-03820 Jose Maria 2 External Blunt force head trauma due to Pedestrian versus motor vehicle col:ision AccUent 
Covarrubias, Jr. Exam 

16-03944 Issalah Abrego 19 Autopsy Anomalous Origin of the Left Coronary Artery due to Obesity Natural 

1609014 Zamlaya Fennell- 0 Autopsy Undetemaned U.ilei‘ennined 
Parks 

16-04065 Aaron Jordan 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the head Homicide 

16-04080 David Gasper 0 Autopsy Suffocabon in Adult Bedding Accident 

16-04091 Sasha POcasangre- 0 Autopsy muedpie  Congenital mocenations Natural 
Gutierrez 

16-04092 Jonathan Lopez 1 Autopsy Bunt Force Head Trauma itumkili.. 

16-04094 Angelo Barbera 15 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds Homicide 

16-04117 /din Peaks, 01 0 Autopsy Acute Streptococcus Pneumoniae Pneumonia Complicating Viral Respiratory Infection due to Prete., Birth Natura 

16-09144 Beroarnm Andre 17 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds Honicide 
Solury 

16-04351 Angel Rose Perez 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Preedampsia and Maternal Mettiamphemnilne Use Accident 

16-04488 Jayde Bauer 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Syndrome Nature! 

16-04624 Anana Angel 0 Autopsy undetermined Undotemihed 
Aguilar-Rios 

16-04642 Ezekiel Hooper 0 Autopsy Asphyxiation due to Vicdg0g Under Edge of Bed Accident 

16-04759 Booker Lewis, 111 3 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16-04760 Stl/Chjeeearl Sodhi 13 External Shotgun wound Of the head Suicide 
Exam 

16-04801 Abigail White 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undeternined 

16-04854 Marshaun Jackson 17 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

16-04901 Jhronne Maddox 17 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the back Homicde 

16-09923 Noah Flores 17 Autopsy Anomaious Origin of the uft maid Coronary Artery Natural 

16-04080 Nina Barron 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16-05119 Logan Brett Leone 2 AutCVSy Neat drOwnlro Accident 

16.05233 Connor Bur1dund 0 Autopsy Undetarntined Undetermined 

16-05361 Joshua Numem 17 AutlVgi G{11111011,10und d Mid Homicide 

16-05408 Airyzah Marcus 12 Autopsy AstIvall . .. ...... Natural 

16-05528 Marc Alegria 7 Autopsy Mont Hod Tomo duo to MI from itelotst Accident 

16-05597 Zaidyn Larnbey 0 Autopsy Undetermined tli 

16-05749 McKensie Marla 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undeterrninod 
Young 

16-05798 David Tonini 18 Autopsy Diptiorthydrarnine Intoxication Suicide 

16-06209 Ganni Corson:in* 18 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds Homicide 

16-06243 Hunter ;into 0 Autopsy Lin:ventricular Heart of Right Ventricular Type with Common Inlet Natural 

16-06282 Kayden Parker 0 Autopsy ChorioarnrConitis Nature' 
Korea 

16.06295 Kingston met; a Autopry Suffocation due to Bed Clothes Accident 

1606348 Anhurak Jason Der 9 AutOPry Gunshot wound to the head !teeniteile 
(Mom 

May 5 2017 20 0129 set St PM 
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Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Under 18 Exams Mar 5.1011 
21e124 

Case ' Decedent Ratite i Dec dent ! Exam .  i fillfinted Cause 01 Daath . 

16-06349 Oalayanh Adel Dej- 15 14,Paoty Stinthot  wound to theioad  

Number ' Age ' Type .; 
, (Tears) i .. . .1 . . .., ... .... _,...  .

_. „......_.
. i PA O  

Hondo 
 • 

Oudorn 

16.06350 XOnaJuk 3..), Dej- 14 Autopsy Gunshot wound to the held FICIffatide 
Oudom 

16-06357 Tovah Day 0 Autopsy Asphyxia Reeldent 

16-06403 Abygalle Bennett 3 Autopsy Blunt chest trauma due to Assault due ter Chronic physical abuse Homicide 

16-06440 Baby Boy Yillaselkaf 0 Aut005Y Intrauterine Fetal Demise Nato* 

16-06494 Jael McKnight 6 Autopsy Drowning due to iymphatt Myorard'hs Atatdent 

16-06506 Demme Denier 3 Autopsy Drownng 
Palm

Accdent 

16-06531 flaw Girl Salazar 0 Autopsy 8 rth Asphyxia due to %ugh': of Care or Newborn KW. cD,.,  

16-06728 Noah James Cruz- l) Autopsy Undetermined Untschn,,,,-.0 
Mgolo 

16-06733 Robert Joseph 17 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds mORI,C,:k 
BUSt05, II 

16-06770 Aubree Marie Jams 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16.06903 Mcholas Randolph 17 Autopsy Acute Escazdopran, linteakation Suicide 
Eaton 

16-06908 Parker Powell 3 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

16-07262 Jax Ewing 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetennlned 

16.07272 Anthony Ross 3 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

16.07280 Miguel lumbreras, 15 Autopsy Complications of Severe Obstructive Hydrocephalus due to Congenital tigueductal Atresla Natural 
Jr. 

1607325 Fernando Otironei 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 

16-07399 Stephen Striker 18 External Multiple bairn force trauma due to Motor veride collision Accident 
Exam 

16-07422 Baby Boy Smith 0 Autopsy Congenital Anomalies due to Consangu:nity Nature- 

16-07472 McKenzie Marie 14 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the chest St:tide 
Cooley 

16-07618 Henry Martinez 0 Autopsy Blunt Force Injuries of Head and Neck due to Blunt Force Injuries of Torso Homicide 

16-07644 Zuri Irene Bahr 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise due to Maternal Eciallasio Nature: 

16-07649 Joseph Mason III 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Oernise due to Placental Melperfusion jiliacoltal Insufficiency) due to Material Lupus Accident 
Erythematosus [Hot Otherwise Specified) and Acute and Chronic Maternal Narcotism 

16-07705 atairchi wason 0 Autopsy PeriventriculamIntrayentricula,  Hemorrhage due to Extreme Prematunty due to Placenta Previa due to Chront Undetemlihed 
Maternal Narcotism 

16.07771 RYleich Island 9 Autopsy Combned Hydrae:Owe and Oxycodone Intoxication duo to Coagulase Pos,tive Staanyiacaciais Pneumonia and Homicide 
SetHis 

16.07783 Andrew Sneer Extern; taunt torte injury Cl head due to motor ven,ce ephison ,,,ticknt  
Exam 

16-07860 Brad Eugene 0 Autopsy lntrauterine Fetal user se due to Cherroarnnionos and fumsits vstva 
Adams, Jr. 

16-07880 Lysanias Santos 0 Autopsy Sudden Infant Death Syndrome Nattoa 

16.08050 Perkin Jayvon 9 Autopsy taunt force injuries of head and neck due to Canne attack Accident 
Stevenson 

16-08064 Joseph Pedups 0 Autopsy Aoruptio Placentae due to Acute Cnorioammenios Nature. 

16-08144 Gabriela Hansen IS Autopsy Hypoxic Encephalopathy due to Acute Anaphylaxis due to Medication energy (Arnpicininj Accident 

16-08220 Arya Carroll 0 Autopsy Pending toxicology, microscopic, neuropathology consultation due to .."'REMINDER - CHILD DEATH / NOTIFY Pending 
CAIR TEAM  

16-08326 Gabriella 15 External Multiple blunt-  force trauma due to Motor vehle_e wiesion Ace:dent 
Dclafucnte Exam 

16-08375 Ashley Peters 16 Autopsy Combined Alprazotam and Morphine Intoxication Suicide 

16-08412 Grace Davis 6 Autopsy Drowning Accident 

16-08454 Malaya Jai Boudoin 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER I MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

-'" Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to may 5, 2017 

r• 

Case : Decedent Name • DeOhdent Exam Cause of Death , Marna of 
Number Age TYPe Death 

(Years)  
•.- 

16-08530 Maria Kruger 13 Autopsy Multiplt aunt Force Injuries Suicide 

1643549 Jasper Walker Mills 1 AutOpsy Punt Force Injuries Hombde 

16-08568 Baby Boy Merril! 0 Autopsy Stillborn Male Fetus due to Atruptio Placentae due to Maternal Methamphetamine IntOxiCation Accgent 

16-08670 Timothy Steermen, 
Jr. 

18 Autopsy Heroin, Fentanyl, Hydrornorcthone, Atprazolam and Gabapentin Intoxication AcCelent 

16-086% Mla Rose lot I Autopsy Orovining Accident 

16-08851 Dayvion Marques 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 
Andrews 

16-09021 Baby Boy Saner 0 Autopsy Fetal demise, intrauterine Natural 

16-09200 Hunter Cassity 17 Autopsy Asphyxiation Suicide 

16.09212 Shane Edward 16 External Mukiple blunt force thiuries Accident 
Sanders Exam 

16-09230 Evalani•Judith 0 Autopsy Undetermined Cause Undetemilned 
Zamora 

16-09249 Caylynn Rupe 0 Autopsy undetermined Cause Undetermined 

16-093113 ICenedy Vizuet•Ousz I/ Autopsy Combined AcetyNaticylIc Acid. Alorarolam. end f>phenhydram:ne Intoxication Suicide 

16.09490 Neil Hinson HuttOn 0 Autopsy Mutticystic HyPopiasTc Ronal Dysp'asa rf, : !ro innautonne Cvowth Restriction due to Placenta! Infarction due to 
matema! CoCaiine lirgev7ori 

Accdent 

16-09571 Samantha Schiers 17 Autopsy Penoratng gunshot wotnd of the head Si,cdc 

16-09591 Lucas Tetreaun 0 Autopsy Unceterrninod undoemnio 

16-09766 lzayan Pelee/. Autopsy Blunt Force Head Trauma Homode 
Daniel 

16-09890 Jonathan lance 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Pnesmonra Accident 
Dodge 

16-09927 Amender Reyes 12 External Gunshot wound of head Sulfide 
Exam 

16-09968 LJTM Elaine Dayton I Autopsy Scalding burns with thermal injtay liornicide 

16-10000 Louie Lopez Baton 10 External Blunt force head trauma due to Pedestrian versus motor vehicle erasion Accident 
Exam 

1610048 Gabriela Cruz- 14 External Hanging Suicide 
Martinez Exam 

16-10099 Jasmine Sheffield 2 Autopsy Pending toxicology, nicroscopdc, medical reocrds, neuropathology, ailtures, serology due to •,..ftEmINOER • Pending 
CHILD DEATH / NOTIFY OUR TEAM  

16-10123 Nicholai Herrera 0 Autopsy Undetermined cause Undetermned 

16-10303 Harley serge 0 autopsy complications of deilimY Accident 

16.10345 Ryan Galotero 0 Autopsy &diary Cuitmsia due to Exuallepatic Biiiary Atresia due to Chronic Neonatal Lung Injury (ErorKtiopulmonant Natural 
OYsPlarA) 

16-10405 Donald Dixon, Jr. 18 External NutEge blunt force trauma due to Motor vehicle colision Accident 
Exam 

16-10416 Laney DatclorT 2 Autopsy Streptococas pyogenes septk-emia due to Parainfluenza viral Infection and rehire to thrive Natural 

16.10437 Noe Axel Mosoueda 
de la Pena 

16 External 
Exam 

Blunt force head trauma Accident 

16-10500 Richard Findley, Jr. 7 Autopsy Blunt Force Abdominal Trauma Homicide 

16-10657 Trenell mcMahan 17 Autopsy Congenital Potymicrogyria due to Fans. Foonchopnecanonia and Dehydration Undetermned 

16-10E68 Kali Kelique Penn 0 Autopsy Undetermined LInbleterrnned 

16-10670 Rico Staetbe 0 Autopsy undetemned Undts/smned 

16-10793 Germany Hunt- 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accetent 
Combs 

16.10817 Delor Shelton 0 Autopsy Irerautenne demise due to Compression of decedent's umbilical cord by AC, two sibung's umbilical cord due to Nature; 
Compbcabons of twin pregnancy 

16-10969 Noel Diaz 0 Autopsy POSitiOnal Asphyxiator due to Unsafe Steeping Position. unsafe Steep Emi,omoent Acc4ent 

16-10973 Lila R. Teo 0 Autopsy Positional Asphyxia Accident 

1.444 5 2017 20 4424 4 01 SI PM 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

May 5, 2017 
23 of 24 

r — 
• Decedent • 
 Age 

- — 
Exam Cause of Death 
Type 

Manner of 
Death 

......--.....,- 
Case Decedent Name 

Number 

16-11232 Baby Girl Wetter (Yea")  0 Autopsy Intrauterne Fetal Dorms° due to CriorroammenitN Natural 

16.11286 Mairyn Mayer 12 Autopsy SePtc  Stops due to PseudOmonas AerugnOsa Septicemia due to B-Cot LrolPhOcYtic Letkernranymphorna Natural 

16-11359 Jansen Jesse-LLe 0 Autopsy Pending toxico/Ogy, moos. further studies due to "••"REMINOER - Child Death! notify OUR TEAM" Pending
Ual-Garza 

 

16.11490 Leona Sytalmani 0 Autopsy Undetermined 

16-11582 Fabriccio Patti 13 Autopsy Gunshot wounds of the head and Wm 

U

Hom

ndet

t,

Orm

de 

 'nal 

16-11671 Mmely Iticolka 6 Externs; Inhatadon of smoke and soot due to House fire due to Carbon monoxide intoxication due to none fire 
Exam 

 Accident
Rivera 

16-11722 Malin Simmons 0 Autopsy Pending toxicology , nuaoscoot. further Studios, and neurooathology due to • • • • REs&NDER - CHILD DEATH / Pending 
NOTIFY CAR TEAM  

:6.11758 Adalynn Cox 3 Autopsy Thermal and IntialatiPnal Injuries Undetermined 

16-11800 Gonna Udia Ganes 0 Autopsy Intrauterine fetal Demise Unckterinned 

16.11850 Fetus DeCamp 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise 

16.11867 Kyrire Livingston 0 AutopsySuffOcation due to Face Down in Adut Bed ''a  Accidentiz'  

16-12282 /titian Nair& 0 Autopsy Asphyxia due to Suffocation Accident  t 

 

Dominguez 

16-12390 Ommeisha Harris 1 Autopsy Viral Infection (NOS] Natural  

16-12416 Paris Anderson 9 Autopsy Compri:abuts of Lennox-Gastaut Syndrome Natural 

16-12488 Richard Ares 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of the dust Momkicie 

16-12510 Baby Gal Vera 0 Autopsy Spontaneous Abortion due to CnorioamnbnitN due to FunislUs Natural  

17.00333 Richard Paredes- :7 External Gunshot wound to the head Suicide 
Corona Exam  

17-00579 Richard J. Nelson 18 Autopsy Multiple gunshot wounds Homicide 

17-00743 t4tyta Bennett 0 Autopsy Pending %alma:9y. micros, cultures. mans Perking 

17.00763 KaYsfla Ray 8 Autopsy Carton monoxide poivonng due to Cutaneous thermal burn rrouniN Undeternuned 

17-00902 Oararnes Juan  0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Death due ro leuaute. ne Asphyxia ill Unknown Otology due to two, Gematon Nata 

,1. 
 

17-00903 Yoniani Corona, Jr. C &Wha of Unknown Ftrology dun to Lear Gestation Autopsy 1May:erne Feta Deem due to Imarnenm o 

4c,,

t,:,

den.t 17-01073 lataya WriLan ts 15 External &tint torte Head trauma 
Exam 

 

17-01113 FatrOn Woodman 0 Autopsy undetermined Undetermned 

17-01151 Chiarnaka 0 Autopsy Pending further studios due to ""REMINDER - CHILD DEATH! NOTIFY LAIR TEAM  Denting 

0900maYa 

17-01274 Victor Angel 16 External Hanging SP: 
Bautista Exam  

17.01322 Olivia Blaine 0 Autopsy Undetermined Undetermined 
OsaPman 

17-01535 Gage Deuce[ 0 Autopsy Stunt head trauma due to Assault Homcide 

17-01599 Munn Honorato- 11 External MukilVe blunt force trauma due to Pedestran versus motor vehicle coRison Accident 
Espana Exam 

17-01620 Mean Almon 16 External Blunt force Injuies 
Exam 

 Accident
Fajardo 

17.01742 David Espinosa 18 Autopsy Multip'e gunshot wounds Hamitic* 

17-01901 Larenzo Ivan ta Autopsy Gunshot wound of head Hontiede 
Hardison 

17-01934 Calvin Mavis 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural 

17-01951 Baby Boy Ross 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Fetal Demise Natural  

17-01986 Mia Saliva Leyba 0 AutOpsy Suffocation Accident 

17-02017 Ins Coleman, k. 17 Autopsy GunshOt wound of the neck HornNide 

17.02235 Kareb Parker 0 Autopsy Pending micros, further nudes Cue to •`DO NOT RELEASE 000/MOD untit CAIR Team is neared ••• Pending 

17-02308 Harmony Ferguson C Autopsy Congenital Diaphragm :6c Hernia due to Extreme Prematurity Natural 

May S zuir 23 0121 aIr it PM 
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CLARK COUNTY CORONER / MEDICAL EXAMINER 

Under 18 Exams ,day $.2:17 
24m 24 

Dates of death from Jan 1, 2011 to May 5, 2017 

Case Decedent Name 
Number 

Decedent 
Age 

(Years) 

Exam 
Type 

Caused Death 

• 

feanner of 
Death 

17-02731 Baby Boy 0 Autopsy Inuavterine Fetal Demise associated wigs Maternal 14MIMOICIffirle Abu* Accident 
Satterwhite 

17-02781 Wel Matted 2 Autopsy Pending further studs, to; ncuro path• due to "iustmost_ Chad Death Notify CAIR Team•" Unknown 

17-02971 Nicholas Capes 18 Autopsy Gunshot wound of chest Homicide 

17-02974 Kalob Mtchael If External Nechencal asphyxia  due to Being trapped under truck due to Multiple blunt force injuries of tOrSO Accident 
Meyer Exam 

17-03133 Ashaun Eaton 0 Autopsy Intrauterine Eva' Demise due to AbruPte Placentae due to Maternal Fall Accdent 

17-03240 Adaiynn Ramirez 2 Autopsy Pending further studes due to •• • •00 NOT retase C00/1400 until CAM Tam ootttled" • • Pending 

17-03505 MarcuS Oevelarel 0 Autopsy Multple gunshot wouTIOS HooltTle 
Thomas, Jr. 

17-03506 Andrew Cana 
Rabies 

Autopsy Pending toxicology, moos, further studies. Cx, neva due to • 'DO NOT RELEASE C0011400 until CAIR TEAM 
is NOTIFIED" 

Pending 

17-03519 Isaiah Vega 0 Autopsy Undetermned Undetermined 

17-03618 Diamond 
Thompson 

1 Autopsy Pending toxicology, micros, oeuropathOlNy, mud cad records, cultures due to • NOT retase COD/MOD 
until CAIR team is retifer * 

Pending 

17-03966 Nevaeh Stefano 0 Autopsy Intrautcne Fetal Demise due to Abrupt* Placentae due to Maternal Metrampemenine Inumtation Accident 

17-03980 14700 Winfield 5 Autopsy Pending toxicology, further studies, mitres, 11:Vieti of medical records due to "DO NOT RELEASE COO/MOD 
until CAIR Team notified'• 

Pending 

17-04165 Dante Ford 8 Autopsy Pending Ithilcobgy, muss, hatter studies due to "DO NOT RELEASE COOrmCD urea CA1R Team notted• • Pending 

17-04172 Aubrey Arleth 0 Autopsy Peeling ToTio:Pogy, MIDOSOSOc Pent! Tuj 
ASAIHS4  

17-04420 Aaron D. Jones 13 Autopsy Pending further investigation Pendng 

17-04624 Jeremiah Smith 0 Autopsy Penang Pending toidoVogy, micrescOPic.  and  further glides 

17-04732 Enrique Banana, 
mecrina 

2 Autopsy Pending toxicology Pending 
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EXHIBIT 6 



From: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehticklt@clarkcountyda.com> 
Date: Wed, May 31, 2017 at 5:09 PM 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 
To: Arthur Kane <alkane&yeviewiournal.corn> 
Cc: Karisa King <kkint.,(c),reviewiournal.com>, Brian Joseph <bjosephqDreviewjournal.cora>, Nicole Charlton 
<Nieple.Chariton(cii,clarkeountynv.gov>, "fudailelarkcountynv.gov" <fudaclarkcountynv.gov> 

Dear Art, 

We are in receipt of your records request. Due to the magnitude of the request and the 
review involved, we will be unable to have the records available by the end of the fifth 
business day. Each record has to be reviewed individually by experienced personnel, and, 
of course, those subject to privilege will not be disclosed. Additionally, it will take time to 
redact content of the records that are not subject to privilege. Because of the detail 
involved in this request, we are unable to determine at this time when they will be 
ready. As we progress, we will have a better idea of the timeframe. We will keep you 
updated as to the timeframe and the charges. 

If there are reports that you would like reviewed ahead of the others, let us know what 
they are and we will address those first. Additionally, any releases you get from families 
will expedite the process. 

Thanks, 

Laura 
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Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney 

Laura.RelifeldtOclarkcountyda.com  

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-47611F: 702-382-5178 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akane@reyiewiournal.coml  
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 4:37 PM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountvda.com>;  Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountvnv.gov>; 
fud@clarkcountvnv.gov  
Cc: Karisa King <kking@reviewiournal.com>;  Brian Joseph <bioseph@reviewiournalcom> 
Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

This is a request understate open records laws. 

I am seeking the entire autopsies of these specific deaths detailed in the attachment. As Laura Rehfeldt 
suggested in her letter of May 25, 2017, the coroner will provide autopsies if we identify particular cases. These 
are the cases we would like autopsies for. 

I understand there may be some some redaction. Please justify the legal reason for any of the redactions on the 
specific reports as we reserve the right to challenge those redactions. 

As you know. state law requires a response to open records requests within five business days. Please call or 
email if you have questions or there will be a cost for the documents. 

2 
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Thanks, 

art 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

@arthurrnkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurnikane 
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EXHIBIT 7 



From: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Relifeldt(4).clarkcountyda.com> 
Date: Tue, Jun 13, 2017 at 7:11 AM 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 
To: Arthur Kane <akaue@reviewiournal.com> 
Cc: Brian Joseph <biuseplICi:.-eviewiournal.com> 

Thanks Art. We'll look at these first. 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District. Attorney Senior Attorney 

Laura.Rehfeldtaiclarkcountyda.cont 

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-4761 I 17: 702-382-5173  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akane@reviewjournal.com]  
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 9:49 AM 

To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldt@clarktountyda.corn> 

1 
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Cc: Brian Joseph <biosephPreviewjournal.com> 

Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

Laura, you had asked if we can prioritize cases that we want redacted autopsies for. We were able to do that last 
week so if we can get these first that would be great. 

Decedent Name 
Abygaile Bennett 
Aiden James Leach 
Anhurak Jason Dej- 
Oudom 
Aralee Jo Ballance 
Cesar Navarro 
Cory Yoon Serra 
Dalavanh Arid Dej- 
Oudom 
Draven Kierstead 
Hope Stream Serra 
Jade Morris 
Karla Martinez 
Lex Donoso 
Malachai Melvin 
Joshua Long 
Richard J. Cromwell 
Romelo A Brayton 
Xonajuk J.J. Dej- 
Oudom 

On Wed, May 31, 2017 at 5:09 PM, Laura Rehfeldt <Lauraaehfeldteclarkcountyda.com> wrote: 

Dear Art, 

We are in receipt of your records request. Due to the magnitude of the request and the 
review involved, we will be unable to have the records available by the end of the fifth 
business day. Each record has to be reviewed individually by experienced personnel, 
and, of course, those subject to privilege will not be disclosed. Additionally, it will take 
time to redact content of the records that are not subject to privilege. Because of the 
detail involved in this request, we are unable to determine at this time when they will be 
ready. As we progress, we will have a better idea of the timeframe. We will keep you 
updated as to the timeframe and the charges. 

2 
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If there are reports that you would like reviewed ahead of the others, let us know what 
they are and we will address those first. Additionally, any releases you get from families 
will expedite the process. 

Thanks, 

Laura 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney 

Laura.Rebfeldt0clarkcountyda.com  

Clark County District Attorney Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-4761 I F: 702-382-5178  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom It Is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. lithe reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or If you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akane@reviewiournal.comj  
• Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 4:37 PM 

To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountvda.com>;  Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountvnv.gov>; 
fud@clarkcountvnv.gov  
Cc: Karisa King <kking@reviewiournal.com>;  Brian Joseph <bioseoh@reviewi_ournalcom> 
Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

3 
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This is a request understate open records laws. 

I am seeking the entire autopsies of these specific deaths detailed in the attachment. As Laura Rehfeldt 
suggested in her letter of May 25, 2017, the coroner will provide autopsies if we identify particular cases. 
These are the cases we would like autopsies for. 

I understand there may be some some redaction. Please justify the legal reason for any of the redactions on the 
specific reports as we reserve the right to challenge those redactions. 

As you know, state law requires a response to open records requests within five business days. Please call or 
email if you have questions or there will be a cost for the documents. 

Thanks, 

• Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

@arthurmkane 

4 
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Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286  

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurmkane 
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EXHIBIT 8 



From: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura. R ch feldt@clarkcountvda.corn> 
Date: Sun, Jul 9, 2017 at 10:40 AM 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 
To: Arthur Kane <alum e (ii!rev iew.io uma 1.com> 

Art, 

We are making progress. We have researched the cases going back to January 1, 2012 and 
identified those that are not child death review committee cases and subject to privilege 
under NRS 43213.407. The cases listed below are not child death review committee 
cases. We are commencing the redaction process with respect to these cases. I will check 
with the Coroner tomorrow with respect to a time frame, but I would think the redaction 
process and delivery to you could occur within the next 30 days. Again, I will verify 
tomorrow. 

Christopher Schmerber 

Sierra May Tate 

Chad Lee Moutray 

Fetus Salgado 

Fetus White 

Baby Boy Wickard 

Baby Girl Villalovos 

Baby Girl Burke 
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Baby Boy Swanson 

Isabelle Verrett 

Lilliana Marie Garnica 

Shara Jimenez 

Matthew David Hose 

Christina Tyler Cowan 

Tanner McKay Salisbury 

Baby Girl Drayton 

Tyree Poole 

Fetus Caution 

Julies Martinez 

Anthony Newton, II 

Baby Boy Van Dyke 

James Jonathon Keates 

layana Hester 

Lucy Raeann Sistrunk 

Connor Robb 

Gavin Michael Brooks-Yeager 

Nevaeh Angel Deherrera 

Baby Boy Murray 

Kali Nobles 

Baby Boy Hall 

Lela Provencio 

LVRJ081 
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Baby Boy Miranda 

Thomas Jones, Jr. 

Braxton Bare 

Aubrey Caudel 

Raquel Wilson 

Derreck Carter, Jr. 

Bella Leona Ortiz 

Jason Harlyn Mitchell 

Evangeline Lee-Dawn Reddin 

Dylan Cervantes 

Noah Flores 

Alayzah Marcus 

Hunter Araujo 

Brad Eugene Adams, Jr. 

Baby Boy Saner 

Fetus DeCamp 

Harmony Ferguson 

Thanks, 

Laura 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney 

Laura.Rehfeldteclarkcountyda.coin 

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

3 
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SOO S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-47611F: 702.382-5178 

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane rmailto:akaneOreviewiournal.comj 
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 4:19 PM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldtfaciarkcountvda.com> 
Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

Just checking to see when we should get the redacted autopsies we requested. 

Thanks, 

art 

On Wed, May 31, 2017 at 5:09 PM, Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountyda.com>  wrote: 

Dear Art, 

We are in receipt of your records request. Due to the magnitude of the request and the 
review involved, we will be unable to have the records available by the end of the fifth 
business day. Each record has to be reviewed individually by experienced personnel, 
and, of course, those subject to privilege will not be disclosed. Additionally, it will take 
time to redact content of the records that are not subject to privilege. Because of the 
detail involved in this request, we are unable to determine at this time when they will be 
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ready. As we progress, we will have a better idea of the timeframe. We will keep you 
updated as to the timeframe and the charges. 

If there are reports that you would like reviewed ahead of the others, let us know what 
they are and we will address those first. Additionally, any releases you get from families 
will expedite the process. 

Thanks, 

Laura 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney • 

Laura.Reb feldtPclarkco u n tyda.coni 

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-4761,1F: 702-382-5178  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane imailto:akane@reviewiournal.com]  
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 4:37 PM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeidt(ciarkcountvda.com>;  Nicole Charlton <Nicole.CharltonPclarkcountvnv.gov>; 
fudPclarkcountvnv.gov  

5 

LVRJ084 

104 



Cc: Karisa King <kking@reviewjournal.com>; Brian Joseph <bioseohOreviewiournal.corn> 

Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

This is a request understate open records laws. 

I am seeking the entire autopsies of these specific deaths detailed in the attachment. As Laura Rehfeldt 
suggested in her letter of May 25, 2017, the coroner will provide autopsies if we identify particular cases. 
These are the cases we would like autopsies for. 

1 understand there may be some some redaction. Please justify the legal reason for any of the redactions on the 
specific reports as we reserve the right to challenge those redactions. 

As you know, state law requires a response to open records requests within five business days. Please call or 
email if you have questions or there will be a cost for the documents. 

Thanks, 

art 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

@arthurmkane 
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Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurmkane 

LVRJ086 
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EXHIBIT 9 



From: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Relifeldtk4clarkcowityda.com> 
Date: Tue, Jul 11, 2017 at 6:21 PM 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 
To: Arthur Kane <akanaizreviewjournal.com> 

Art, 

Just to follow up, I confirmed that we should be able to complete the redaction of the 
reports listed in my previous email in the next thirty days. 

To this point, a significant amount of work has been performed. Several hours have been 
expended in compiling the reports, setting redaction parameters and commencing 
redaction. However, the County does not intend to charge the Review Journal for the 
extraordinary use of its personnel under NRS 239.055 for this preliminary work. That 
being said, due to the time, manpower, level of detail involved, and the necessity for 
experienced personnel in redacting documents, we will be requesting payment for further 
redaction. 

It is anticipated that redaction of these reports will take 10-12 hours. An attorney and the 
Director of the Coroner's Office will be performing the redaction. While the hourly cost of 
these employees is about $75 per hour, we are willing to offer the Review Journal a lower 
rate of $45 per hour. As soon as you let me know that the Review Journal is committed to 
these fees, we will move forward with the redaction process. We can even provide you 
with redacted documents as we complete them. 
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Attached please find samples of redacted autopsy reports. The language that is redacted 
consists of information that is medical, relates to the status of the decedent's health (or the 
mother of a baby), could be marked with stigmata or considered an invasion of privacy by 
the family. With respect to the autopsy reports of children decedents, most of the 
redacted information is related to medical or health related. Statements of diagnosis or 
opinion that are medical or health related that go to the cause of death are not 
redacted. Note that there is not much more information in the redacted documents than 
in the spreadsheets the Coroner's Office provided you. 

Again, once I hear from you that the R) is committed to the fees, we will continue with the 
redaction of the reports listed in my previous email. We will not move forward with the 
redaction until I hear from you about the fees. 

Thanks, 

Laura 

From: Laura Rehfeldt 
Sent: Sunday, July 09, 2017 10:40 AM 
To: 'Arthur Kane' <akane@reviewlournal.com> 
Subject: RE: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

Art, 

We are making progress. We have researched the cases going back to January 1, 2012 and 
identified those that are not child death review committee cases and subject to privilege 
under NRS 4326.407. The cases listed below are not child death review committee 
cases. We are commencing the redaction process with respect to these cases, I will check 
with the Coroner tomorrow with respect to a time frame, but I would think the redaction 
process and delivery to you could occur within the next 30 days. Again, I will verify 
tomorrow. 
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Christopher Schmerber 

Sierra May Tate 

Chad Lee Moutray 

Fetus Salgado 

Fetus White 

Baby Boy Wickard 

Baby Girl Villalovos 

Baby Girl Burke 

Baby Boy Swanson 

Isabelle Verrett 

Lilliana Marie Garnica 

Shara Jimenez 

Matthew David Hose 

Christina Tyler Cowan 

Tanner McKay Salisbury 

Baby Girl Drayton 

Tyree Poole 

Fetus Caution 

Julies Martinez 

Anthony Newton, H 

Baby Boy Van Dyke 

James Jonathon Keates 

layana Hester 
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Lucy Raeann Sistrunk 

Connor Robb 

Gavin Michael Brooks-Yeager 

Nevaeh Angel Deherrera 

Baby Boy Murray 

Kali Nobles 

Baby Boy Hall 

Lela Provencio 

Baby Boy Miranda 

Thomas Jones, Jr. 

Braxton Bare 

Aubrey Caudel 

Raquel Wilson 

Derreck Carter, Jr. 

Bella Leona Ortiz 

Jason Harlyn Mitchell 

Evangeline Lee-Dawn Reddin 

Dylan Cervantes 

Noah Flores 

Alayzah Marcus 

Hunter Araujo 

Brad Eugene Adams, Jr. 

Baby Boy Saner 

LVRJ090 
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Fetus DeCamp 

Harmony Ferguson 

Thanks, 

Laura 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney 

Laura.Rehreldtaclarkcountyda.com  

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-47611 F: 702-382-5178  

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 
exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akane@reviewiournal.com]  
Sent: Friday, July 07, 2017 4:19 PM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.Rehfeldt@clarkcountvda.com> 
Subject: Re: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

Just checking to see when we should get the redacted autopsies we requested. 

Thanks, 
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art 

On Wed, May 31, 2017 at 5:09 PM, Laura Rehfeldt <Laura.RehfcldtOclarkcountyda.com>  wrote: 

Dear Art, 

We are in receipt of your records request. Due to the magnitude of the request and the 
review involved, we will be unable to have the records available by the end of the fifth 
business day. Each record has to be reviewed individually by experienced personnel, 
and, of course, those subject to privilege will not be disclosed. Additionally, it will take 
time to redact content of the records that are not subject to privilege. Because of the 
detail involved in this request, we are unable to determine at this time when they will be 
ready. As we progress, we will have a better idea of the timeframe. We will keep you 
updated as to the timeframe and the charges. 

If there are reports that you would like reviewed ahead of the others, let us know what 
they are and we will address those first. Additionally, any releases you get from families 
will expedite the process. 

Thanks, 

Laura 

Laura C. Rehfeldt 

Deputy District Attorney I Senior Attorney 

Laura.RehreldtOclarkcountyda.coin 

Clark County District Attorney I Civil Division 

500 S. Grand Central Parkway, Las Vegas, NV 89106 

T: 702-455-47611F: 702-382-5178  
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CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic message is intended to be viewed only by the individual or entity to 
whom it is addressed. It may contain information that is protected by the attorney client privilege, confidential, and 

: exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is 
strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the 
employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, or if you have received this 
communication in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and delete the original message and any 
copies of it from your computer. Thank you. 

From: Arthur Kane [mailto:akanePreviewiournalcom  
Sent: Friday, May 26, 2017 4:37 PM 
To: Laura Rehfeldt <Lattra.Rehfeldt@clarkcountyda.com>; Nicole Charlton <Nicole.Charlton@clarkcountvnv.gov>; 
fud@clarkcountynv.gov  
Cc: Karisa King <kking@reviewiournal.com>; Brian Joseph <bioseph@reviewiournal.com> 
Subject: OPEN RECORDS REQUEST 

This is a request understate open records laws. 

I am seeking the entire autopsies of these specific deaths detailed in the attachment. As Laura Rehfeldt 
suggested in her letter of May 25, 2017, the coroner will provide autopsies if we identify particular cases. 
These are the cases we would like autopsies for. 

I understand there may be some some redaction. Please justify the legal reason for any of the redactions on the 
specific reports as we reserve the right to challenge those redactions. 

As you know, state law requires a response to open records requests within five business days. Please call or 
email if you have questions or there will be a cost for the documents. 

Thanks, 

art 

Thanks, 
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Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286  

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 

Investigative Reporter 

Las Vegas Review-Journal 

702-383-0286 

@arthurmkane 

Thanks, 

Arthur Kane 
Investigative Reporter 
Las Vegas Review-Journal 
702-383-0286 
@arthurmkane 
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Clerk County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lana 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(102) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Nandor. 1245016 

May 30, 2012 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

PATHOLOGICAL EXAMINATIM ON THE BODY OP 

MVO SALGADO 

PATHOLOGIC DIAGNOSIS 

I. extreme prematurity. 
A. 18-week-old fetus. 
De immature organs, per histology. 
C. lye lids fused. 

rx. 

III. Methamphetsmine intemicetion. 
A. Waternal nethamphetamine use. 

OPINION 

CAUSE OF DRAT& This approximately 18-week-old stillborn male, 
fetus Salgado, died of extreme prematurity due to placental 
abruption due to maternal methamphetamine use. 

=DIM or MUM ACCIDP2a 

According to Investigations, his mother arrived by private 
vehicle on 
05/20/12 at approximately 1728 hours. 

Dassnehation k mateletat 
Socetwary disasinksetion a I document Is protribtrect 
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Clerk County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89106 
(702) 4554210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cass Number: 12.05016 

The fetus is slightly macerated with some decompositional fluid 
internally. All the body organs were in their usual and anatomic 
positions. No evidence of injury was identified on internal 
examination. 

117 

Gavin, 
Medical Examiner 
Clark County COroner 
Las Vegas, NV 

La/rim/emu 

Damon b reatdcted. 
Secondary Gaon oI UW, doomed Is prohlblted 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Pink) Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 50105 
(702) 455.3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cass Number: 12.05016 

May 30, 2012 

POSTMORTEM REAMINATIOW ON TER RODT or 

Fetus Salgado 

PRIMA:TR= POOTHORTMI AMAMIRATION 

An autopsy examination is performed on the body of Salgado, 
Fetus at the Clark County Coroner's Office, on the 30th day of 
May 2012, commencing at 0850 hours. 

The body is received within a sealed body bag (seal 8789825). 
Which is opened on 05/30/12 at 0720 hours by J.H. #287. The body 
is identified by a Clark County Coroner/Medical Examiner 'toe 
tar, which accompanies the body, and includes: Clark County 
Coroner Case 12-05016; Name: Salgado, Fetus; Date .of Death: 
05/29/12; Time of Death: 1026 hours; CCOO Investigator: #209. 

UTIMMAL RIAMINATIOM (INCLUDING INUIMEEM) 

The body is received unclad. 

There are no accompanying personal effects. 

The body is pink with minimal maceration of the bead and back. 

The body is cold (refrigerated). Rigor mortis is not present. 
Livor mortis is not identifiable. 

OA don la tad 
Secondary dineemenden of Oh document hi prohibited 
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Cleric County Coroner 
1704 Pinto Lane 

Las Vegas, NV 89105 
(702) 455-3210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Case Number: 12-05016 

PAGE TWO 

No identifying marks or scare axe readily apparent. 

There ie no evidence of medical intervention. 

IVXDOXECE OF ZNJUIY 

No injuries are identified on external and internal examination. 

ellerreadnedon Is restricted. 
Secondary dlaseemiradon of this rlocuroant b protrIbIted. 
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Clark County Coroner 
1704 Plnb3 Lana 

Lae Val" NV 88105 
(702) 4354210 

AUTOPSY REPORT 

Cu. Number: 12-05016 

PAGE THREE 

ENTEDIAL EXAKINATION (RICLUDINO XNUDRIXO) 

BODY CAV1TIBBg 

HEAD (CENTRAL NERVOUS BYNTEM)i 

NECK AND PEARYMI 

CARDIOVASCULAR OMEN: 

Diaaarninadon Oa restricted 
Secondary disarrearsetIon of this document is "chiliad 
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