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SCOPE Il User Guide - Query & View

= Moniker’®!
= ViN
= LIC PLT/LIC State
» Parameters that can be queried with or without the Last Name, however, the candidate list
return rules are different:

*  S0OC only {will return ali candidates with that SOC, including those records with the SOC
as primary and those with the SOC listed as an additional)

* SOC with other query parameters (will return all candidates with that SOC first, then
candidates with a match on the name and other identifiers)

A\

You may also use a wildcard search which provides the ability to query using partial data. The
asterisk (*} is used as the wild card search character. The wild card can be in any position: start,
middle or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N). Wild cards will be allowed on the
following field parameters:

= Name
= Moniker
= license Plate Number
" VIN
7.5.2  Additional Citizens Report Query Parameters

» Reason Code and Attention are optional fields. If used, both fields must be filled in. Correct
usage of these fields will be determined by the administrator of each agency.

» There are two checkmark boxes that give you further control over your search:

v" SQUNDEX: Check this box if you are unsure of the spelling of the name and want a
soundex search to provide you a candidate ist of similar sounding names. The scundex
will search both first and last names (if included in the search). Ex., “Pati Peters” will
search Pati, Patty, Patricia, Pete, etc. for the first name and Peters, Peterson, Petersen,
etc. for the last name. You may also run a soundex search on just the last name or just
the first name.

v" INCLUDE HISTORY: The following items are moved to History:

* PBR
* Address
*» Phone
¢ E-Mail

1 Fegture 19361 — March 2017
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SCOPE ]I User Guide - Query & View |

= (CPSOR
* Address
« Vehicle
= Missing Persons
* Person
* Vehicle
*  ATL
* Person
* Vehicie

»  CCW Permits

To view the history you will need to click on the INCLUDE HISTORY and FULL RECORD
RESPONSE checkboxes. Histary is only viewabie in Full Record mode.

You will only be able to see history in the modules you are authorized to view.

7.6 Responses

7.6.1 Full Response
After you send your query you will receive a response containing all of the data that you are authorized
to view. The response will contain high lighted and low lighted data. This allows you to view the entire
response, including the information which will be removed from the printed report. Below is an exam ple
showing what you may receive after hitting SEND,

RESPONSE .t it it i e L]

CITIZENS DIS QUERY: 1D=1234367

ALERTS {4]
CONY PERS CRIM HIST WRK CRD/BUS LIC WEAPONS

ID #: 3234567

LEGACY SIDn 132554 EEGADY VI #105-10234887

MAM; ZTEST, ZIGGY ZION LOB: 7/7/1928 SO ‘ﬂ

SEX: M RAC: W HEGT: 510 WGT: 185 HAIR: SLD EYE: Bt
AGE: ot

ADR: RS S578 SUNSET RO, L¥K EFFECTIVE DATE: 1.2

EOL e BEG A LD TEGSE METRD 2D DATE: 5

Citizens Report - Primary Data (partial screenshot with Low Lighted data)
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SCOPE I User Guide Query & View

ETEST, ZIGGY ZIDN

LAS VEGAS METRC PD &/15/1688

HNORTH LAS VEGAS MUNI
TEST, RECORD ONE COLRT

LAS WEGAS METRO PO
LAG YEGAS METRC PO
LAS VEGAS METRQ PR

TEST, RECORD OLD
TEST, RECORD TWS
SMITH, JUSTIN

GIGIHLG
ZIGZAG

NORTH LAS VEGAS PD 11571588

LAS VEGAS METRO PD £/15/1998

it
A1

R

FA1EG

LAS VEGAS METRC 8D £/15/1988

Citizens Report - Additional PBR Information {partial screenshot with Low Lighted data)
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SCOPE I User Guide - Query & View

TIER LEVEL: YERIFICATION ATY:

CREATED BY:

FEFTED Bv:

DESCRIPTION: YEAR: HTARTE: TEMP, BEG

TIEW LEVEL:

ITERIMG AGEHLY LHEATED #y:

LAST MODIFIED BY: &

REGISTEREDR

OEFEMNSE! YEARRL BYATE: TEPE. HEG, X

s

CREATED

LART MODIFIEG R

GFFETSE: BTATE: TENP. ROG. CXE:

LS MOGIFIED 8

TIER LEVEL: YERIFICATION DAYE:

MY E

TED By

ST RODEFLED 8Yr

TRG AGERCY: 145
£

REGISTERED: FTATULS GFFENSE:

YEAR: STAYE:

TIER LEVE

Kl

MERIFYCATION GiATEr 7 ' !

LREATED

VERTFTCATION DATE: FRIFARY:

STATE: 28 CO0E:

LAST MOUIFIED BY:

Citizens Report - CPSOR [partial screenshot with Low Lighted data}
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SCOPE Il User uide - Quer & View

OTHER UNKHOWN

01/01/20067 B6:00:00

ENTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGAS METRG PO CREATED BY: MIGRATICN FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21145123 LAST MGDIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOFE 01/08/2013 21136102

COTHER WICTIM LAS VEGAS METRC PD

88-GE000I

ENTERING AGEMCY: LAS VEGAS METRO PD CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21:45:23 LAST HODIFIED BY:

MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21:46:04

Citizens Report - Incidents Module (partial screenshot)

EHTVERING AGERLY: LA3 vE

CREATED 8Y: DHD

LAST MOBIFIED BY:

Citizens Report — Probation/House Arrest Module {partial screenshot with Low Lighted data)

I, sy
Toec CHARGE: TYPE  canito: OFF: 59999 OTHER () ROBE  COUNTS: 1 EVT#: 070103-3021

COH: 4450248 UNYNOWH STATUS: CONTIHUED SEQ®: 200 CREATED: 51/03/2007 UPDATED: 01/05/2013 JUV/CERT/ ADULT:

R SRR 5
11372807 55909 GTHER () ROBB
CCON: 34285484

R

UMKNOWH

TERM OF SENTENCE SUSFENDED
CREDIT TIME SERVEC -1 -1 ~1 -3 HG

COMMUNITY SERVICE -1 -1 -1 -1

PROBATION -} -1 -1 -1
LEGACY DISPOY FCN 311311155

ENTERTNG AGENLY! LAS VEGAS METAC PR CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE GL/03/2007 UDi00:00 LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM
LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 22:22:35

Citizens Report - Criminal History {partial screenshot}
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SCOPE Il User Guide ~ Query & View

TYPE: JURISDICTION.
WORKCARD UNKHOWN UNKROWR
STATUS: 1SSUE DATE: EXPIRATION DATYE:
APPROVED 10/7/1996 17172076
i BL ¥ PRINTS TAREH DAYE: FINGERPRIMNYING AGENCY:

PROGIF (37 CITYZENSHIE

COMHENTS: CAESAR'S PRLACE-BUS PERSON

ENTERING AGENCY: Lyt CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACGY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21:47:87 LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCORE
01/06/2013 21:47:107

Citizens Report - Werk Card Module {partial screenshot with Low Lighted data)

GUN REGISTRATION REQUIRED TN CLARX COUNTY ONLY

ALY LS

ENTERIMNG AGERCY: L

CREATED BY: 4 LAST MOUITIED 8Y: 4

URLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED. VIOLATION WILL SUBJECT THE OFFENDER TO

CRIMINAL ARG CEVIL LIADILITY.
LAS VEGAS METRO P 02/04/2013 D9:4%:59

RELEASE TO: |

ENTERTNG AGEHCY: UNKNOWN  CREATED BY: SIIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOFE CE/15/1888 00:00:00 LAST MODIFIED BY: DMD 01/23/2013 08:25:10

Citizens Report - Weapons Module (partial screenshot, with Low Lighted data ond Dissemination Stamp}

After you review the response you will have an opportunity to initiate a printable report. When you are
ready to print, enter the name of the person who will be receiving the report.

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION 1S PRONIBITED. VIGLATION WILL
SUBIECT THE OFFEHDER TO CRIMINAL AND CIVEL LIABILITY.
LAS VEGAS METRO PO ;.04;23;2013 12:23:58

D Smith p=1234

Click on the GO TO PRINT VIEW button to view the report. The following pop-up box will appear:
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SCOPE II User Guide - Query & View .

%ﬁe%ﬁ Inciude Dissemination Stamp?

To include the Dissemnination Stamp, click on OK. If you would like to receive the report without the
stamp, click on Cancel.

PER MEVADA REVISED STATUTES, LAS VEGAS METRC PD IS AUTHORIFED TO RELEASE OUR AGENCY'S
CRIMINAL HISTORY INFORMATION ONLY. FOR OTHER AGEMCY INFORMATION, CONTACY THE AGENCY
DIRECTLY - OR - FOR COMPLETE SACKGROUND CHECK, CONTACT THE STATE OF NEVADA REPOSITORY.

UNLAWFUL DISSEHINATION OF THIS RESTRICVED INFORMATICH IS PROHIBITED. VIOLATION WitL
SUBJECT THE OFFENDER TO CRIMENAL ANDF CIVIL LTABILITY,
LAS YEGAS METRE PO GEINE< / 25/ 2013 12:29:22

RELEASE TO: D SMITH F21234

The screen will refresh, update the Dissemination Stamp and display a Print Preview button.

Click the PRINT PREVIEW button and a window will pop up with the document. Either right click on the
document or press Ctrl + P on your keyboard.

You will then see the response in a printable report. Each page of the report will include the
Dissemination Stamp. *%

52 (reature 14934 - September 2015)
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SCOPE Il User Guide ~ Query & View
M

782 Data Flelds

Attention Enter the name and badge/personnel number of the person
requesting the inquiry.

If used, must also fill out Reason Code field.

Date of Birth Search as exact match or a range. To query a range, select a number
(DOB) from the drop-down menu.

s MM 01-12

s  DD:01-31

*  YYYY: 4-digit year
Event Number / Department Enter the event number or Department Record number. Must be
Record Number (EVT / DR#) exact match to receive a response.,

Query with hyphen {i.e., 130128-1234 or 94-12345).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic, numeric and special characters.
Height (HGT) Enter a value of 0-9 in the FT field. Inches (IN) may be entered as
one or two numbers (i.e., 1 or ¢1), with a maximum of 11.

To query a range, select a number from the drop-down menu.
1D# A system generated number within SCOPE.

Maximum 9 numeric characters,

Legacy (D# Enter ID number from SCOPE Legacy. Must be queried with prefix
Cs-. . : .

Maximum 15 numeric characters.

Legacy SID# Enter SCOPE Legacy system Identification number, (Note this is not
the Legacy ID# or State ID#)

Maximum 8 numeric characters

License Plate # (LIC) Enter & license plate number.

May query using a witdcard search. The asterisk (*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maxirmum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters. No spaces or
special characters {hyphens or symbols) are allowed.

The License Plate field will allow for the entry of special characters
(’:'e'r s */ #.r ?!//} \I @l + #I etc}- 53

253 (reature 16404 - June 2015)
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SCOPE I1 User Guide - Query & View
W

License State (LIS) Select from the drop-down menu the state that corresponds with
the license plate number field.

Moniker Enter a nickname or alias of the subject.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk {*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 50 alphanumeric and spaces. Will not accept hyphens
or special characters >

Name Enter the name of the subject (last, first and middle initial or name).
(Last, First & Middle)

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 30 alphabetic characters, apostrophe and hyphen.

Name Suffix Select from the drop-down menu. A name denoting seniority, titles
or degrees (i.e., IR, SR, ill, MD).

Race Select from the drop-down menu.2®

Reason Code Select the reason for the inguiry from the drop-down menu. Codes

mirror those in JLINK lil query.6

If used, must also fill out Attention field.

Sex Seiect from the drop-down menu.

SOcC# Enter as 9 consecutive digits with no punctuation. For example: SOC
) R vould be entered as NV l

VIN # Enter the vehicle’s identification number.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk {*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters.
Weight (WGT) Enter a value of 1 to 999. To query a range, select a number from
the drop-down menu.

54 Feature 18945 (March 2017)

55 (feature 14701- January 2016)

56 (Feature 17374- January 2016)
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SCOPE II User Guide - Query & View
st Ve A, boshedel S et A

7.7  Media

MEDIAREPORT . . R —
REASON CODE | ~i ATTENTION

me | LEGACY ID#
LEGACY SID# EVT/DRi*
EMPLOYEE ID#

socs |

SUFFIX |

HAM® [
MONIKER*

pOB Ir] I¢ | | (3 ]+~ YEARS

RAC  [ANY Vi SEX [any v

HGT e [ T 9eem.

wat } t8. [0 ~ilesis

LIC PET LIC STATE [aHY vl
VEN*
[srAi] P Provi |
Media Report Query Screen

7.7.1 Media Report Query Parameters
> Parameters requiring a Last Name to query (other identifiers may also be included in your

search):
*  First Name * Race
*  Middle Name = Sex
= Suffix = HGT
= DOB ¥ WGET

» Parameters that may be queried on their own {other identifiers may also be included in your

search):
» last Name *  Employee ID#
= ID# = legacy ID#
= |egacy SID# ®  Evt/DR#>7

» Parameters that can by queried with or without a Last Name (other identifiers may also be
included in your search):

57 reature 18712 (November 2016)
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SCOPE II User Guide ~ Query & View

*  Moniker®?
= VIN
= LIC PLT/LIC State
» Parameters that can be queried with or without the Last Name, however, the candidate list
return rules are different:

*  SOC only (will return all candidates with that SOC, including those records with the SOC
as primary and those with the SOC listed as an additional)

*  S0OC with gther query parameters {will return all candidates with that SOC first, then
candidates with a match on the name and other identifiers)

v

You may also use a wildcard search which provides the ability to query using partiai data. The
asterisk {*} is used as the wild card search character. The wild card can be in any position: start,
middle or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N). Wild cards wilf be allowed on the
following field parameters:

*  Name

»  Moniker

* License Plate Number
*  VIN

7.7.2  Additienal Media Report Query Parameters
» Reason Code and Attention are optional fields. If used, both fields must be filled in. Correct
usage of these fields will be determined by the administrator of each agency.

¥ There are two checkmark boxes that give you further control over your search:

v" SOUNDEX: Check this box if you are unsure of the spelling of the name and want a
soundex search to provide you a candidate list of similar sounding names. The soundex
will search both first and last names (if included in the search). Ex., “Pati Peters” will
search Pati, Patty, Patricia, Pete, etc. for the first name and Peters, Peterson, Petersen,
etc. for the last name. You may also run a soundex search on just the last name or just
the first name.

v" INCLUDE HISTORY: The following items are moved to History:

= PBR

258 Feature 19361 — Morch 2017
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| SCOP II User Guie - Qur& View __

*  Address
e Phone
*  E-Mail

= CPSOR
* Address
* Vehicle

*  Missing Persons

e Person

*  Vehicle
® ATL

= Person

* Vehicle
*  CCW Permits

To view the history you will need to click on the INCLUDE HISTORY and FULL RECORD
RESPONSE checkboxes. History is only viewable in Full Record mode.

You will only be able to see history in the modules you are authorized to view.

7.8 '+ Responses

7.8.1 Full Response
After you send your query you will receive a response containing all of the data that you are authorized
to view. Below is an example showing what you may receive after hitting SEND.
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SCOPE Il User Guide - Query & View

RESPONSE. . oo oo S I
MEQTA DTS QUERY: o= 134547

ALTRTS {4}
CENY FERS TR HIST WRE CRD/DIS LIC WEAPGRS

0 7L 124567
LEGREYT Sk
AR ZYEST,

LEGRUY 1Y 5
Bl O
HGE: 50 WG 185 HAIR: 8L EYE: 8Li}

UEPLETINE SR

BATY

Media Report - Primary Information {with Low Lighted dota}
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CPE 11 Usr Gid - Quer & Vew

ZTEST, ZIGGY ZION LAS VEGAS METRG PD 64151988
TEST, RECORD ONE gg%‘;?:_ LS VEGAS MUNE §/15/1988
TEST, RECORD O LAY VEGAS METRO PD £/15/15E8
TEST, RECORD TWQ LAF VEGAE METRD PO /13/1528
SMITH, JUSTIN LAS VEGAS METRC PO 6/13/1528

GIGILO MORTH LAS YEGAS FD 8/15/1988
ZIGZAG LAS VEGAS METRO £D &/15/1983

Media Report - Additional PBR Data {partial screenshot with Low Lighted data)
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SCOPE Il User Guide - Query & View

REGISTERF D

TEMP, REG, EXP.2

TIER LEYEL: SRIFICATION DATS:

ERMTERING AGE

CRERTED BY:

LAST MUDIFIED 8Y: 00

BEGISTERED

a
g
!
o
E
o
i
o
=
ol
o
=

HTAYE: TEMP, RESG. EXP.

TIEA LEVEL:

EAST MODIFIED 8Y:

VERIFIUATION DATE:

AGOGRESS: CIVY: STATE: 2iP CODE:

e

LAST MODIFIED BY:

CREATED BY

ENTERING AGENC
¢ FCO

CREATED #v LAST MUODIFTED 87 ¢

Media Report - Incidents Module (purtial screenshot with Low Lighted data}
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SCOPE 11 User Guide - Query & View

LAFY MODIFIET By

AGEHCY:

Media Report - Probation/House Arrest Module (partiol screenshot with Low Lighted data)

£ EEZ FALL TO OFF: 56999 OTHER (} ROES  COUNTS: ©
STATUS: CONTINUED CREATED: 01/03/2007 UPDATED: 01/06/2013 JUV/CERT/ ADULT:
©0:80:00 22:10:37 20ULT

CON: 4dde3ad PNHNOWH

UNKHGWH
FACILITY:

M
CCMMUNITY SERVICE -1

4 1 -1

FRODATICN -1 1 1

SUSFENDED
[Ela]

TERS OF SENTENCE -1 -1 3
CREDIT TIME SERWED -3 -1 1 I

LEGACY DISPG: PCH L1:12153
MIGRATION PRUM LEGACY SCOPE Q1/63/2007 09:20:00 LAST MCGDIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM

ENTERING AGENCY: LAS VESAS METRG PD  CREATED 8Y:
LEGACY SCORE 81/06/2013 22:22:35
Media Report — Criminal History (partial screenshot)

DESCRIPTION:
UNKNCWH

ISSUE DATE:
19/7/18%8

TYPE;
WORKCARD

Medie Report — Work Card Module (partial screenshot with Low Lighted datg)
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W

GUN REGISTRATION REQUIREC IN CLARK COUNTY ONLY

CREATED #7,

By

HE-ZLE OARL
COMMENTYH

ERYERTNG AL

UNLAWFUL DISSEMIMATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED. VIOLATION WILL SUBJECT THE OFFENDER FO
CRIME VL LIABILITY.
LAS VEGAS METRO PD 270442015 10:32:46

RELEASE TO: |

ENTERING AGENCY: UNKNOWN CREAYTED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGECY SCOPE 05/15/1988 66:00:00 LAST MODIFIED 8Y: OMD 01/23/3013 08:25:10

Medla Report — Weapons Module {partial screenshot with Low Lighted data and Dissemination Stamp}

After you review the response you will have an opportunity to initiate a printable report. When you are
ready to print, enter the name of the person who will be receiving the report.

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED. VIGLATION WILL
SUBIECT THE OFEENDER TQ HAL AND CIVIL LEABILITY,
LAS VEGAS HETRO PD%M’IS;‘QUIB 12:23:58

D smith p=1234] o

Click on the GO TO PRINT VIEW button to view the report. The following pop-up box will appear:
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M

To include the Dissemination Stamp, click on OK. If you would like to receive the report without the
stamp, click on Cancel.

PER NEVADA REVISED STATUTES, LAS VEGAS METRO PO 18 AUTHORIZED TO RELEASE QUR AGENCY'S
CRIMINAL HISTORY INFORBIATION ONMLY. FOR OTHER AGENCY INFORMATION, CONTACT THE AGEHCY
BIRELTLY ~ OR ~ FOR COMPLETE BACKGROUND CHECK, CONTACT THE STATE OF REVADA REFOSITORY.

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION DF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PROBIBITED. VIDLATION WILL
SUBIECT THE OFF 10 CRIMINAL AND CIVIL LIABILITY.
LAS VEGAS METRO PUY 3/ 23/ 2013 12:20:22

RELEASE TO: D SMITH P#31234

The screen will refresh, update the Dissemination Stamp and display a Print Preview button.

Click the PRINT PREVIEW button and a window will pop up with the document. Either right click on the
document or press Ctrl + P on your keyboard.

You will then see the response in a printable report. Each page of the report will include the
Dissemination Stamp, 2*°

| pen CHREE e

.

258 (Feature 14534 - September 2015)
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Attention

Enter the name and badge/personnel number of the person
requesting the inquiry.

if used, must also fill out Reason Code field.

Date of Birth
(DOB)

Search as exact match or a range. To query a range, select a number
from the drop-down menu.

¢ MM:01-12
s DD:01-31
& YYYY: 4-digit year

Event Number / Department
Record Number (EVT / DR#)

Enter the event number or Department Record number, Must be
exact match to receive a response.

Query with hyphen (i.e., 130128-1234 or 94-12345),

Maximum of 20 alphabetic, numeric and special characters,

Height (HGT) Enter a value of 0-9 in the FT field. Inches (IN) may be entered as
one or two numbers (i.e., 1 or 01), with a maximum of 11,
To query a range, select a number from the drop-down menu.

1B A system generated number within SCOPE.
Maximum 9 numeric characters.

Legacy iD# Enter ID number from SCOPE Legacy. Must be queried with prefix
€S- Maximum 15 numeric characters.

Legacy SID# Enter SCOPE Legacy system Identification number. (Note this is not

the Legacy ID# or State ID#)

Maximum 8 numeric characters

License Plate # (LIC}

Enter a license plate number.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g,, HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters. No spaces or
special characters {hyphens or symbols) are allowed.

The License Plate fieid will allow for the entry of special characters
(i'ev r *r #l ?J /I \! @1 +} #1 Etc')' 260

License State (LIS)

Select from the drop-down menu the state that corresponds with
the license plate number field.

Moniker

Enter a nickname or alias of the subject.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

{Fegture 16404 - June 2015}
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Maximum of 50 alphabetic and spaces. Will not accept hyphens,
special characters or numbers.

Name
(Last, First & Middle)

Enter the name of the subject (last, first and middle initial or name).

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk {*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 30 alphabetic characters, apostrophe and hyphen.

Name Suffix Select from the drop-down menu. A name denoting seniority, titles
or degrees {i.e., iR, SR, lIl, MD},
Race Select from the drop-down menu, !

Reason Code

Select the reason for the inquiry from the drop-down menu. Codes
mirror those in JLINK 1} query 22

If used, must also fill out Attention field.

Sex Select from the drop-down menu.

SOC# Enter as 9 consecutive digits with no punctuation. For example: SOC
ould be entered as

VIN # Enter the vehicle’s identification number.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g.,, HEN¥, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters,

Weight (WGT)

Enter a value of 1 to 999, To query a range, select a number from
the drop-down menu.

e {Feature 14701- January 2016}

262 (Feature 17374- January 2016)
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7.10 CAS
CAStL . .. . -
REASON CODE | i ATTENTION |
2 LEGACY TD#
LEGACY SID# EVT/DR#*
EMPLOYEE ID#
soce  |: s
sureix [ %] [T1SOUNDEX  [T}INCLUDE HISTORY
NAMY LAST R - st e Do o
MONIKER™
poB 171 s ] | (B} +/-YEARS
RAC  [ANY vl osEx [Awy ~}
et [ e [::]m. e ~lw-m
WGT :L& 9  wisls,
[CleacAl | Pt Preven | Send

CAS! Report Query Screen

7.10.2 CASI Report Query Parameters
> Parameters requiring a Last Name to query (other identifiers may also be included in your

search):
®=  First Name * Race
*  Middle Name = Sex
»  Suffix . . *  HGT
= DOB = WGT

> Parameters that may be queried on their own (other identifiers may alsc be included in your

search);
* last Name = Employee ID#
= |D# * |egacy ID#
*  legacy SID# = Evt/DR#?3

> Parameters that can by queried with or without a Last Name {other identifiers may also be
included in your search):
*  Moniker?

Y/

Parameters that can be queried with or without the Last Name, however, the candidate list
return ruies are different:

3 fegture 18712 - November 2016
% Feature 19361 ~ March 2017
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*  SOConly {will return all candidates with that SOC, including those records with the SOC

as primary and those with the SOC iisted as an additional}

*  SOC with other guery parameters (will return all candidates with that SOC first, then

candidates with a match on the name and other identifiers)

You may also use a wildeard search which provides the ability to query using partial data. The
asterisk (*) is used as the wild card search character. The wild card can be in any position: start,
middle or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N). Wild cards will be allowed on the

7.10.2 Additional CASI Report Query Parameters

Reason Code and Attention are optional fields. If used, both fields must be filled in. Correct

usage of these fields will be determined by the administrator of each agency.

There are two checkmark boxes that give you further controf over your search:

v" SOUNDEX: Check this box if you are unsure of the spelling of the name and want a
soundex search to provide you a candidate list of similar sounding names. The soundex
will search both first and last names (if included in the search). Ex., “Pati Peters” will
search Pati, Patty, Patricia, Pete, etc. for the first name and Peters, Petersan, Petersen,

etc. for the last name. You may also run a soundex search on just the fast name or just

¥" INCLUDE HISTORY: The following items are moved to History:

.
following field parameters:
=  Name
*  Moniker
)\,
5
the first name.
= PBR
¢ Address
« Phone
o  E-Mail
=  (CPSOR
¢ Address
s Vehicle
»  Missing Persons
* Person
* Vehicle
« ATL
» Person
s Vehicle
VAGE71042)
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s CCW Permits

To view the history you will need to click on the INCLUDE HISTORY and FULL RECORD
RESPONSE checkboxes. History is only viewable in Full Record mode.

You will only be able to see history in the modules you are authorized to view,

7.11 Responses

7.11.1 Full Response
After you send your query you will receive a response containing all of the data that you are authorized
to view. Below is an example showing what you may receive after hitting SEND.

CASI DIS QUERY: ID=1234567

ID #: 12324567

LEGACY SYD: 1328561 LEGACY ID #: C5-1232567

NAM: ZTEST, ZIGEY ZIOR DOB: 7/7/1%528

SEX: M RAC: & HGT: 510 WGET: 185 HAIR: BLD EYE: BLU
SPC #: SPC

CASI Report - Primary Data

ZTEST, ZIGEY 210N

LAS VEGAS METRO 50 61572588
TEST, REGORD ONE HORTH LAS VEGAS MuNi §/15/1988
TEST, RECORD OLD LAS VEGAS METRG PO 81571982
TEST, RECORD TWO LAS VEGAS METRE PO &/15/1988
SMITH, JUSTiN LAS VEGAS METRG PD 8/15/1982

GIGHG
2IGZ2AG

NORTH LAS YEGAS PD &/15/1988
LAS VEGAS METRCG FD 6/1371988

TIFIIG2¢ LAS VEGAS METRE PO 5715/1%489%
CAS! Repart — Additional PBR Data
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OFFENSE! OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: YEAR: STATE: TEHMP, REG. EXP.:
§/16/1988 MUET REGISTER %99S SEXUAL ASSLTY ZC133458 - MUST REG 1500 33
TIER LEVEL: VERIFICATION DATE:

ENTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGAS METRO PO CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOFE 06/ 1671588 00100:50 LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROMLEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21:51:53

REGISTERED: STATUS: OFFENSE: OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: YEAR: STATE: TEMP. REG, EXP.
8/af1980 SEX OFKDR REG 95594 RARE - SEX 1585 NV
TIER LEVEL: VERIFICATION DATE:

EMTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGLE METRO P CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE 09/0471630 00:00:00 1LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOPE (170672013 21:51:583

REGISTERED: STATUS: OGFFEMSE: OFFEMSE DESCRIPTIDN: YEAR: STATE: TEHP, REG. EXPa
571611988 REGISTERELD $99%0 COM BURG - GROSS MIS 1885 HyY
TIER LEVEL: VERIFICATEON DATE:

ENTERING AGENCY: |LAS VEGAS METRO PC CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOFE 05/14/1588 00:00:00 LAST MORIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOPE D1/08/2013 21:51:33

CASI Report — CPSOR Module

ARREST DATE: 1/3/2007 PEN#; 11111355
T¥PE: UNK FAIL TO: OFF: 89695 OTHER () ROBE COUNTS: 1
STATYS: CONTINUED JUVFCERT fADULY: ADULT
BISPO DATE: FINAL OFF: DISPO; SENTENCED:
17372007 96595 OTHER () ROBS LINCNOWH
FACILITY:

TERM OF GENTEMCE SUSPENDED COMMUMITY SERVICE
CREDIT TIME SERVED -t | -1 -1 -3 NG SROBATION -1 -1 w3 -1
LEGACY DISPO; PLM 11111155

L

CAS!I Report —~ Criminal History

TYH DESCRIPTIL: JURISDICTICH
WORKCARE IR MO UNHKNCWH
BSTATUS: ISSUE DATE: EXPIRATION DATE:
AFFROVED IN/FI1998 LL/207E

PRINTS TAKEN DATE:

COMMENTS: CAESAR'S PALACE-SUS PERSGN

ENTERING AGEMCY: LM CREATED 8Y: MIGRATICN FAOHM LEGACY SCORE CL/OH/R013 21047107 LAST MODIFIED BY: MISRATION FROM LEGATY SCOFE
01/06/2013 21:27:07

ENTERING AGENCY: UNKMOWH  CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACTY SCORE B6/15/1968 00:00:08 LAST MODIFIED 8Y: GMD 01723/2043 £E:26:30

CASI Report — Work Card Module {end of report)

After you review the response you will have an opportunity to initiate a printable report. When you are
ready to print, click on PRINT PREVIEW.

The screen will refresh and display a Print Preview button.
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Click the PRINT PREVIEW button and a window will pop up with the document. Either right click on the
document or press Ctrl + P on your keyboard.

Attention

Enter the name and badge/personnel number of the person
requesting the inquiry.

¥ used, must also fill out Reason Code field.

Date of Birth
(DCB)

Search as exact match or a range. To query a range, select a number
from the drop-down menu.

s MM:01-12
¢« DP;01-31
*  YYYY: 4-digit year

Event Number / Department
Record Number (EVT / DR#)

Enter the event number or Department Record number, Must be
exact match to receive a response.

Query with hyphen (i.e., 130128-1234 or 94-12345).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic, numeric and special characters.

Height (HGT}

Enter a value of 0-9 in the £T field. Inches (IN} may be entered as
one or two numbers (i.e., 1 or 01), with 2 maximum of 11.

To query a range, select a number from the drop-down menu.

D8

A system generated number within SCOPE.

Maximum 9 numeric characters.

Legacy ID#

Enter ID number from SCOPE Legacy. Must be queried with prefix
Cs-.

Maximum 15 numeric characters.

Legacy SID#

Enter SCOPE Legacy system Identification number. {Note this is not
the Legacy ID# or State ID#).

Maximum 8 numeric characters

Moniker

Enter a nickname or alias of the subject.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 50 alphabetic and spaces. Will not accept hyphens,
special characters or numbers.

Name
(Last, First & Middle)

Enter the name of the subject (last, first and middle initial or name).

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk {*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middie
or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 30 alphabetic characters, apostrophe and hyphen.
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Name Suffix Select from the drop-down menu. A name denoting seniority, titles
or degrees (i.e., JR, SR, Hl, MD).

Race Select from the drop-down menu %

Reason Code Select the reason for the inquiry from the drop-down menu. Codes

mirror those in JLINK Hi query.2

if used, must also §ill out Attention field.

Sex Select from the drop-down menu.

SOCH# Enter as 9 consecutive digits with no punctuation. For example: SOC
WP B would be entered as

Weight {(WGT) Enter a value of 1 to 999. To query a range, select a number from

the drop-down menu.

%5 (Feature 14701 January 2016)

25 (Feature 17374~ January 2016}
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7,12 Public Defender

PUBLICDEFENDERREPORT . .. . . . .. . _ . —
REASODN CODE | % ATTENTION |
me | LEGACY 1D |
LEGACY SID® EvT/DRE™ |
EMPLOYEE ID#

soce o pageen

SUFFIX o I50UNDEX  [T]INCLUDE HISTORY

e B e
oos [ i /| L[5S - vens
Rac Ay V] sex [ARF ¥l
nar | Jro [ dm @ %)wem
wer | s B Y]+

L Elem Al | P Breview || Pam

Public Defender Report Query Screen

7.33.1 Public Defender Report Query Parameters

# Parameters reguiring a Last Name to query (other identifiers may also be inciuded in your
search);
*  First Name = Race
= Middle Name = Sex
= Suffix. . ®  HGT.
«  DOB = WGT

» Parameters that may be queried on their own {other identifiers may also be included in your

search}:
= last Name =  Employee ID#
« D# *  legacy iD#
* Legacy SID# *  Evt/DR#™

» Parameters that can by queried with or without a Last Name (other identifiers may also be
inciuded in your search}:
= Moniker2®

> Parameters that can be queried with or without the Last Name, however, the candidate list
return rules are different:

7 Fagture 18712 - November 2016
28 fagture 19361 - March 2017
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* SOConly (will return all candidates with that SOC, including those records with the SOC
as primary and those with the SOC listed as an additional}

= SOCwith other query parameters (will return all candidates with that SOC first, then
candidates with a match on the name and other identifiers)

»  You may also use a wildcard search which provides the ability to query using partial data, The
asterisk {*) is used as the wild card search character. The wild card can be in any position: start,
middle or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N). Wild cards will be allowed on the
following field parameters:

=  Name
«  Moniker

7.13.2 Additional Public Defender Report Query Parameters
» Reason Code and Attention are optiona! fields. If used, both fields must be filled in. Correct
usage of these fields will be determined by the administrator of each agency.

> There are two checkmark boxes that give you further control over your search:

¥" SOUNDEX: Check this box if you are unsure of the spelling of the name and wanta
soundex search to provide you a candidate fist of similar sounding names. The soundex
.will search both first and last names (if included in the search). Ex., “Pati Peters” will
search Pati, Patty, Patricia, Pete, etc. for the first narme and Peters, Peterson, Petersen,
etc. for the last name. You may also run a soundex search on just the last name or just
the first name.

v" INCLUDE HISTORY: The foliowing items are moved to History:

= PBR
*» Address
s Phone
» E-Maif
= (CPSOR
®» Address
e Vehicle
= Missing Persons
¢ Person
* Vehicle
" ATL
¢+ Person
* Vehicle
Page
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= CCW Permits

To view the history you will need to click on the INCLUDE HISTORY and FULL RECORD
RESPONSE checkboxes. History is only viewable in Full Record mode.

You will only be able te see history in the modules you are authorized to view.

7.14 Respoases

7.14.1 Full Response
After you send your query you will receive a response containing all of the data you are authorized to
view. Below is an example showing what you may receive after hitting SEND.

RESPONSE. . ... . . 0
PUE DEFEND DIS QUERY: 1D=1234587

ID #: 1234567

NAM: 2TEST, ZIGGY ZION DOB: 7/7/132%

SEX: # RAC W HGT: 518 WGT: 183 HAIR: BLD EYE; BtU

} ADR: RS mL\JN

Public Defender Report — Primary Data

ZTEST, ZIGGY ZION LAS VEGAS METRO FD

NORTH LAS vEGAS MUNI
TEST, RECORD GNE COURT
TEST, RECQRD CLT LaS VEGAS METRA PO £/15/1988
TEST, RECORD Tw LAS VEGAS METRG BL 8/15/i688
SMITH, JUSTIN LAS VEGAS METRC FT £/18/1888

GIGILC NORTH LAS VEGAS PD &/ o8g
ZIGZAG LAS VEGAS METRO FD s 2

/741008

LAS a;s{%as METRG PD §/15/1988

Public Defender Report — Additionat PBR Data
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OTHER LNKNOWH LAS VEGAS METRG FD 01/G 99 T1/91/2007 06:60:00 RREREBLH

ERTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGAS METRO PL  CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCORE 01706/2015 21:45:23 LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCORE QL/05/2013 2146:04

OTHER VICTIM LAS VEGAS METRO PD (33/26/1583 00:00:00 03/258/1958 00:00:00 8E-000001

EHTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGAS METRO P CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21145123 LAST MHODIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/068/2013 21:48:04

OTHER WICTIM LAS VEGAS METRO P 03/83/1890 0G00:00 (3/03/1586 40:00:0C 50-130308

ENTERING AGENCY: LAS VEGAS METRO D CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/06/2013 21:45:23  LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION
FROM LEGACY SCOPE 01/66/2013 21146104

Public Defender Report — Incidents Module

§_l;i¢‘: EHARGE: 5;::!5: FAIL TO: SIFGFL 29595 OTHER {] BATT BOMESTIC COUNTS: 1 EVT#: 03-00112
" N BTATUS: CONTINUED . 05, B0 URDATED: 3:/06/2013 JUNVSCERT/ADULY:
£CN: DSCR UNKNQWH SEGE. CREATED: 05/31/2008 00:0:00 22:10:37 ABULT

e
/3173608 UMKNOWH
CCN: 08CR FACILITY:

TERH QF SENTENCE -1 -t -3 SUSPENTED COMMURITY SERVICE -1
CREDIT TIME SERVED -1 -1 -1 -1 HQ PROZATICN -3 -1 -1 -1
LEGACY DISPO: RO CONT W VIC/NO ALOIHFA/SCRAM '

ENTERING AGENCY: HERDERSGN PD CREATED BY: MIGRATION FRUM LEGACY SCOPE 05/31/2008 G0:00:08  LAST HODIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY
SCOPE §1/06/2013 22:22135

Public Defender Report ~ Criminal History (partial screenshot)
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W

Q3F06/ 2015 21:47:07

COMMENTS: CAESAR'S PALACE-BUS PERSON
ENTERING AGENCY; LYM CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOOE 01/06/2013 21:47:07  LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGALY SCOPE

TYP CESCRIPTION JURISDICTION:
WORVCARD LMNKNOWN UMENOWN
STATUS: ISSUE DATE: EXPIRATION DATE:
APPROVED 107771998 1/1/2676

PRIMTS TAKEN DATE:

TYPE: GESCRIPTION: JURISDICTION:
WORKCARD LRFNOWN URENO&N
STATUS: ISSUE DATE: EXPIRATION DATE:
APPROVED &/12/1990 1/1/2075

PRINTS TAKEN DATE:

COMBENTS: ZI0N METH CHURCH - CHILD CARE - PBI CK 1985

ENTERING AGENCY: MLPS  CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOFE 0L/08/2013 21:47:07  LAST MODIFIED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE
01/06/2013 21:47:07

TYPE: DESCRIPTION: JURISDICTION:
BUSINESE LICENSE UMNENOWH UNKHOWH
SYATUS: ISSUE DATE: EXPIRATION DATE:
APFROVED 72371881 1172078

PRINMTS TAKEN DATE:

Public Defender Report — Work Card Module {partial screenshot)

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION 1S PROBIBITED, VIOLATION WILL SUB3ECT THE OFFEMDER 10

CRIMIMAL ARD CIVIL LIABILITY.
LAS YEGAS METRG £ ‘DZ}O-‘UIO!S 11149135

RELEASE TO: | ) _ ‘
ENTERING AGENCY: UNUNOWN CREATED BY: MIGRATION FRON LEGACY BCOPE 16/15/1086 00:00:00 LAST MODIFIED BY: DND D1/23/2013 08/25:10

Public Defender Report ~ End of Report with Dissemination Stamp

After you review the response you will have an opportunity to initiate a printable report. When you are
ready to print, enter the name of the person who will be receiving the report.

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PRONIBITED. VIDLATION WItL

SUBJECT THE OFFENDER TO CRIMINAL AND CIVIL LIABILITY.
LAS VEGAS METRD PR 4/23/2013 12:123:58

i

{0 Smith P=1234 !

Click on the GO TO PRINT VIEW button to view the report. The foliowing pop-up box will appear:
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To include the Dissemination Stamp, click on OK. If you would like to receive the report without the
stamp, click on Cancel.

PER 8EVADA REVISED STATUTES, LAS VEGAS METRO RD 18 AUTHORIZED TO RELEASE CUR AGENCY'S
CRIMINAL HISTORY INFORMATION ONLY, FOR OTHER AGENCY INFORMATION, CONYACT THE AGENCY
DIRECTLY - OR - FOR COMPLETE BACKGROUND CHECK, CONTACT THE STATE OF NEVADA REPOSITORY,

UNLAVIFUL DISSZHINATION DF THES RESTRICTED INFORMATION 15 PROMIBITED, VIDLATION Witl  [7% 70 SCREETLVIEW
SUBJECT THE GFEENDER TO CRIMINAL AND CIVIL LIABILITY. S0 10 SCREEN MIEV 1 |LE
LAS VEGAS HMETRO PG NS 23/ 2013 102022

RELEASE TO: & SMITH PF1233

The screen will refresh, update the Dissemination Stamp and display a Print Preview button.

Click the PRINT PREVIEW button and a window will pop up with the document. Either right click on the
document or press Ctri + P on your keyboard.

You will then see the entire response in a printable report. Each page of the report will include the
Dissemination Stamp. &

7.14.2 Data Fields

Attention Enter the name and badge/personnel number of the person
requesting the inquiry.

If used, must also fill out Reason Code field.

Date of Birth Search as exact match or a range. To query a range, select a number
(DOB) from the drop-down menu.

s MM:01-12

+ DD:01-31

*  YYYY: 4-digit year

68 (Feature 14934 - September 2015}
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Event Number / Department
Record Number (EVT / DR#)

Enter the event number or Department Record number. Must be
exact match to receive a response,

Query with hyphen (i.e., 130128-1234 or 94-12345).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic, numeric and special characters.

Height (HGT)

Enter a value of 0-9 in the FT field. inches (IN) may be entered as
one or two numbers {i.e,, 1 or 01}, with a maximum of 11.

To query a range, select a number from the drop-down menu.

1D#

A system generated number within SCOPE.

Maximum 9 numeric characters.

Legacy iD#

Enter ID number from SCOPE Legacy. Must be queried with prefix
Cs-,

Maximum 15 numeric characters.

Legacy SID#

Enter SCOPE Legacy system Identification number. {Note this is not
the Legacy ID# or State ID#).

Maximum 8 numeric characters

Moniker

Enter a nickname or alias of the subject,

May guery using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 50 alphabetic and spaces. Will not accept hyphens,
special characters or numbers.

Name
{Last, First & Middle)

Enter the name of the subject (last, first and middle initial or name).

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyward (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N}.

Maximum of 30 alphabetic characters, apostrophe and hyphen.

Name Suffix Select from the drop-down menu. A name denoting seniority, titles
or degrees {i.e., IR, SR, Il}, MD}.
Race Select from the drop-down menu.2®

Reason Code

Seiect the reason for the inguiry from the drop-down menu. Codes
mirror those in JLINK il query.?™

If used, must also filf out Attention field.

Sex

Select from the drop-down menu.

SOC#

Enter as 9 consecutive digits with no punctuation. For example: SOC

W PR ould be entered 25 YN

zio {Feature 14701~ January 2016)
7t (Feature 17374- January 2016}
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m

Weight (WGT) Enter a value of 1 to 999. To query a range, select a number from
the drop-down menu.
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%me_w%ﬂ“mm
7.15 Custom Report

REASOGN CODE
D#

LEGACY SID#®
EMPLOYEE 1D#

SOCE
SUFFIX
HAM
HMONIKER

.CUSTOMREPORY. . . .

X | ATTEN.T.I.Q&L
| T LEGACY ID# |

Lo evt/ora [

fary

MO BASHES] !

’ ; T SOUNDEX |77 INCLUDE HISTORY

[iasT JFTRsT tadiEs

A —

i e 5 +-vesas

[any sex [any - H]

i FT. ] LI ¥ 4 TN

} L.

] o LicsTaTe [AY 7

Custom Report Query Screen

7.15.1 Custom Report Query Parameters

» Parameters requiring a Last Name to query (other identifiers may also be included in your
search):
®*  First Name Race
*  Middle Name Sex
»  Suffix HGT
» DOB WGT

» Parameters that may be queried on their own (other identifiers may also be included in your

search):
*  Last Name =  Employee ID#
* 1D# = legacy ID¥#
= |egacy SID# *  Evi/DR#

» Parameters that can by queried with or without a Last Name (other identifiers may also he
included in your search}:
= Moniker?’?

47 Feature 19361 - March 2017
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= VN
=  LIC PLT/LIC State

» Parameters that can be queried with or without the Last Name, however, the candidate list
return rules are different:

*  SOC only (will return all candidates with that SOC, including those records with the SOC
as primary and those with the SOC listed as an additional)

*  50C with other query parameters (will return all candidates with that SOC first, then
candidates with a match on the name and other identifiers)

»> You may also use a wildcard search which provides the ability to query using partial data. The
asterisk {*) is used as the wild card search character. The wild card can be in any position: start,
middle or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N). Wild cards will be allowed on the
following field parameters:

=  Name

=  Moniker

®  license Plate Number
= VIN

7.15.2 Additional Custom Report Query Parameters
> Reason Code and Attention are optional fields. If used, both fields must be filled in. Correct
usage of these fields will be determined by the administrator of each agency.

¥ There are two checkmark boxes that give you further control over your search:

v" SOUNDEX: Check this box if you are unsure of the spelling of the name and want a
soundex search to provide you a candidate list of simifar sounding names. The soundex
will search both first and fast names {if included in the search). Ex., “Pati Peters” will
search Pati, Patty, Patricia, Pete, etc. for the first name and Peters, Peterson, Petersen,
etc. for the last name. You may also run a soundex search on just the last name or just
the first name.

V' INCLUDE HISTORY: The following items are maved to History:

= PBR
¢ Address
s Phone
s E-Mail
... Page
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To view the history you will need to click on the INCLUDE HISTORY and FULL RECORD

SCOPE I User Guide - Query & View

CPSOR
»  Address
» Vehicle

Missing Persons

*  Person

* Vehicie
ATL

e Person

e Vehicle

CCW Permits

RESPONSE checkboxes. History is only viewable in Full Record mode.

You will only be able to see history in the modules you are authorized to view.

7.16 Response

CUSTOM IS QUERY: 10~ 1234567

[T CONVPERS

I~ ALERTS (4]

T~ CRIM HIST 7 WIRK CRD/BUS LIC

=

™ WEAPONS

[~ 1D & 1234567

7 LEGACY SI19: 1335551
I~ WAM: ZTEST, ZIGGY ZION
moSEX: M [T RAGW
[~ AGE 8
7 ADR: &S

@ SPC #: SPC

¥ AGY: LAS VEGAS METRG PR

¥ LEGACY ID #: CS-1234357

r soc R

% WGT: 185 7 HAIR: £1.D " EYE:i sty

I~ DOB: /71828
[ HeT: 310
AGY: LAS YEGAS METRG &0 EFFECTIVE DATE: 12/5/1528

iV} DATE: 6/15/1988

Custom Report —~ Primary Data
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The Custom Report provides you with the ability to decide which fields to inciude in the report. To
remove fields check on the applicable box. In the above example the Legacy SID#, Legacy ID#, Address,
Special Palm Card data, Agency and Date fields were checked.

Following is an example of what the response locked like after these fields were checked and the SEND
button was clicked.

SCOPE

ALEATS {5}
CONV PERS = PROBATIGH ™ CRIM HIST = WHK CROBUS LIC »= WEAPONS

Bl 1224387

HARIE: ZTEST, ZIGGY ZION  DOB: 57074528 soc:_
SEX:i RAC:W HGT:S10 WGTi185 HAIR:BLD EYE: BLU
AGE: 84

NOTE: Notice that the Alert boxes were not checked and appear in the response above.

You may remove an entire section of information by clicking on the checkbox on the main gray bar of
thatsec/tion Clicking on this will remove all associated data; such as, vehicles and comments.

" OFFENSE: [~ OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: I YEAR: T STATE:

I REGISYERE " STATUS: {1 YEMP. REG.
£xpr

&/16/1088 MUST REGISTER 99885 JEWAL ASELT =C 23458 - MUST REG 1909 Ny

7 OTIER LEVEL: [™) VERIFICATION DATE:

f7 ENTERING AGEMCY: 1A% VEGAS METRG 70 CREATED BY: MIGRATION FROM LEGACY SCOPE (8/16/15%8 00:C0:00 LAST MODIFIED BY:
MIGRATION FROM LEGACY RCOPE 01/06/2013 21181163

{” REGISTERED: I~ STATUS: i DFFENSE: i~ OFFENSE DESCRIPTION: ™ YEAR: {7 STATE: [ TEMP. REG. EXP.:
/472980 SEX OFRDR REG saase RARE - SEX 1580 Pey
[~ TIER LEVEL: {7 VERIFICATION DATE:

Custom Report — CPSOR Module {box checked to remove entire CPSOR section on report)
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After you have checked all of the boxes to indicate the data you want removed from the report, enter

RELEASE TO information in the Dissemination Stamp field (at the bottom of the response} and click on
PRINT PREVIEW.

UNLAWFUL DISSEMINATION OF THIS RESTRICYED INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED. VIOLATION WILL
SUBIECT THE OFFE CRIMINAL ARD CIVIL LIABELYTY.
LAS VEGAS METROG PD w#/ZSIZOIZ 12:23:58

D Smith p=1234)

Click on the GO TO PRINT VIEW button to view the report, The following pop-up box will appear:

To include the Dissemination Stamp, click on OK. if you would like to receive the report without the
stamp, click on Cancel.

PER NEVADA REVISED STATUTES, LAS VEGAS METRO PD IS AUTHORIZED TO RELEASE OUR AGENCY'S
CRIMINAL HISTORY INFORMATION ONLY. FOR OTHER AGENCY INFORMATIOR, CONTACE THE AGENCY
DIRECTLY ~ OR - FOR COMPLETE BACKGROURD CHECK, CONTACT THE STATE OF NEVADA REPOSITURY.

UNLAWEDL DISSEMINATION UF THIS RESTRICTED INFORMATION IS PROHIBITED. VIOLATION WILL
SUBIECT THE OFFENDER TO CRIMIMAL AND CIVIL LIABILITY.
Las veGAS METRC PO (T N < / 23/ 2013 £2:29:22

RELEASE TO: £ S$MITH P#1234

The screen will refresh, update the Dissemination Stamp and display a Print Preview button.

Click the PRINT PREVIEW button and a window will pop up with the document. Either right click on the
document or press Ctrl + P on your keyboard.
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You will then see the entire response in a printable report. Each page of the report will include the
Dissemination Stamp. 272

T AT Data Fislds

Attention Enter the name and badge/personne! number of the person
requesting the inquiry.

If used, must also fill out Reason Code feald.,

Date of Birth Search as exact match or a range. To query a range, select a number
(DOB) from the drop-down menu.

«  MM:01-12

¢  DD; 0131

*  YYYY: 4-digit year
Event Number / Department .| Enter the event number or Department Record number. Must be
Record Number (EVT / DR#) exact match to receive a response.

Query with hyphen (i.e., 130128-1234 or 94-12345).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic, numeric and special characters.
Height {HGT} Enter a value of 0-9 in the FT field. inches (IN} may be entered as
one or two numbers {i.e., 1 or 01}, with a maximum of 11.

To query a range, select a number from the drop-down menu.
1D# A systern generated number within SCOPE.

Maximum 9 numeric characters.

Legacy iD# Enter ID number from SCOPE Legacy. Must be queried with prefix
Cs-.

Maximum 15 numeric characters.
Legacy SID# Enter SCOPE Legacy system Identification number. (Note this is not
the Legacy ID# or State ID#)

Maximum 8 numeric characters

License Plate # (LIC) Enter a license plate number.

7} (Feature 14934 - September 2015)
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May query using a wildcard search, The asterisk {*) is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword {e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters, No spaces or
special characters (hyphens or symbols} are allowed.

The License Plate field will allow for the entry of special charocters
(e, *# 2/ \ @+ #etc) 7

License State (LIS) Sefect from the drop-down menu the state that corresponds with
the license plate number field.

Moniker Enter a nickname or afias of the subject.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyward (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N),

Maximum of 50 alphabetic and spaces. Will not accept hyphens,
special characters or numbers,

Name Enter the name of the subject (last, first and middle initia} or name),
{Last, First & Middle)

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk (¥} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middie
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N),

Maximum of 30 alphabetic characters, apostrophé and hyphen.

Name Suffix Select from the drop-down menu. A name denoting seniority, titles
or degrees (i.e., JR, SR, 14, MD},

Race Select from the drop-down menu.2™

Reason Code Select the reason for the inquiry from the drop-down menu. Codes

mirror those in JLINK 1 query 278

If used, must also fill out Attention field,

Sex Select from the drop-down menu.

socH# Enter as 9 consecutive digits with no punctuation. For example: SOC
ould be entered as JRIGEGE»>

VIN # Enter the vehicle’s identification number.

May query using a wildcard search. The asterisk {*} is used as the
wild card search character and can be in any position: start, middle
or end of the keyword (e.g., HEN*, *HEN, HE*N).

Maximum of 20 alphabetic and numeric characters.

27 (Feature 16404 - iune 2015)

275 {Feature 14701- January 2016}

76 (Feature 17374~ January 2016)
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m

Weight (WGT) Enter a value of 1 to 999. To query a range, select a number from
the drop-down menu.
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§ Appendix A

8.1  Keyboard Shortcuts / Hot Keys
SCOPE Il uses keyhoard shortcuts to provide easy access to functionality without having to use a mouse.

The shortcuts used for the SCOPE i application are described below:
Tab - Moves the cursor to next field
Shift / Tab - Moves the cursor back to the previous field
Down and Up Arrow Keys ~ Moves within a drop down field
Right and Left Arrow Keys — Moves within a textbox
Space Bar — Toggles between check / uncheck in a checkbox
Enter Key — Is the same as clicking on the SEND button
CTRL+End Key — moves your cursor to the bottom of the page
Customized SCOPE Il Shortcuts
ATL+G - Takes you within the module, gray barfio gray bar
SHIFT+ATL+G — Moves to the previous module, gray bar to gray bar
ATL+) — Takes you back to PBR Tab.
ATL+K —Clicks on the SEND button.
ATL+M ~ Takes you to Medule Query on Menu Navigation
ATL+N - Takes you to the Add Moduie Tab
ATL+Q — Takes you to the Query Tab on Menu Navigation
ATL+1 - Toggles between Full Record View and Summary View
ATL+2 - Clicks on the Clear All button within the query interface.

ATL+3 — Toggles between expand / collapse within the current gray bar.
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9 Appendix B

9.1  Acronyms
Acronym Meaning Location
ACC Accessory Criminal History
AD Arrest Disposition Criminal History
AFIS Automated Fingerprint Identification System | Advanced Query
AGY Arresting Agency Criminal History
AR Arrest Record Criminal History
ATL Attempt o Locate Incidents
ATT Attempted Criminal History
BK# Booking Number Criminal History
BW Bench Warrant Criminal History
CCN Court Case Number Criminal History
CPSOR Convicted Person Sex Offender Criminal History
DOD Date of Death Advance Query
DR. LIC State State Driver’s License Number issued Advanced Query
DR. LICH Driver's License Number Advanced Query
Employee 1ID# Personnel Number PBR
EVTH/DR# Event/Report Number Criminal History
Depends on agency, which of the two will be
used
_ Page
250
{(V20171012)

LVRIJ537

3857



SCOPE H User Guide ~ Query & View
W

GFIPM Global Federated Identity and Privilege Security {User Roles/Rights)
Management
Legacy ID# Original SCOPE ID number PBR
Legacy SID# SCOPE Legacy system Identification number. | PBR
{Note this is not the Legacy ID# or State ID#)
LEP LEP (Limited English Proficiency) PBR
NRE — No Read English
NRWA — No Read/Write Any
NRWE — No Read/Write English
NWE - No Write English
NSE — No Speak English
MISCH# Passport, Business License, Military 1D etc. Advance Query
Moniker Nick Name or Street Name PBR
MPpP Missing Person Incidents
NCIIS Nevada Criminal Justices System
NOK Next of Kin PBR
OFF Offense Criminal History
PBR Person Base Record PBR
PCN# Process Control Number Criminal History
Attached to arrest
POB Place of Birth Advance Query
RN# Record Number Criminal History
Serial# Used to query CCW, or any articles with a Advance Query
serial number
SMT Scars Marks Tat{foos PBR
ucid Unique Charge ID Criminal History
Page
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[Value #

FBI/SID (State ID#}/Citation number®’

Advance Query

277 Feature 18993 — March 2017
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Eharan@nvlitigation.com

From: Jackie V. Nichols <jnichols@maclaw.com>

Sent: Friday, September 14, 2018 8:37 AM

To: maggie

Cc: pharan@nvlitigation.com; Nick Crosby

Subject: RE: LVRJ v. LVMPD: Sex Trafficking [IWOV-iManage.FID1013982]
Attachments: 161219-2159.pdf; Arres Report Log.xlsx

We have employed a team of three individuals to work on reviewing, redacting and producing records for this
case. The individuals needed to be trained on the information that needed to be redacted. This is the reason
for discrepancies within the first batch

Please know that our team is doing their best, but mistakes will happen. If you or your client believe a mistake
has been made, please let us know and we are happy to review the record and provide an amended version.

Outstanding Information from December 2016:
161201-3880 (Juvenile Suspect protected by NRS 62h.025)
161206-3249 (No Documents)

161208-1999 (No Documents)

161211-2416 (No Documents)

161221-2656 (No Documents)

161220-3595 (No Documents)

161229-4095 (No Documents)

Redactions:

Moving forward, we will not be redacting sex, race or ethnicity for either the victim or suspect. As for
witnesses, we will only be redaction personal information, but leaving the name of the witness unless it is a
confidential informant. Also, productions will occur every Friday generally around 1:30/2 p.m. | was able to get
this week’s production earlier this morning.

Event Number 161212-2159:

| have attached a new version of the record we discussed last week providing the witness’s name. As for the
victim, we cannot agree to release that information because it is a juvenile. Even if the juvenile was the one
committing the crime, their information would then be protected by NRS 62h.025.

Arrest Reports:

There were some issues with this production, mainly that hardly any arrest reports exist for soliciting because
it is a misdemeanor. Generally, officers only do arrest reports for felonies as a declaration of arrest is
sufficient to move forward with a misdemeanor case and not a felony. There are instances, however, were
officers will do arrest reports for misdemeanors. Because there were only about 5-6 arrest reports for the
batch that the team reviewed this past week they also included declarations of arrest (at no charge) since this
was the very first batch. If your client prefers just the arrest reports, we can include only those moving
forward. Attached is a privilege log regarding any redactions and enumerating all the cases reviewed. We
notated which cases were open and the cases that were brought on bench warrants, resulting in no
documents being produced. The privilege log also notates which event numbers have arrest reports, the X in
the status column. Please let us know what your client prefers for this request.
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From: maggie [mailto:maggie@nvlitigation.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 13, 2018 12:33 PM
To: Jackie V. Nichols

Cc: Nick Crosby; pharan@nvlitigation.com
Subject: LVR] v. LVMPD: Sex Trafficking

Jackie:

I’'m following up to see when you expect to produce the documents that were missing from last week’s production,
whether you have been able to follow up with your client about the redactions (we agreed that there were unnecessary
redactions), and when we can expect the arrest reports slated for production this week. | am also wondering if you think
we should provide supplemental briefing and a status report in advance of the status check.

Maggie

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

701 East Bridger Ave., Suite 520

Las Vegas, NV 89101

(702)728-5300 (T) / (702)425-8220 (F)

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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LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
DECLARATION OF ARREST CONTINUATION PAGE

Page 2 cfi ID#:__ <*505b714
PoveEll  STATED  THAT HE WAMTED _To fomE
EC#?S ¢ For. Hinn . W md mn=

Fol Money AND He ol Tedch thee BVeRyTHiMe ABuiT VEGAS.

PovzLe ETATED HE WANTED Mg TO work THe
HuT=Ls, TR ( STRasTs) AND  ISTER Ni=T___DATES-
CHE T me THe Prue  Fo  opTal s wouid
Be $ 150M300 , Taealy woould Be I 1S0-¥ 3.
PoosiL sTamend  He waoted To (Wb $ 1SO THad
ALUT  "MRe Pepfle Ul fowiie  BPRAVSE oF THE
PUAL AND WE foud mAe MUT oF  Miugy “DeETHER .

Bawell srameDd re  wau D PewivE A PlALE  Folme
ToSTAY AND MpST GeLs. Fal. (ommwaAg\s AT HIS
Hlowse  breause Tepe - He fauld  PRovidE  flop, ShaTel,

£ : 43 - ANICURES A PEDICLRESS Phont Tme
MnuTES

e, TAE A N M

Fowm my DFTES BUT Wi mMare SUReE T 1oas TAYSH
) 5 . He 205 TITUTED

BuT 6l ONE "NIKIGT  wtS, FAITHEL oty HE  PETERRED

'lEHrj r L as ar )
Poncrl  STemey T WaD MNomhin e To WoPery APt

He wANTi=n HE  To Ferl fomFpnaAanle D T ST

Wharafora, Declarant prays that a finding be made by a magisirate that probable cause exists lo hold said person far
praliminary hearing (if charges are a falony or grass misdemeanor) or for trial (if charges are a misdameanor).

ﬁ ﬂ LAM G e e e f e
ke - ' {'.‘"- l‘ﬁ‘ I-" -’.2!“ , ?* ey 0y

Dedarant's Slgpature "
: 2 e P St ‘- ;
Cowfhio) - Holmain 4DDL g % i R mteni O R Lr-{f'
Print Dac!a.rum's Mama ; = e B A e g Syt
LYMPO 22.B [3-01)
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LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
DECLARATION OF ARREST CONTINUATION PAGE

Page__ 2 _of 5 D# 2505674
EATH OTHEL ferAuseE THATS ALl wes BA4D.

POl STATED HE wmrred To see o T Wee)
OUT 1N Vefs Ann LeT Hhis  ledse exviee ol HIS
APAETMEST Au)  HEAD 10 ARIZ0MA  NEYT WEE K.

Poos . THekl AskeD) F T wWould fcEs  To 0eE
To VerAas AuD e Fae Mien ( Hemuwae 22 HIS  PlosITUTE?)
I AeresD AVD VLD Him YEs.

Pt L D10 o To  GReytlbumd Bus StATIon]  AND  Pulikep
A oME-wAL Tieker M Yo nane
ConFromeaTmond ¥ _ . leviNe LA AT !'Tw'xi.lzs,
Awin (W e YeAs AT 23254a8  07[a5]07 -

THeal CAllen  Rwall  Aan . Tow i sHe wig
(L THE. PUS AMD HenING To  viEeds . Pl STATED He
BAD A wHTE HdDa AND Wobel)  BE  THeEYE To

AL e 10, AND AL  STATED B ool PE weidike

A Uvaun  SHipT

B T mane Lol TACT “—/ NEFILEY.
A1) Ask ) Hep D Pm-” THE KRUE AF
ENTEVED  THe  AlS syATion]  WEle SHt:

STagery  INUpe AT Pwell. (e (MsinE T MesT

Wharelare, Declarant prays that a finding be made by a magistrate that probable cause exists to hold said parson for
preliminary hearing (it charges are a lelony or gross misdemaanor) or for trial {if charges are a misdemeanor).

A [Ludeth O,

Dedaf@l s SE;;rum mmn Vﬂ?}’o

Print Declarant's Hame
LYMPD 22-8 (3-91) () OAQIMAL - RECORDS
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- LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
DECLARATION OF ARREST CONTINUATION PAGE

Page_ﬁ_-.qfv-_ D #_HAS05 L TY
Hew. Paver (. A VRWICHED  Aasd)  OFF16ER THiutED
N il T TiokeT yoHittH He Eepuied No Pleslen ) .

Oer J. r;anru ﬂ’mm D Nunkiilds #7309, J- NaypisTI#64§
&,} VienA #ax,mp m.fa n:u.fcyr AP PEOACHED Pogl
g!uo AACED  Powell UM Ut"l‘i ;jﬁim:sr

Procrl 1uns OHaecD 10ITH  FoknisHin b Ao
TRANSAETATION Pl Husnrumond 5 SUE 50 PuRiASING
A Slauy BUS TICKET , MINCERING _BRAUSE HE
IATISaeT) |, PERSUADED) b OFFERIN & T PROVIDE
SHerTeR, TRANSARTATIoN  T0  FTeS, SeeviTy, FoLl,
Lwsyees, CIOHES, MINUTES A THE PHNE, mauliuies
AL PEDICVRES N EXHHINGE DR HER. TO MAKE
Move| By PRUSITUTIN G, POl w A% AHS0  CHAUED
WITH _ ATT. __LIVEJON _£932M INb ¢F A PposTiqute 1<
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)
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 2019
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WEDNESDAY, MARCH 27, 2019 AT 10:00 A.M.

THE LAW CLERK: Las Vegas Review-Journal versus
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department.

MS. NICHOLS: Good morning, Your Honor. Jackie
Nichols on behalf of the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Good morning, Your Honor. Maggie
McLetchie for the Las Vegas Review-Journal.

THE COURT: Good morning.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Your Honor, we do have some easy
housekeeping matters.

THE COURT: Okay. Good.

MS. MCLETCHIE: First, if I can leave it with your
Clerk, we have an Order from the last hearing --

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. MCLETCHIE: -- that’s signed.

THE COURT: Are those --

MS. MCLETCHIE: We don’t have competing Orders.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. MCLETCHIE: We can leave it with the Clerk for
your review and signature.

THE COURT: Thank you. Sure.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Thank you. And, then, with regard

to the briefing schedule on the soon to be filed, formally
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filed Amended Petition, due to Ms. Nichols’s schedule, I
don’t think we’ll be able to expedite it as quickly as we
would have hoped, which does, I think, give me time to do
an opening brief. And what Ms. Nichols and I would propose
for the briefing schedule, if the Court’s amenable, is that
my opening brief be due on April 5%, her response be due on
the 22" of April, and, then, my Reply, if any, would be due
on May 2". And we would propose, if suitable for the
Court, a hearing for the week of May 6"".

MS. NICHOLS: I would agree to that, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. So, April 5", the opening
brief; April 22", the response; May 2"%, the Reply, if any.
In terms of the hearing, are we talking about an
evidentiary hearing?

MS. MCLETCHIE: I don’t think we’ll require an
evidentiary hearing at that stage, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Is that your understanding?

MS. NICHOLS: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. NICHOLS: 1I'm under that same impression, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. So, let's -- the week of May
62

THE CLERK: We can do the 6™ or the 8™. Whichever
works.
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THE COURT: Monday or Wednesday? Do either of you
have a preference?

MS. MCLETCHIE: The Court’s convenience.

MS. NICHOLS: Doesn’t matter to me, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Let's do the Wednesday.

THE CLERK: May 8™ of 2019 at 9 a.m.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Your Honor, do you need us to
write up an Order on that schedule?

THE COURT: The schedule, I don’t. You're both
here and it’1ll be in the minute order.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Great.

THE COURT: Thank you for asking. So, I don’t
think we need one. But if you want to do one, you're
welcome to.

MS. MCLETCHIE: We don’t need to do one, Your
Honor.

THE COURT: Okay.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Thank you.

THE COURT: 1In terms of today?

MS. MCLETCHIE: Today, we have before the Court
the issues regarding the scope of the redactions. And I
don’t know if you -- we submitted simultaneous briefing. I
don’t know if you want to hear from me first and, then, Ms.
Nichols?

THE COURT: Well, let me tell you what an
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inclination or two and a question or two and, then, hear
from you all.

So, the manual is called SCOPE. Right? Or the
SCOPE manual? That one, to me, seems fairly easy. I did
review the redacted copy. I don’t think there are any
issues with the redactions and, so, I'd be inclined to make
that part of whatever order arises from today. I know the
Review-Journal may have things to say about that but that’d
be my initial inclination on that one.

On the solicitation arrests, I'm not following
what Metro is doing, I guess is the way to say it, in terms
of the, quote/unquote: Open solicitation arrest. I think
I agree with the Review-Journal’s argument that, hey, we
did this stipulation and order, and that’s the one way back
on August 22"¢. With respect to the LVRJ’'s request for
arrest reports for solicitation of trespass produced in
2014 through ’'16, without waiving future rights, parties
agreed -- without waiving LVRJ’s rights for the records, to
narrow this request to solicitation arrest, amend the
request to include the year 2017 and later maybe 2018.
Then, here, the LVMPD will produce these records on a
rolling basis with the sequence of production of month/year
to be provided to be decided by the LVRJ, etcetera,
etcetera, etcetera.

So, it seems -- and I'm not sure, you know, so
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I'll welcome arguments on that, but it seems I'm not sure
that LVMPD is doing that.

Let's see. There has been issues, claims,
statements about requesting a jury way back at that same
hearing on August 22"¢, 2018. I said, as part of everything
-— let's see, somewhere in the brief, whether either party
felt the jury trial would be necessary. Nobody has made a
jury request yet, so I'm inclined to say there's not going
to be a jury trial.

Then, there's a bunch of other stuff, which we
have 20 minutes to talk about. So, Ms. McLetchie, if you
want to go first?

MS. MCLETCHIE: So, at this point, Your Honor,
Metro has had every opportunity to come forward with
evidence to support its redactions and its apparent
position that open arrest reports, not just solicitation or
reports, Your Honor, are not subject to the Public Records
Act. And I don’t think there are factual issues that this
point that require a jury trial and I think that we
provided the Court with a citation to that in a petition
matter. The Court may order a trial regarding factual
issues, if necessary. I think it’s akin to a summary
judgment standard.

Starting with the arrest reports and Declarations

of Arrest, again, these are not just the solicitation
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arrests but I think this -- whether this issue of whether
arrest reports correlating to open matters can be withheld,
I think applies to all of the arrest reports that are at
issue in the case. So, it’s a general question about
arrest reports.

And Metro has gone back and forth on this. 1In
open court, Mr. Crosby agreed these records were public.
We have a stipulation, as the Court pointed out, the R-J
learned that Metro may be actually withholding arrest
reports at the meet and confer. There were -- there was
some suggestion, I think now that I go back -- and went
back and looked at the redactions log, but it was confusing
because it was listed on a redactions log, not on a
withholding log. And I think that their decision to
withhold these records, I think, frankly, was a violation
of the stipulation that they agreed to that, then, became a
court order. There was back and forth at the meet and
confer and it wasn’t even clear then. After the meet and
confer, Ms. Nichols did confirm that Metro was withholding
the records.

But I think, Your Honor, there has obviously been
a lot of gquestions in this case about why meet and confers
and why discovery might be needed and I think this is an
important -- this is an example of why Metro, frankly,

can't be trusted to just comply with the order, let alone
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to do so in a cost-effective manner. An issue that -- this
issue came up in the context of me inquiring of the Metro
representative at the meet and confer about why it was
taking so long and he said: Oh, because we’re withholding
open —-- we’re withholding open arrest reports. And I said:
Really? And he said: Oh no, maybe not really. Anyway,
long story short, they are withholding open arrest reports.
We only cut -- discovered it circuitously.

As this Court has already recognized in its August
8" Order on page 3, public access to a record -- arrest
reports 1s not solely governed by 170A -- 179A, the NPRA
also applies. To the extent Metro is trying to relitigate
that issue, it can't.

As we pointed out in our original opening brief in
support of the Petition, the version of 179 in place at the
time of the request did require production to a reporter of
any -- of arrest reports, of criminal history records.
Metro relies on some amendments to that chapter, including
the fact that it now says the following records must be
provided to a reporter, any which blank, in any which
blank. And it says any which contain criminal history
information and, then, has another qualifier. But there --
those are two different sets of records that must be
produced, otherwise the words, any which, in front of, in

front of the two bullet points in the statute would
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obviously be superfluous language. And, so, their
interpretation of 179A, is, A, irrelevant because the
version of 179A, in place of the time of the request,
governs. And, B, it’s irrelevant because the Public
Records Act applies, as well, as this Court has already
recognized and ordered.

After arguing originally that Donrey doesn’t apply
to the arrest reports, Metro now relies on that case to
support its secret decision to withhold open arrest
reports.

Donrey, which notably also predates important
amendments to the NPRA --

THE COURT: Yeah. I'm going to --

MS. MCLETCHIE: Sure.

THE COURT: -- pause you there.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Sure.

THE COURT: I -- Donrey is an old case that
predates the amendments to the statute. So, I -- I mean,
we’ll hear from Metro but I have a hard time seeing how
anybody could rely on Donrey as good law. I really don’t
understand that.

MS. MCLETCHIE: And, in Donrey, they actually did
order disclosure of the records at issue. And the portion
of the decision that they're relying on, even if it were

good law, doesn’t actually help them because it does not
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stand for the blanket proposition that anything pertaining
to an open investigation always merits protection.
Instead, it described particular -- for investigative
documents, which were at issue in Donrey, certain
circumstances under which the balancing test may favor
nondisclosure, but they were -- it was never even set up a
blanket rule that anything pertaining to an open
investigation were -- was secret.

And, in this case, Metro has never come forward to
explain how even -- how disclosure of the records would
jeopardize the interest articulated in the Donrey test.
They haven’t explained why -- how any -- how there's any
interest in nondisclosure, let alone how that interest in
nondisclosure outweighs the presumption in favor of access.
And, so, I think that open -- the open arrest reports must
be produced, Your Honor, both in light of this Court’s
order and in light of the stipulation and order.

The sex trafficking victims issue, Your Honor, I
will concede is a much more complicated issue. However, I

will point out at Metro never raised NRS 200.3772 in its

five-day response, as required under NRS 239.10 -- I think
it’s .107(d) (2) [sic], and did not even bother to raise it
in its response to the Petition. 1In fact, Metro failed to

raise its new statutory argument until, I think it was

August 27, ’'18. I have e-mails with Ms. Nichols, which was

10
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after its signed stipulation that became an order of this
Court, setting forth a process for determining which
victims’ names could be disclosed because they had been --
had become part of the public record.

To be clear, the R-J is not seeking victims’ names
so it can disclose unknown victims, which is what this
statute Metro now relies on, 1is designed to protect
against. 1Instead, it’s the Review-Journal’s position that
if the name of a sex trafficking victim is already in the
public domain, the records should not be redacted. This is
to facilitate investigation and reporting, not the public
disclosure or shaming of sex trafficking victims the
statute is describe -- is intended to protect against.

Further, Metro actually has never come forward
with evidence establishing who is and who isn’t a sex
trafficking victim. For example, if the underlying case
didn’t result in a conviction, I don’t think somebody can
be determined to be a victim under the statute.

In any case, we —-- there is some back and forth in
the briefing about the FOIA -- the FOIA test for public
disclosure. And Metro points out that under that test
where there's an explicit FOIA exemption, that the burden
shifts to the requester to establish that the information
at issue is in the public domain. The stipulation and

order, Your Honor, essentially did take on that burden. We

11
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had agreed that if Metro gave us the list of cases, that we
would do the work of determining which sex trafficking
victims and undercover officers had testified in court and,
then, we would be able to assuage any concerns about
release of those records. That was a mechanism that we sat
and met and conferred about and that we explicitly agreed
to, to on -- to address this very issue. And Metro, after
the stipulation and order, never moved to modify the order,
they failed to raise this issue at their two previous
opportunities to do so, and I don’t think now they should
be allowed to rework the whole framework of this case.

While there are other Jjurisdictions that have
limiting applications of the public domain test, I think
that the privacy questions that Metro raises need to be
looked at in the context of both two Nevada Supreme Court
cases and that’s the Montesano case and the Hartfield case
that we cite -- we cited, and those are both Nevada Supreme
Court cases, and the Nevada Supreme Court has explicitly
held in both those cases that where there is public

disclosure, that privacy interests are diminished. Further

THE COURT: I'm going to have to give you two
minutes.
MS. MCLETCHIE: Pardon?

THE COURT: Two more minutes.

12
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MS. MCLETCHIE: Two more minutes. Okay.

THE COURT: Sorry.

MS. MCLETCHIE: TI'll move on to undercover
officers who testify. Your Honor, Metro conflates
undercover officers who testify with sex trafficking
victims, there is no statute -- they don’t cite a statute
for undercover officers. And, where the undercover
officers have testified in open court, we don’t think that
there is any basis to redact their names and we don’t think
they’ve come forward with the evidence to establish that.

With regard to unit assignments, I think that
Metro’s reliance on federal cases is without merit. FBI
special agents are not the same as Metro street officers
whose job it is to engage with the public. The self-
serving declaration of Sheriff Lombardo doesn’t satisfy the
evidentiary burden required to justify nondisclosure.

While the CCSD case does establish a privacy balancing test
that’s somewhat new, perhaps in Nevada, the Supreme Court
in that decision, Your Honor, made very clear that didn’t -
- that it did not change the existing framework.

And the Nevada Supreme Court couldn’t have, Your
Honor, because NRS 239.0113 establishes an evidentiary
burden and the Nevada Supreme Court made clear that the
burden is still on the government. They’ve never met their

burden to establish that there is a privacy interest with

13
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regard to where patrol officers were.

They argue that: Well, if we give you the patrol
officer’s unit assignments, you might be able to discern
where undercover officers work. That assumes that the
universe of officers is either patrol officers or
undercover officers, where -- which is not the case in
which Metro has never established, Your Honor.

I don’t think they’ve met their evidentiary
burden. TIf the Court disagrees and thinks that the burden
shifts to us, I think that we should be allowed to have the
opportunity to cross-examine Sheriff Lombardo and to be
able to come forward to explain why our interest in
disclosure outweighs the alleged privacy interest that we,
again, don’t think is at stake, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MS. NICHOLS: Very briefly, Your Honor, as far as
the Donrey case is concerned, the Supreme Court recently
cited to it in its CCSD versus LVRJ case, whereas it said
that the new balancing test related to privacy interest
also comports with the balancing test in Donrey. And, so,
the way that Donrey is applied in public records cases is,
first, under the NPRA, I don’t disagree with Ms.
McLetchie’s interpretation that there has to be a statute
that deems the information or record confidential. But the

Supreme Court has reiterated in all of its cases, even

14
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after the amendments and the NPRA, that if there is no
statute, then the Court does apply the Donrey balancing
test. So, I don’t think that Donrey is completely
eviscerated. I do think it still survives as far as the
balancing test is concerned.

With respect to the arrest reports that are open,
it has always been my understanding, Your Honor, in working
with Ms. McLetchie, that open cases were not -- that we
were not disclosing records in relation to open cases.

And, if you look at Exhibit 6 to Ms. McLetchie’s
supplemental brief, there is --

THE COURT: Okay. Bear with me a second.

MS. NICHOLS: Not a problem.

THE COURT: Turn a few hundred pages to get there.
Okay.

MS. NICHOLS: And, towards the very bottom of the
page, 1it’s titled Arrest Reports and, then, two thirds down
the bottom of that paragraph, it says:

Attached is a privilege log regarding any
redactions and enumerating all cases reviewed. We
notated which cases were open and the cases that were
brought on bench warrants resulting in no documents
being produced.

That is what -- in that paragraph, I notate that

we weren’t producing arrest reports or arrest records in

15
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relation to open cases. And, then, I further go on and say
as far as the records that we have produced, to clarify any
-- 1in our privilege log, we marked an X for the records
that we produced. And, so, if you look at the privilege
log that we produced, we made an X of every single document
that -- of all the records that we included under those
event numbers. So, if there was a miscommunication between
Ms. McLetchie and I, then I'm going to couch it up to that.
But in no way did we ever waive our right not to protect
open arrest reports or arrest records in general.

NRS 179A.100 subsection 1 makes it clear, and it
uses the language and, that in open cases, the only records
that can be produced are records that demonstrate
conviction. And I think that is -- it coincides with
Donrey because you had -- you have -- the defendants in
these cases have constitutional rights. They're appealing
-— they're going -- their cases could be impacted by the
disclosure of open information. And NRS 179A.0 -- .070
that defines criminal history information says information
related to the subject and the arrest. So, at a minimum --
or, I should say at most, the -- what the R-J is entitled
to is to know that they are arrested. And the Declarations
of Arrest that we’ve included in our supplemental briefing
demonstrates that this contains investigative information,

which could impact an open case. So, if this Court is

16
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inclined to say that the R-J is entitled to arrest
information as it relates to open cases, then the
Department is arguing that it should be at least entitled
to redact the investigative information of the second half
of the Declarations of Arrest that give details about the
crime committed and the investigation done.

As far as the redactions, I think NRS 200.3771 and
200.3773 make it pretty clear that the Department is
expressly prohibited from releasing information related to
victims of sex trafficking. And the statutes define what a
victim of sex trafficking is, they cite the statutes. And,
so, I think that’s pretty clear and I don’t understand what
-- why this is a complicated issue. In our eyes, it’s not.
If the Court is inclined to have an order, it has to give
the victim an opportunity to be heard. And that’s clearly
in the statute as well.

THE COURT: Well, let me -- on the solicitation
arrest reports, --

MS. NICHOLS: Uh-huh.

THE COURT: -- how do you square your argument
with the stipulation filed on August 22%97?

MS. NICHOLS: My understanding, in entering into

that stipulation, Your Honor, was that we were not

producing open cases. We were going to produce all of the
records that they requested as it relates -- as it related
17
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to closed cases. That was my understanding for this whole
entire set as it relates to this sex trafficking case.
That has been my understanding since the very beginning.

With the public domain doctrine, it’s the R-J that
bears the burden to show that the records that we are
producing are in the public domain as a permanent record in
unredacted format. And, until they can show us that, I
don’t think that we’re obligated to leave undercover
officer names unredacted. I think there are large
investigative concerns. Those are -- that is reiterated in
the case law that I cited to, as well as the two
declarations, which would be Sheriff Joe Lombardo’s and Mr.
Steven Grammas, who is the President of the Police
Protective Association, which also goes to the
confidentiality of the unit assignments.

Steven Grammas actually said in his declaration
that -- kind of outlines all the issues that those cases
that I cited to raised, that by providing the unit
assignments to even patrol officers, we’re putting these
officer’s lives in danger. Someone could follow them home
from there they're at at their area commands and I just --
under the new CCSD versus LVRJ case, it says that the
burden just -- or the government has the burden of
demonstrating a nontrivial privacy interest. And

nontrivial includes -- is anything that would subject the

18
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person to harassment, embarrassment, annoyance, and I
believe that the declaration by Steve Grammas demonstrates
that, that revealing these unit assignments would subject
these officers to that kind of conduct.

So, it’s our position that the burden then shifts
to the R-J under the balancing test of CCSD versus LVRJ.
And that’s all I have for you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. I'm going to have to skip

rebuttal.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Okay, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So, the -- this is certainly one case
where I wish I had more time. So, I apologize for not

being as thorough as I would have liked in preparation for
today. But, in any event, I can make partial rulings right
now as I have done before.

The redactions to the SCOPE manual are and were
properly done. The -- like I said, I did review that SCOPE
manual personally, and the redactions, and the law. Again,
I find that those redactions were properly done.

The -- we’re not going to have a jury trial. And
the right to is -- you know, it’s up to the Court’s
discretion in these types of cases under the statute and
this is not a case where it would make sense for many
different reasons: Financial reasons, it -- the particular

issues in the case, the substance of the Petition, and the
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responses. This petition case, whatever -- however you
want to call it, does not merit a jury trial on any issue.

And, so, to the extent we’re going to have an
evidentiary hearing or a trial, those will be done as an
evidentiary hearing in front of me as the judge and/or a
bench trial. So, to be clear on that, apart from the
substance, the issue was raised, you know, way back in
August. And, to date, my review does not show any jury
trial being demanded, which further supports my order today
on that issue.

The -- if a victim testified in open court or if
an undercover officer testified in open court, that’s now a
-- you can't now claim that any record identifying the
victim by name or the undercover officer by name is not a
public record. So, the redaction of those names -- and I'm
being very specific, names, would not be proper.

Now, having said that, as I sit here, you know, I
can't say, well, undercover officer Fred testified in
whatever case, I have no idea, but that’s a general finding
and conclusion by the Court. How that affects everything,
I can't say as I sit here right now.

So, the patrol names and unit assignments, I'm
going to -- the original request was ‘14, ‘15, and ‘16
years. Is that right? Or -- 2014, 2015, I can't remember.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Yes, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: Okay. There's been no evidence --
well, there's been evidence -- let me take that back.
There has been evidence submitted by Metro in opposition to
those requests. But I pointed out deficiencies and issues
with that evidence that’s been submitted, you know, back
before I think the writ was taken up and the case stayed.
And the -- Metro has not met its burden, let's put it that
way, of demonstrating either that they're not public record
or that the -- even if applying the case, which has
recently been cited to me, CCSD case, I think you all have
referred to it as, even applying the test in that case,
Metro’s concerns expressed through evidence are speculative
in nature. Given the years in question -- and this is
subject to any additional years, but I'm ruling right now
on 2014, 15, 16, those have to be produced.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Your Honor, I just checked the --
my -- the supplemental brief and it was 2017 as well, I
believe.

THE COURT: The original request?

MS. MCLETCHIE: I apologize, Your Honor. I argued
that 2017 should also be produced --

THE COURT: Should be. Yeah.

MS. MCLETCHIE: -- due to the passage of time.

THE COURT: See, I did remember something. Yeah.

So, I'm ruling right now, ’"14, ’'15, ’16.
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MS. MCLETCHIE: Okay.

THE COURT: There may be issues with '17 but the
original request is essentially granted for the reasons set
forth in the -- that I've said, as well as all the other
reasons set forth in the R-J’s briefs.

I will, again, reiterate that given the issues and
the potential appellate issues, Ms. McLetchie, when you do
the Order -- please do the Order, include the reasons in
there, submit it to Ms. Nichols for review and approval.
The other issues, I simply am not prepared to rule on right
now.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Your Honor, I may have missed it
but did you rule on the question of whether they can
withhold arrest reports?

THE COURT: Yeah. ©No. I'm glad you asked that.
So, I can rule right now on the solicitation arrest. I --
the first thing I looked to is the stipulation and order
filed on August 22"%, 2018. And if you read the language in
the stipulation, which became an order signed by the Court,
you have a section 1 with respect to LVRJ’s public record
request regarding investigative case files pertaining to

sex trafficking cases closed in 2014 through ’16, the

parties agree -- and that goes through subsections A
through L. So, that’s as to sex trafficking cases that are
closed.

22
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But, then, you look at subsection 2, which is what
I'm doing and prepared to rule on this morning, with
respect to the LVRJ’s request for arrest reports for
solicitation or trespass produced in 2014 through ’'16.
Without waiving future rights, parties agreed we’re
narrowing it to solicitation arrests, which that’s what I'm
ruling on this morning, solicitation arrests. LVRJ’s
amended that to include the year 2017, which would be
included in this Order from today. So, years ’'14 through
"17. LVMPD is supposed to produce those records on a
rolling basis. And there's nothing that indicates we’re
limiting those particular reports to open or closed cases.
So, that applies to both open and closed cases to be
produced on a rolling basis.

Now, there may be information in those reports
that potentially has other confidentiality issues. So,
just off the top of my head, I could think of, you know,
but I'1ll call it an alleged victim because it’s an arrest
report, alleged victims personally identifying information.
I don't == I can't rule right now that that is subject to
disclosure. So, I -- kind of in a vacuum but, say -- let's
say it had an alleged victim’s telephone number. That may
be confidential personally identifying information that I
could understand why it may not be produced. But I can't -

- but, generally speaking, those open report arrests need
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to be produced per the stipulation.
Everything else, I'll have to defer ruling on.
MS. MCLETCHIE: Thank you, Your Honor. Just for

clarification, the stipulation and order also pertains to

trespass as well as solicitation arrest reports. So,
should the Order encompass solicitation -- the trespass as
well?

THE COURT: No. Because I only -- because what

you did in this stipulation and order that I'm relying on
is, you know, without waiving your rights, like, you know,
if you want me to rule at a future date, you did narrow --

MS. MCLETCHIE: I understand. I understand.
Because we narrowed it to solicitation, of course.

THE COURT: Yeah.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Thank you.

THE COURT: And, again, that’s certainly without
prejudice.

MS. MCLETCHIE: Understood.

PROCEEDING CONCLUDED AT 10:39 A.M.

* * * * *
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CERTIFICATION

I certify that the foregoing is a correct transcript from

the audio-visual recording of the proceedings in the

above-entitled matter.

AFFIRMATION

I affirm that this transcript does not contain the social

security or tax identification number of any person or

entity.

KRISTEN LUNKWITZ

INDEPENDENT TRANSCRIBER
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The Review-Journal also requested, inter alia, arrest reports for solicitation or trespass that

2| lwere produced in calendar years 2014, 2015, and 2016, and investigative case files
3 pertaining to sex trafficking cases closed in 2014-2016.

4 3. On May 31, 2018, the Review-Journal filed a Public Records Act
3 Application Pursuant to NRS § 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus seeking the
6 production of public records pertaining to Metro’s investigations of sex trafficking crimes
71 land related matters (the “Petition”).

8 4. This Court held hearings regarding the Petition on August 8, 2018 and
9 August 22, 2018. Pursuant to those hearings, this Court entered two written orders on
10| ISeptember 7, 2018.

1 5. In the Order regarding the August 8, 2018 hearing, the Court deferred
12 ruling on whether the information regarding officer unit assignments was confidential and
13

ordered the parties to engage in further good faith meet and confer efforts to address that

—
i

issue.

6. On August 22, 2018, following direction from the Court, Metro agreed to

it
N

WWW.NVLITIGATION.COM
[
W

LAS VEGAS, NV 89101
(702)728-5300 (T) / (702)425-8220 (F)

produce arrest reports, case reports, and requests for prosecution for 2014 through 2018,

701 EAST BRIDGER AVE., SUITE 520

17| |and the parties filed a Stipulation and Order outlining the protocol Metro would implement
18 | lin producing those arrest reports. That Stipulation and Order was entered with the Court on
19 1 August 22, 2018.

20 7. Notably, the Stipulation and Order did not limit Metro’s obligation to
21 produce solicitation arrest reports to only closed cases.

22 8. Additionally, with regards to investigative case files for closed sex
23 trafficking cases, the Stipulation and Order noted that the Review-Journal amended its
24 request to include 2017 and 2018 case files.

25 9. With regard to solicitation arrest reports, the Stipulation and Order
26 provides that Metro will produce solicitation arrest reports produced in 2014 through 2017.
27 | |(Stipulation and Order, pp. 2-3, § 2.)

28

111
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10.  The Stipulation and Order does not limit Metro’s production obligation to
closed cases, nor does it permit Metro to redaction information from those reports.

11. On August 27, 2018, Metro notified the Review-Journal that it would be
redacting victim and witness names; information it was not permitted to redact pursuant to
the terms of the Stipulation and Order.

12. In subsequent correspondence with the Review-Journal, Metro stated it
would be redacting addresses, telephone numbers, Social Security numbers, dates of birth,
victim names, undercover officer information, and juvenile information. As justification for
its decision to violate the terms of the Stipulation and Order, Metro cited Nev. Rev. Stat. §
200.377 et seq.

13. On March 13, 2019, the Court conducted a hearing on the Review-
Journal’s motion to amend its Petition. During that hearing, the Court and the parties
discussed the parties’ disputes regarding the historical officer unit assignments and the
scope of redactions to the records Metro agreed to produce pursuant to the Stipulation and
Order. During that hearing, the Court ordered the parties to submit supplemental briefing
regarding the disputes by no later than 5:00 p.m. on March 18, 2019.

14. Both parties submitted supplemental briefing on March 18, 2019.

15. Metro has had multiple opportunities to present evidence supporting its
confidentiality claims, as required by Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.0114.

16.  The Court finds that Metro has met its evidentiary burden of supporting
the redactions made to the SCOPE manual it provided to the Review-Journal.

II. CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

17.  The Court, having reviewed the supplemental briefs submitted by the
parties on March 18, 2019, as well as all other pleadings and papers on file in this matter,
including the Review-Journal’s Petition, the Review-Journal’s Opening Brief, Metro’s
Response, the Review-Journal’s Reply, and all other filings in this matter, hereby makes
the following findings of law:

/11
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1 SCOPE Manual
2 18. A governmental entity seeking to withhold or redact records must
3 | |establish by a preponderance of the evidence that the records are confidential or privileged
4 | |and that the interest in nondisclosure outweighs the strong presumption in favor of public
5| |access. See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0113(2); Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev.
6 ||873, 880, 266 P.3d 623, 628 (201 1). As noted above, Metro met its evidentiary burden to
7 | [support its redactions and the Review-Journal has not sought to cross-examine the persons
8 | |making declarations in support of the redactions. Thus, Metro need not produce an
9 | {unredacted version of the manual.
10\ Historical Information Regarding Patrol Officer Unit Assignments
11 19. The NPRA sets forth the default rule that public records are to be made
12 | favailable to the public for inspection or copying. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.010(1); Gibbons,
o & 13][127 Nev. at 882, 266 P.3d at 628. The purpose of the NPRA is to “foster democratic
%ggg 14 | |principles by providing members of the public with access to inspect and copy public
§%§§ 15 | |books and records to the extent permitted by law[.]” Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1).
§§§§ 16 20.  The NPRA must be construed liberally; government records are presumed
: gi 17| | public records subject to the act, and any limitation on the public’s access to public records
18 | |must be construed narrowly. Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001(2) and 239.001(3).
19 21. A governmental entity seeking to withhold or redact records must
20 | lestablish by a preponderance of the evidence that the records are confidential or privileged
21 | |and that the interest in nondisclosure outweighs the strong presumption in favor of public
22| |access. See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0113(2); Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d at 628
23 | |(citation omitted).
24 22. The Nevada Supreme Court has emphasized that in meeting this burden,
25 | |governmental entities cannot rely on a “non-particularized showing, . . . or by expressing
26 hypothetical concerns.” Gibbons, 127 Nev. at 880, 266 P.3d at 628; see also Reno
27 | |Newspapers v. Sheriff, 126 Nev. 211, 218, 234 P.3d 922, 927 (2010) (“A mere assertion of
28 | [possible endangerment does not ‘clearly outweigh’ the public interest in access to these
4
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records.”) (quotation omitted).

23. The Review-Journal initially requested that Metro disclose unit
assignment for patrol officers for calendar years 2014, 2015, and 2016. Subsequently, the
Review-Journal amended its request to include patrol officer unit assignments for calendar
year 2017.

24. At this time, the Court defers ruling on whether Metro must disclose
officer unit assignments for calendar year 2017.

25.  With regard to patrol officer unit assignments for calendar years 2014,
2015, and 2016, the Court finds that Metro failed to meet its evidentiary burden under Nev.
Rev. Stat. § 239.0113(2). The declarations from Sheriff Joseph Lombardo and Las Vegas
Police Protective Association President Steve Grammas to support the assertion that officer
unit assignments should be kept confidential are too speculative in nature to satisfy Metro’s
burden under Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0113(2).

26.  Inits March 19, 2019 Supplement, Metro also cited the Nevada Supreme
Court’s opinion in Clark County School District v. Las Vegas Review-Journal, 134 Nev.
Adv. Op. 34, 429 P.3d 313 (2018), to justify withholding historical information about
patrol officer unit assignments.

27.  In CCSD, the Supreme Court adopted a two-part balancing test set forth in
Cameranesi v. U.S. Dep't of Defense, 856 F.3d 626 (9th Cir. 2017) to be applied by courts
In cases “in which the nontrivial personal privacy interest of a person named in an
investigative report may warrant redaction.”

28. Under that test, which the CCSD Court explicitly held cohered with the
NPRA, a governmental entity must first assert a “personal privacy interest stake to ensure
that disclosure implicates a personal privacy interest that is nontrivial or ... more than []1de
minimis.” CCSD, 429 P.3d at 320 (quotation omitted). Then, if the governmental entity
succeeds in showing that the privacy interest at stake is nontrivial, the requester ‘must show
that the public interest sought to be advanced is a significant one and that the information

[sought] is likely to advance that interest.”” Id. (quotation omitted).
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1 29.  Metro has not met this burden. First, Metro has not provided evidence to
2 | |show that (even sufficiently explained how) the requested records implicate any personal
3 | |privacy interest. Metro’s officers are public employees and patrol officers, by definition,
4 | |interact with the public and the community. Metro has also not sufficiently established that
5 | |providing the requested historical unit assignment information would reveal the identities
6 | {of any undercover officers. All of Metro’s concerns and evidence are too speculative in
7 | |nature. Thus, information regarding past unit assignments does not implicate a nontrivial
8 | |personal privacy interest.
9 30.  Metro must therefore disclose patrol officer unit assignments for calendar
10 | |years 2014, 2015, and 2016.
111 Arrest Reports
12 31.  Metro’s decision to withhold arrest reports for open cases is inconsistent
- 13 | |with the terms of the Stipulation and Order. As noted, nothing in the Stipulation and Order
E%ggé 14| Icontemplates that Metro may limit its production of solicitation arrest reports to closed
‘ggégg 15| |cases only.
Eé%gg 16 32.  Accordingly, Metro must comply with the Stipulation and Order and
: éa 17 | |produce arrest reports for solicitation for 2014-2017 for closed and pending cases.
18 33.  The court defers ruling on the propriety of any redactions, which Metro
19 | |must track on a log (Vaughn Index) and is required to justify by a préponderance of the
20 | |evidence. Nev. Rev. Stat. §239.0113.
21 Redaction of Victim, Witness, and Undercover Officer Names
22 34.  Pursuant to the Stipulation and Order, the parties stipulated that Metro
23 | |would begin a “test-run” for the December 2016 case files, and would provide the Review-
24| |Journal with a list of case file names. The Stipulation and Order further provides that, after
25 | |Metro provides that list, the Review-Journal would then give Metro information regarding
26 | |whether the case was prosecuted and the names of any victim witnesses who testified, and
271 |that Metro will use that information to avoid unnecessary redactions. Finally, the
28 Stipulation and Order provides that the only information to be redacted from those records
6
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1 | |would be Social Security numbers.

2 35.  Metro’s redactions (and planned redactions) exceed the terms of the

3 | |Stipulation and Order and the scope of permissible redactions under the NPRA.

4 36.  Moreover, the Stipulation and Order sufficiently protects privacy and

5| |other interests because it limits production to information in the public domain. The

6 | |Nevada Supreme Court and other courts across the country have held that once information

7| |enters the public domain, it cannot be kept secret—and that, any privacy interests in that

8 | [information fades. See, e.g., Las Vegas Review-Journal v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court in &

9 | [for County of Clark (“Hartfield”), 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 7, 412 P.3d 23, 27-28 (2018) (prior
10 | {publication of information diminishes a privacy claim in connection with the information).
11 37.  Nev. Rev. Stat. § 200.3771 does not dictate a contrary conclusion and does
12 | |not render victim information permanently confidential. In adopting protections for victims
13 | jof sex offenses, the Nevada Legislature specifically found that the State has a compelling

[,
N

interest in assuring that a victim of a sex offense “[t]estifies at the criminal trial of the

person charged with committing the sexual offense, offense involving a pupil or child or

—
(o)

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
701 EAST BRIDGER AVE., SUITE 520
WWW.NVLITIGATION.COM
—
(9]

LAS VEGAS, NV 89101
(702)728-5300 (T) / (702)425-8220 (F)

sex trafficking.” Nev. Rev. Stat. § 200.377(1)(c). Once a victim testifies in court, that

17| |significant government interest has been fulfilled and the need to keep that person’s name
18 | |confidential has dissipated.

19 38.  Nevada’s Public Records Act does not parallel the federal Freedom of
20 | |Information Act's (FOIA). However, the reasoning behind a line of cases concerning FOIA
21 | |is persuasive value and supports the proposition that Nev. Rev. Stat. § 200.3771 does not
22 | |require secrecy with regard to victims’ names who testified in open court.

23 39. In general, when a federal agency withholds information under law
24 | |enforcement exemption (Exemption 7) (5 U.S.C. § 552(b)(7)), disclosure may nevertheless
25 | [be required under the public domain doctrine based on prior release information. Despite
26 | |the fact that Exemption 7 explicitly protects certain records, “a number of courts have
27 | [recognized a ‘public domain doctrine’ pursuant to which information withheld under
28 | |[Exemption 7 must [nonetheless] be disclosed.” 3 A.L.R. Fed. 3d Art. 5 (Originally
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published in 2015); see also Hronek v. Drug Enf’t Agency, 16 F. Supp. 2d 1260, 1279 (D.
Or. 1998), aff’d, 7 Fed. Appx. 591 (9th Cir. 2001) (explaining that “the government cannot
rely on an otherwise valid exemption to claim to justify withholding information that has
been ‘officially acknowledged’ or is in the ‘public domain’”) (citing Davis v. U.S. Dept. of]
Justice, 968 F.2d 1276, 1279 (D.C.Cir.1992) (quoting Afshar v. Department of State, 702
F.2d 1125, 1130-34 (D.C.Cir.1983)).

40. In the case of victims, witnesses, and undercover officers who testify in
open court, once those individuals testify, their names have entered the public domain.
Thus, their names cannot be kept confidential.

41.  Accordingly, Metro cannot redact the names of victims, witnesses, or
undercover officers who have testified in open court.

42.  Metro must comply with the Stipulation and Order.

This Matter is Not Suitable for a Jury Trial

43, Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. § 34.220, if an answer to a petition for a writ
of mandamus is made which raises a question of fact essential to the determination of the
motion and affecting the substantial rights of the parties, a court may, in its discretion,
order the question to be tried before a jury.

44, Having reviewed all the papers and pleading on file in this matter, and
having entertained argument from the parties on August 8, 2018, August 22, 2018, and
March 27, 2019, the Court finds that this case does not merit a jury trial on any issues.

45.  The purpose of a jury trial in a mandamus proceeding such as the case at
bar is to decide disputed factual issues which are “critical in demonstrating the propriety of
a writ of mandamus.” Round Hill Gen. Imp. Dist. v. Newman, 97 Nev. 601, 604, 637 P.2d
534,536 (1981).

46.  Having reviewed this case in its entirety, the Court finds that there are no

disputed issues of fact which merit a jury trial.

47.  Moreover, a jury trial would cause the partie%—aad—t&xpa-ye@gincur

PM

unnecessary costs.
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1 48.  Accordingly, this matter is not appropriate for trial. To the extent that the
2 | |Court determines that an evidentiary hearing is necessary, the Court will conduct such a
3 | [hearing. Additionally, should the Court determine that a trial on any issue of fact is
4 | Inecessary, such a trial will proceed as a bench trial.

5| [III. ORDER

6 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Metro does not have to
7 | |produce an unredacted version of the SCOPE Manual.

8 IT IS FUTHER ORDERED that Metro must produce information regarding
9 | |officer unit assignments for all patrol officers for calendar years 2014, 2015, and 2016.
10 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Metro must produce arrest reports for
11 | |solicitation for calendar years 2014, 2015, 2016, 2017, and 2018, regardless of the status of
12 | lany criminal case.

L= 13 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Metro may not redact the names of victims,
2 g §§§ 14 | |witnesses, or undercover officers who testified in open court from any of the records it is
gg%gg 15 | jproducing in this matter.

%%%%g 16 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this matter is not appropriate for jury trial, as

g éa 17 | |there are no disputed issues of fact which merit a jury trial.

18 THE COURT DEFERS RULING ON THE OTHER UNRESOLVED ISSUES IN
19 | |THIS MATTER.
20
2 AQ‘(.& ), 301 QMW\D&M‘\
22 | [Date  \ ' DI@A&ICT COURT JU@ BM
23 Respectfully Submitted By:
24
25

Margaret A McLefchie, Nevada Bar No. 10931
26 | IMCLETCHIE LAW
57 | |701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite. 520

Las Vegas, NV 89101
28 | |Counsel for Petitioner

9
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This Motion is made and based upon the papers and pleadings on file herein, the
Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and any oral argument allowed by the Court at a hearing
on this matter.

Dated this Kg_/day of April, 2019.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

Nevada Bar No. 8996

Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS & AUTHORITIES

L INTRODUCTION

Based upon the Las Vegas Review-Journal’s (“LVRJ”) Petition under the Nevada Public
Records Act (“NPRA”), the Court ordered LVMPD to produce patrol officer unit assignments
for the years 2014, 2015, and 2016. While many of LVRJ’s other requests remain active—either
not ordered to be disclosed by the Court or in the midst of production by LVMPD—LVRJ’s
specific request for unit assignments has been resolved. Accordingly, LVMPD asks that this
Court grant final judgment certification pursuant to NRCP 54(b) of the March 27th Order as it
relates to the production of unit assignments. Additionally, LVMPD asks that this Court stay its
Order to produce unit assignments pending appeal pursuant to NRAP 8(c). Certifying the Order
as final allows the Part‘ies to reach a final order as to the particular request of unit assignments
and, further, staying execution of the Order preserves the status quo pending resolution of the
matter on appeal.

IL STATEMENT OF FACTS

As the Court is aware, this matter stems from the Petition for Writ of Mandamus of LVRJ

seeking public records from LVMPD under NRS 239.001 et seq., relating to various records,
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including LVMPD’s unit assignments for officers from 2014-2016. See Exhibit 1 to Petition.
On April 27, 2017, LVMPD provided the names and badge numbers of officers on the force
from 2014-2016. Id. at Exhibit 7. Prior to this disclosure, however, General Counsel informed
LVRIJ that it was not providing unit assignments due to safety concerns. /d. at Exhibit 6. After
Ms. McLetchie became involved, Mr. Crosby also explained that unit assignments would not be
produced because of officer safety and it would reveal identities of officers working in covert
positions. Id. at Exhibit 20.

LVRJ then filed its Petition seeking access to the unit assignments. See Petition on file
herein, generally. After initial briefing and oral argument, the Court ordered LVMPD to submit
supplemental briefing on the production of unit assignments. See Order from August 22, 2018
Hearing on file herein. LVMPD submitted a Supplemental Brief on August 29, 2018 in support
of its position that the disclosure of patrol officer unit assignments can reveal the identities of
past or future undercover and covert officers. See LVMPD’s Supplemental Brief filed on August
29, 2018 on file herein. At the March 4, 2019 status check, LVMPD requested additional
briefing on the unit assignment issue in light of the Supreme Court’s recent decision in Clark
County School District v. Las Vegas Review-Journal, 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 34, 429 P.3d 313
(2018), which adopted a balancing test regarding an individual’s nontrivial privacy interest in
relation to public records. On March 18, 2019, the Parties submitted simultaneous briefs that
addressed the unit assignment issue. Following a final hearing on March 27, 2019, the Court
issued an Order which, among other things, concluded that the NPRA requires LVMPD to
produce unit assignments for patrol officers for calendar years 2014, 2015, and 2016. See Order
entered on April 12, 2019.

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT

First, the Court’s Order requiring production of patrol officer unit assignments should be
certified as final. While the instant case involves requests for dissemination of a variety of
records, the request for unit assignment of patrol officers is separate from LVRJ’s remaining

requests. Furthermore, any order from the Supreme Court on the unit assignment issue would
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not affect LVRJ’s remaining record requests. Accordingly, certification of the March 27, 2019
Order as it pertains to the production of unit assignments is proper.

Second, a stay of an order is appropriate to preserve the status quo during the pendency
of appellate proceedings, to ensure that neither party is prejudiced. Here, the Court should grant
LVMPD’s Motion for Stay because the object of its appeal would be defeated without a stay,
because LVRJ will not suffer any serious injury if the stay is granted, and because the privacy
rights of nonparties would be jeopardized if the stay is not granted.

A. THIS COURT SHOULD CERTIFY THE ORDER AS FINAL UNDER

NRCP 54(B).

A party may move for an order certifying a judgment as final when other claims remain
pending in the matter. This is confirmed by NRCP 54(b), which states, in pertinent part:

(b) Judgment on Multiple Claims or Involving Multiple Parties. When an

action presents more than one claim for relief--whether as a claim, counterclaim,

crossclaim, or third-party claim--or when multiple parties are involved, the court

may direct entry of a final judgment as to one or more, but fewer than all, claims

or parties only if the court expressly determines that there is no just reason for

delay. Otherwise, any order or other decision, however designated, that

adjudicates fewer than all the claims or the rights and liabilities of fewer than all

the parties does not end the action as to any of the claims or parties and may be

revised at any time before the entry of a judgment adjudicating all the claims and

all the parties' rights and liabilities.

When a district court is asked to certify a judgment based on the resolution of fewer than
all claims, the court is only charged with determining whether the claim sought to be certified is
separate from the remaining claims. Hallicrafters Co. v. Moore, 102 Nev. 526, 528, 728 P.2d
441, 442 (1986). If the claim is separate, the court may expressly determine that there is no just
reason for delay. Id.; see also NRCP 54(b); Mallin v. Farmers Ins. Exch., 106 Nev. 606, 609~10,
797 P.2d 978, 981 (1990), overruled on other grounds by Matter of Estate of Sarge, 134 Nev.
Adv. Op. 105, 432 P.3d 718 (2018) (the district court is required only to make an express
determination that there is no just reason for delay and an express direction for the entry of

judgment). On the other hand, if the claims asserted in an action, albeit separate, are so closely

related that the appellate court must necessarily decide important issues pending below in order
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to decide the issues appealed, there can be no finding that there is no just reason for delay, and
certification of an order is not proper. Id.

Consequently, the Order directing production of patrol officer unit assignments should be
certified as final pursuant to NRCP 54(b), because it is a separate claim for production of
records. Separate causes of action may frequently state only a single claim for relief for
purposes of NRCP 54(b) when they arise out of a single transaction, or a series of related
transactions. Id, at 527-28, 728 P.2d at 442. Multiple claims for relief can arise, however, from
a single transaction, or a series of related transactions, in some circumstances. Id. The latter
applies to the instant case. The NPRA permits a requester to seek access to public records. NRS
239.010. Thus, each record request is a sepafate claim for purposes of a public record action.
NRS 239.011. Here, the Order resolves LVRJ’s claim for production of unit assignments. The
issue of unit assignments will not affect any of LVRJ’s remaining requests. NRCP 54(b)
certification will simply permit LVMPD and LVRJ to move forward with a pending appeal of
the Order concerning production of unit assignments. Thus, this Court should certify as final the
Order pursuant to NRCP 54(b).

B. A STAY PRESERVES THE STATUS QUO.

As noted above, the purpose of a stay is to preserve the status quo. See Nelson v. Heer,
121 Nev. 832, 835, 122 P.3d 1252, 1254 (2005); see also United States. v. State of Mich., 505
F.Supp. 467, 471 (W.D. Mich. 1980) (stating that the purpose of a stay is to preserve, not
change, the status quo). In this case, LVMPD being required to produce the contested
information would upset the status quo because LVMPD cannot un-ring the bell—once the
information is released, any confidentiality or privacy interest in those documents is destroyed.
As such, in the event the Nevada Supreme Court alters or vacates the decision, the damage will
have already been done. Thus, the Order should be stayed as to unit assignments through the
pendency of LVMPD’s appeal.

C. THE NRAP 8(¢) FACTORS WEIGH IN FAVOR OF A STAY.

Courts are afforded discretion in determining whether a stay is appropriate because

decisions regarding a requested stay are fact-intensive. See Aspen Fin. Servs., Inc. v. Eighth
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Judicial Dist. Court, 128 Nev. 635, 289 P.3d 201, 205-06 (2012) (reviewing a district court’s
denial of a stay for an abuse of discretion and recognizing that “[d]etermining whether to grant
such a stay is a fact-intensive, case-by-case determination”).

That being said, in assessing a request for a stay, courts should consider the NRAP 8(c)
factors, including: (1) Whether the object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay or injunction
is denied; (2) Whether appellant will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay or injunction
is denied; (3) Whether the respondent/real party in interest will suffer irreparable or serious
injury if the stay or injunction is granted; and (4) Whether appellant/petitioner is likely to prevail
on the merits of the appeal. See, e.g., Hansen v. Dist. Ct., 116 Nev. 650, 657, 6 P.3d 982, 986
(2000); see also Clark Cty. Office of Coroner/Med. Exam’r v. Las Vegas Review-Journal, 134
Nev. Adv. Op. 24, 415 P.3d 16, 19 (2018) (Cherry, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part)
(suggesting that courts may consider other factors because the Rule states that courts “will
generally consider” the enumerated factors). A moving party need not satisfy all four NRAP
8(c) factors; instead, one or two particularly strong factors may counterbalance other factors that
are weak or inapplicable. See Mikohn Gaming Corp. v. McCrea, 120 Nev. 248, 251, 89 P.3d 36,
38 (2004).

1. The Object of LVMPD’s Appeal Will be Defeated if the Requested
Stay is Denied.

Parties should not be penalized for exercising their appellate rights, especially where the
issues on appeal are legitimate and pursued in good faith. Here, the litigation between the parties
implicates significant legal determinations that are constantly evolving in light of the Nevada
Supreme Court’s examination of distinct factual scenarios in relation to the NPRA. The harm
caused by disclosure of these particular records would be irreparable and immediate upon the
documents being produced. As such, the object of the appeal will be to avoid producing these
documents altogether, and such an appeal would be moot if the documents were already
produced. Thus, the first factor weighs in favor of a stay.

/11

111
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2. Interested Parties will Suffer Irreparable Injury if a Stay is Not
Granted.

As noted above, the disputed production of unit assignments of patrol officers involves
discrete nontrivial privacy interests, the public disclosure of which would irreparably destroy
those privacy interests, First, as detailed in the Supplemental Briefing provided by LVMPD,
disclosure of unit assignments for all patrol officers constitutes an unwarranted risk of harm to
those officers, as members of the public have already harassed police officers after gaining
knowledge of their personal information. Further, allowing redaction of officers given a
particular assignment (such as undercover officers) does not actually protect those officers when
all other names are disclosed; through simple deduction, any member of the public would be able
to ascertain which officers in a given unit have been redacted. Thus, the officers have personal
nontrivial privacy interests that would be harmed if unit assignments were to be disclosed.

Privacy interests cannot be adequately compensated with monetary damages. Further,
the privacy interests detailed above would be immediately and irreparably harmed as soon as the
documents are produced. As such, irreparable harm will result without a stay pending appeal,
and the second NRAP 8(c) factor is satisfied here.

3. Will Not Suffer Any Serious or Irreparable Injury if a Stay is
Granted.

While the disclosure of the disputed categories of documents would immediately harm
the privacy interests implicated as noted above, on the contrary, any harm suffered by LVRJ or
the general public by a delay in the disclosure of documents would be only temporary. In the
event the Nevada Supreme Court decides that the ordered disclosure would not violate any
nontrivial privacy interests, then LVMPD will disclose the documents in full at that time. The
public interest in knowing what units particular patrol officers were assigned to is not time-
sensitive. There is no looming deadline that would make public disclosure of this information at
a later date somehow less impactful. Additionally, LVMPD will continue to provide responsive
records that are not impacted by this Court’s recent Order to LVRJ on a rolling basis. Therefore,

any interest in receiving this information now is easily outweighed by the risk of serious or
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irreparable harm if the information is disclosed before the Nevada Supreme Court can render an
opinion on whether disclosure is appropriate. LVMPD thus satisfies the third NRAP 8(c) factor
for granting a stay pending appeal.

4. LVMPD is Likely to Prevail on the Merits of its Appeal.

In weighing this final factor, the Supreme Court has articulated that “a movant does not
always have to show a probability of success on the merits, [but] the movant must ‘present a
substantial case on the merits when a serious legal question is involved and show that the balance
of equities weighs heavily in favor of granting the stay.”” Hansen, 116 Nev. at 659, 6 P.3d at
987. Here, LVMPD presents serious legal questions which satisfy this final factor.

Indeed, and with all due respect for this Court, LVMPD maintains that the Court’s
decision as to the unit assignments of patrol officers was erroneous and should be overturned.
As the Court is aware, the Nevada Supreme Court has recently agreed that privacy interests can
outweigh the public interest in an NPRA case. See, e.g. Clark County School District v. Las
Vegas Review-Journal, 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 34, 429 P.3d 313 (2018). The facts at issue in this
case are substantially similar to those in the CCSD case, so LVMPD’s emergency appeal will, at
a minimum, “present a substantial case on the merits when a serious legal question is involved.”
As such, this Court should enter the requested stay during the pendency of the appeal.

IV. CONCLUSION

Final certification of this Court’s order to produce patrol officer unit assignments is
proper under NRCP 54(b). As this Court has ordered LVMPD to produce the disputed
documents immediately, LVMPD will be left in the difficult position of complying with the
district court’s order and thus, mooting the appeal, or preserving the issue for appeal and
consequently disobeying this Court’s Order. This is a textbook example of when a stay pending
appeal must be granted. As explained above, each of the NRAP 8(c) factors weigh in LVMPD’s
favor.

/11
/11
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Based on the foregoing, LVMPD respectfully requests the Court grants its Motion for
54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal.
Dated this |3 day of April, 2019.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFIN

J—

By:_ / A /A

Nigk D MCroSby, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 8996

JacKie V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE

DEPARTMENT’S MOTION FOR 54(B) CERTIFICATION AND FOR STAY PENDING

APPEAL was s&mitted electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District
Court on the }b day of April, 2019. Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be
made in accordance with the E-Service List as follows:'

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

7
An empflbyee of Marquis Arpash Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Electronically Filed
5/10/2019 2:56 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
NONO &‘“‘ '

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 E. Bridger Avenue, Suite 520

LasVegas, NV 89101

Telephone: (702) 728-5300; Fax (702) 425-8220

Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com

Counsel for Petitioner, Las Vegas Review-Journal, Inc.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

LASVEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, Case No.: A-18-775378-W
Petitioner, Dept. No.: XV
VS,
NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITION TO
LASVEGASMETROPOLITAN
LASVEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE POLICE DEPARTMENT’S
DEPARTMENT, MOTION FOR 54(b)
CERTIFICATION AND STAY
Respondent. PENDING APPEAL

Hearing Date: May 20, 2019
Hearing Time: 9:00 am.

Petitioner the Las Vegas Review-Journal (“Review-Journal”) hereby submits this
Notice of Non-Opposition to the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s Motion for
54(b) Certification and Stay Pending Appeal .

Respectfully submitted this 10" day of May, 2019.

/s Margaret A. McLetchie

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, Nevada Bar No. 10931
ALINA M. SHELL, NevadaBar No. 11711
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 E. Bridger Avenue, Suite 520

LasVegas, NV 89101

Counsdl for Petitioner, Las Vegas Review-Journal

Case Number: A-18-775378-W
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NOTICE OF NON-OPPOSITION

On April 15, 2019, the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (“Metro”) filed
aMotion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal requesting the Court grant final
certification pursuant to NRCP 54(b) of the March 27, 2019, Order as it relates to the
production of officer unit assignments, and further requesting the Court stay that portion of
the Order pending appeal. The Review-Journa hereby notifies the Court that, in the interests
of judicial efficiency! and reducing the costs of litigation for the parties, it does not oppose
either request. Notwithstanding that non-opposition, however, the Review-Journal disagrees
with Metro’s assessment of the factors this Court must consider pursuant to Nevada Rule of
Appellate Procedure 8(c), and wishes the record to be clear: Metro is not likely to succeed
on the merits and a requester is greatly prejudiced when access to public records is delayed.
The Review-Journal will seek to expedite Nevada Supreme Court proceedings to the extent
possible to avoid delays.

A. The Review-Journal Does Not Oppose 54(b) Certification.

AsMetro discussesinit Motion, pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 54(b),
when an action presents more than one claim for relief, a court may direct entry of a final
judgment as to one or more claims “if the court expressy determines that there is no just
reason for delay.” In this instance, the Review-Journal’s request for records reflecting past
unit assignments for patrol officersis one of severa records requests that are the subject of
the instant litigation, and is segregable from the other requests. Thus, the Review-Journal
does not object to Metro’s request for 54(b) certification of this single issue.

Iy
111
111
111

1 As discussed below, the Review-Journa anticipates that, if this Court were to deny a stay,
Metro would file a motion at the Nevada Supreme Court and wishes to minimize motion
practice and attorney’s fees.
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B. The Review-Journal Disagrees With Metro’s Assessment of the Rule 8(c)
Factors.

While the Review-Journal does not oppose Metro’s request for a stay pending
appeal of the portion of the March 27, 2019, Order regarding officer unit assignments, it
disagrees with Metro’s assertions regarding the lack of harm to the Review-Journa that
would occur with astay and its likelihood of success on the merits of the appeal .

1. TheRule 8(c) Factors.

This Court must consider four factors in deciding whether to issue a stay: (1)
“whether the object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay is denied;” (2) “whether
appellant/petitioner will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is denied;” (3)
“whether respondent/real party in interest will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay
is granted;” and (4) “whether appellant/petitioner is likely to prevail on the merits in the
appeal.” Hansen v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court ex rel. Cty. of Clark, 116 Nev. 650, 657, 6
P.3d 982, 986 (2000) (citing Nev. R. App. P. 8(c) and Kressv. Corey, 65 Nev. 1, 189 P.2d
352 (1948)); accord Mikohn Gaming Corp. v. McCrea, 120 Nev. 248, 251, 89 P.3d 36, 38
(2004). In addition, as the United States Supreme Court has held, courts must also consider
“where the public interest lies.” Hilton v. Braunskill, 481 U.S. 770, 776 (1987) (citations
omitted); accord NML Capital, Ltd. v. Republic of Argentina, No. 2:14-CV-492-RFB-VCF,
2015 WL 3489684, at *4 (D. Nev. June 3, 2015).

The Nevada Supreme Court has “not indicated that any one factor carries more
weight than the others,” and instead “recognizes that if one or two factors are especially
strong, they may counterbalance other weak factors.” Mikohn Gaming Corp., 120 Nev. at
251, 89 P.3d at 38 (citing Hansen, 116 Nev. 650, 6 P.3d 982 (2000)).

While there may be some merit to Metro’s assertions that the first two NRAP 8(c)
factors—(1) “whether the object of the appeal will be defeated if the stay is denied;” and (2)
“whether appellant/petitioner will suffer irreparable or serious injury if the stay is denied”—
weigh in favor of a stay, the Review-Journal disagrees with Metro’s conclusion that the
Review-Journal and the public will not suffer harm as aresult of astay, and further disagrees

with Metro’s assessment that it is likely to prevail on appeal.
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2. A Stay Will Injurethe Review-Journal and the Public.

Metro assertsin its Motion that astay will not cause serious or irreparable injury to
the Review-Journal. (Motion, pp. 7:19-8:3.) This assertion ignores that pursuant to the
Nevada Public Records Act (“NPRA”) and the First Amendment, the Review-Journal has a
substantial interest in the immediate production of public records, including records
pertaining to patrol officer unit assignments.

The legidlative intent underpinning the NPRA isto foster democratic principles by
ensuring easy and expeditious access to public records. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1); see
also Reno Newspapers, Inc. v. Gibbons, 127 Nev. 873, 878, 266 P.3d 623, 626 (2011)
(holding that “the provisions of the NPRA are designed to promote government transparency
and accountability”). Indeed, the importance of access—and specifically, speedy access—is
reflected in the NPRA’s mandate that courts prioritize public records matters. Nev. Rev. Stat.
§ 239.001(2) (“The court shall give this matter priority over other civil matters to which
priority is not given by other statutes...”).

Not only does the NPRA reflect a mandate favoring access, a specific legislative
interest in swift disclosure is woven throughout the NPRA. For example, Nev. Rev. Stat. §
239.0107(1) mandates that, by not later than the end of the fifth business day after receiving
arecords request, a governmental entity must either (1) make the records available; (2) if
they entity does not have custody of the requested records, notify the requester of that fact
and direct them to the appropriate government entity; (3) if the records are not available by
the end of the fifth business day, provide notice of that fact and a date when the records will
be available; or (4) if the records or any part of the records are confidential, provide the
requestor with notice of that fact and a citation to the statute or law making the records
confidential. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.0107(1)(a)-(d).

In addition to thistimely notification and disclosure scheme, the NPRA specifically
provides for expedited court consideration of a governmental entity’s denial of a records
request. Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.011(2) (mandating that a court give an application for public

records “priority over other civil matters”). Thus, the NPRA is designed to provide quick
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access to withheld public records, not to reward non-compliance or delay.

Metro asserts the Review-Journal will not suffer any serious or irreparable harm
because Metro is producing other records, and because any harm caused by a delay in the
disclosure of records pertaining to patrol officer unit assignments would be temporary.
(Motion, p. 7:19-27.) Aside from evidencing a fundamental misunderstanding of how
investigative journalism works, Metro’s position ignores the irreparable harm that the
continued withholding of the requested records inflicts on the public. As noted above, the
NPRA specifically provides that the public has a presumptive right of access to public
records. See Nev. Rev. Stat. § 239.001(1). The continued withholding of the requested
reports violates that right.

Additionelly, the continued withholding of the requested documents thwarts one of
the central roles of investigative journalism: publicizing information about issues that affect
the public interest. As the paper of record for the State of Nevada, the Review-Journal has
an important roleto play inidentifying and providing in-depth reporting on issues of concern
to the citizens of Nevada. And this reporting can lead to changesin public agencies.

Finally, the denia of access to public records impinges on the Review-Journa’s
First Amendment rights to access public records and report on them—and any violation of a
First Amendment right is irreparable harm. See, e.g., Globe Newspaper Co. v. Pokaski, 868
F.2d 497, 507 (1st Cir. 1989) (“even a one to two day delay impermissibly burdens the First
Amendment”). The importance of immediate public access to documents has also been
recognized in cases providing the press with access to public recordsin court files. See, e.g.,
Lugosch v. Pyramid Co. of Onondaga, 435 F.3d 110,126-27 (2d Cir. 2006) (“Our public
access cases and those in other circuits emphasize the importance of immediate access where
a right of access is found.”) (emphasis added) (citations omitted)); Grove Fresh Distribs.,
Inc. v. Everfresh Juice Co., 24 F.3d 893, 897 (7th Cir. 1994) (public access to documentsin
court’s file “should be immediate and contemporaneous”).
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3. Metro IsUnlikely to Prevail on Appeal.

The Review-Journal also disagrees with Metro’s assessment that it is likely to
prevail on appeal. (See Motion, p. 9:4-17.) Much as it did in its March 18, 2019,
Supplemental Brief in support of its Response to the Review-Journal’s Opening Brief
(curmpar € March 18, 2019 Supplement Brief, pp. 12:9-14:16 and Motion, p. 8:4-17), Metro
relies on the Nevada Supreme Court’s recent decision in Clark County School District v. Las
Vegas Review-Journal, 134 Nev. Adv. Op. 34, 429 P.3d 313 (2018), to assert that the privacy
interests in patrol officer unit assignments outweighs the public’s interest in the records.

This reliance is misplaced. First, the CCSD test is inapplicable because Metro
cannot identify a nontrivial persona privacy interest Metro officers might have regarding
information about their previous unit assignments. That is because there is none. Unlike
CCSD, the records at issue are not investigative reports; they are akin to historica
employment data. Metro officers are public employees working for the community, and
much information about them is presumptively public. Second, information regarding Metro
officers’ prior unit assignments is public information subject to disclosure under the NPRA
because such information concerns the provision of a public service. Metro officers are
tasked with enforcing state and local laws and the safety of the citizens of the Las Vegas
area. Thus, the public has a significant interest in information regarding officer unit
assignments.

Notwithstanding these disagreements with Metro’s assessment of the third and
fourth Rule 8(c) factors, in the interests of judicial efficiency and reducing the costs of
litigation, the Review-Journal does not oppose a stay of this narrow portion of the Court’s
March 27, 2019, Order pending appeal. Asthis Court is aware, pursuant to NRAP 8(a)(1), a
party seeking a stay pending appeal must first movethe district court for astay. If the district
court denies that stay, the party may then move the Supreme Court or Court of Appeals for
a stay. NRAP 8(a)(2). The Review-Journal anticipates that, were it to oppose the instant
requext for astay, Metro would movethe Supreme Court for astay pursuant to NRAP 8(a)(2).

Such litigation would only increase the attorney’s fees the public is footing the bill for. Thus,
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to avoid unnecessary experises, the Review-Journal does not oppose Metro’s request for a
Stay.
DATED this 10" day of May, 2019.

/sl Margaret A. McLetchie

MARGARET A. MCLETCHIE, NevadaBar No. 10931
ALINA M. SHELL, Nevada Bar No. 11711
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 E. Bridger Avenue, Suite 520

Las Vegas, NV 89101

Telephone: (702) 728-5300; Fax (702) 72€-5300

Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com

Counsdl for Petitioner, Las Vegas Review-Journal

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on this 10" day of May, 2019, pursuant to Administrative Order
14-2 and N.E.F.C.R. 9, | did cause a true copy of the foregoing NOTICE OF NON-
OPPOSITION TO LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT’S MOTION
FOR 54(b) CERTIFICATION AND STAY PENDING APPEAL in Las Vegas Review-
Journal v. Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department, Clark County District Court Case
No. A-18-775378-W, to be served dectronically using the Odyssey File & Serve system, to

all parties with an email address on record.

Nick D. Crosby, and Jackie V. Nichols
MARQUISAURBACH COFFING

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, NV 89145

Email: ncrosby@maclaw.com,; jnichols@maclaw.com
Attorneys for Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department

/s Pharan Burchfield
An Employee of McLetchie Law
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This Reply is made and based upon the papers and pleadings on file herein, the

Memorandum of Points and Authorities, and any oral argument allowed by the Court at a hearing

MARQUIS AURBACH/(?FF J

Nlck . Crosby, Esq. ¥

Nevagda Bar No. 8996

Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department

on this matter.

Dated this | Gday of May, 2019

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS & AUTHORITIES

I INTRODUCTION

The Las Vegas Review-Journal (“LVRJ”) concedes that certification of this Court’s
Order entered March 27, 2019 pertaining to the production of unit assignments is proper.
Likewise, LVRJ admits that the first two factors under the Rule 8(c) analysis favor a stay.
Despite its non-opposition, LVRJ countered LVMPD’s Motion with respect to the last two
factors under Rule 8(c) for a stay. Accordingly, this Reply is limited to addressing the last two
factors for the record.

IL LEGAL ARGUMENT

A moving party need not satisfy all four NRAP 8(c) factors; instead, one or two
particularly strong factors may counterbalance other factors that are weak or inapplicable. See
Mikohn Gaming Corp. v. McCrea, 120 Nev. 248, 251, 89 P.3d 36, 38 (2004). Undoubtedly, thé
first two factors, as admitted by LVRJ, weigh in favor of a stay. LVRIJ argues, however, that the
last two factors, whether LVRJ will suffer irreparable harm if the stay is granted and whether
LVMPD is likely to prevail on the merits in the appeal, weighs against a stay. To the contrary,

LVRJ will not be irreparably harmed and the Supreme Court’s recent decision in Clark County
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III. CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing, LVMPD respectfully requests the Court enter an order certifying
the March 27, 2019 Order as final and for Stay Pending Appeal as to the disclosure of unit

assignments.

Dated this Xgay of May, 2019.

MARQUIS AURBAC OFFING
-/

e
e

By:__/
Ni¢ (If Cfosby, Esq.
N a Bar No. 8996
Jackie V. Nichols, Esq,
Nevada Bar No. 14246
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE

DEPARTMENT’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 54(B) CERTIFICATION

AND FOR STAY PENDING APPEAL was submitted electronically for filing and/or service

with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the ] S day of May, 2019. Electronic service of the
foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the E-Service List as follows:'

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

f|WATAVAY s
An’employee of Marquis Awtbach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Please take notice that Page 3 was inadvertently missing from LVMPD’s Reply in
Support of Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal and, therefore, should be
attached thereto.

Dated this _/_f day of May, 2019.

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

Nick D. Crosly, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 8996

Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department

Page 2 of 3
MAC:14687-054 3738666_1 5/15/2019 12:28 PM

3932




MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING

10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

(702) 382-0711 FAX: (702) 382-5816

O R N N B W e

NN N N NN N NN e e e eed peed ped et el ek e
0 N N R LY = O YW NN Y WY = o

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing ERRATA TO LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN

POLICE DEPARTMENT’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 54(B)

CERTIFICATION AND FOR STAY PENDING APPEAL was submitted electronically for

-
filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the [$ day of May, 2019.
Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the E-Service
List as follows:'

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE SHELL LLC
701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy
thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

An emplbyee of Marquié AUrbach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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School District v. Las Vegas Review-Journal, 134 Nev. Adv. Qp. 34, 429 P.3d 313 (2018)
protects information that involves a nontrivial privacy interest, such as the unit assignments at

issue here. .
A. LVRJ WILL NOT SUFFER ANY SERIOUS OR IRREPARABLE INJURY
IF A STAY IS GRANTED.

First and foremost, LVRJ cannot be irreparably injured by nondisclosure if it is not
entitled to disclosure in the first place. It is LVMPD’s position that the unit assignments
requested is confidential. At most, LVRJ will suffer a temporary injury that would be cured by
the Supreme Court’s ruling. A temporary injury is not an irreparable injury. As indicated in the
initial Motion, if the Supreme Court orders disclosure of the unit assignments on appeal, any
temporary injury belied by LVRIJ would be resolved. LVRJ mistakenly contends that
nondisclosure inflicts irreparable harm on the public. However, LVRJ has previously
represented that it would not be disclosing the unit assignments to the public. Thus, the public
harm argument fails. Any potential harm suffered by LVRIJ is outweighed by the first two
factors that tilt in favor of LVMPD.

B. LVMPD IS LIKELY TO PREVAIL ON THE MERITS OF ITS APPEAL.

LVMPD must ‘present a substantial case on the merits when a serious legal question is
involved and show that the balance of equities weighs heavily in favor of granting the stay.””
Hansen, 116 Nev. at 659, 6 P.3d at 987. Here, LVMPD presents serious legal questions which
satisfy this final factor. Disclosure of unit assignments is an issue of first impression in Nevada.
As such, LVMPD maintains that under the recent Nevada Supreme Court case, unit assignments
of patrol officers involve a nontrivial privacy interest, warranting LVMPD’s withholding of the
unit assignments. LVMPD’s appeal will, at a minimum, “present a substantial case on the merits
when a serious legal question is involved.” Balancing all factors, it is clear that the scale tips in
favor if a stay. As such, this Court should enter the requested stay during the pendency of the
appeal.

/11
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A-18-775378-W

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Writ of Mandamus COURT MINUTES May 16, 2019

A-18-775378-W Las Vegas Review-Journal, Plaintiff(s)
VS.
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department, Defendant(s)

May 16, 2019 Chambers Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s
Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay
Pending Appeal

HEARD BY: Hardy, Joe COURTROOM: Chambers

COURT CLERK: Kristin Duncan
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- COURT ORDERED, Respondent Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s Motion for 54(b)
Certification and Stay Pending Appeal is hereby ADVANCED and GRANTED in its entirety for the
reasons set forth in the Motion and as unopposed pursuant to EDCR 2.20(e). Respondent’s counsel is
to prepare the written order, submit it to all counsel for review and approval, and submit it to
Department 15’s chambers within 10 days pursuant to EDCR 7.21.

CLERK'S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was e-mailed to: Nick D. Crosby, Esq.
[ncrosby@maclaw.com], Jackie V. Nichols, Esq. [jnichols@maclaw.com], and Margaret A. McLetchie,
Esq. [maggie@nvlitigation.com]. (KD 5/16/19)

PRINT DATE: 05/16/2019 Page1of1 Minutes Date:  May 16, 2019
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER was submitted

electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the szl/day of
May, 2019. Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the

E-Service List as follows:!

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M, Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,
Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

)

. yo)
An employee of Marquis>Aibach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Electronically Filed
5/29/2019 3:21 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COURT

o © 0!&\

Marquis Aurbach Coffing 1\ e
Nick D. Crosby, Esq. Qﬂﬁz
Nevada Bar No. 8996
Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14246
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Telephone: (702) 382-0711
Facsimile: (702) 382-5816
ncrosby@maclaw.com
jnichols@maclaw.com

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas

Metropolitan Police Department

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, Case No.: A-18-775378-W
Dept. No.: XV
Petitioner,
VS,

LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT,

Respondent.

ORDER m

This matter, having come before the Court on May 24, 2019 for a hearing on Respondent
the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s (“LVMPD”) Motion for 54(b) Certification and
for Stay Pending Appeal, and the Court, having reviewed all of the papers and pleadings on file
in this matter, and having considered the points and authorities thereof, and for good cause
shown:

1. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that LVMPD’s
Motion for NRCP 54(b) Certification is GRANTED;

2. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that because no just reason for delay exists, this
Court enters an express direction for the entry of judgment as to the Order filed on April 12,

2019 related to the Las Vegas Review-Journal’s public record request of Patrol Officer Unit

Assignments for the years 2014-2016;

Page 1 of 2
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3. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that LVMPD’s Motion for Stay Pending Appeal is
also GRANTED.

EQ ORDER
IT IS SO ORDERED this day of May, 2019.

Oy s

Dlﬁl' RICT COUR@DGV

Respectfully Submitted By:
MARQUIS AU&jBACH 79FFING

/

ada Bar No 8996

Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No, 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent,

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department

Approved as to Form and Content:

MCLETCHIE LAW

By:

Margp€t A. McLetchie
Nevada Bar No. 10931

701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorneys for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal
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on May 30, 2019, attached hereto as Exhibit A, respectively.
Dated this & day of June, 2019.

/1
MARQUIS AURBACH qﬁ\JG

: |/ Lq /|
Nlck rosby, Esqe” 7
vad ar No. 8996

Ja kié V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department

Page 2 of 3
MAC:14687-054 3751976_1 6/5/2019 2:27 PM

3942




Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
(702) 382-0711 FAX: (702) 382-5816

MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
10001 Park Run Drive

N Y v B W N

o]

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing RESPONDENT LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN

POLICE DEPARTMENT’S NOTICE OF APPEAL was submitted electronically for filing

and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the 5"y\/ciay of June, 2019. Electronic
service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the E-Service List as

follows:

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV §9101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,
Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

An employeélof Marquis Autbéch Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8. OS(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E- Fxhng System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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Electronically Filed
5/30/2019 10:52 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERJ OF THE COU

Marquis Aurbach Coffing sy &'.
Nick D. Crosby, Esq. (Lot el
Nevada Bar No. 8996
Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14246
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145
Telephone: (702) 382-0711
Facsimile: (702) 382-5816
ncrosby@maclaw.com
jnichols@maclaw.com

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas

Metropolitan Police Department

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, Case No.; A-18-775378-W
Dept. No.: XV
Petitioner,
VS.
LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT,
Respondent.

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that an Order Regarding Respondent’s Motion for 54(b)
Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal was entered on the 29th day of May, 2019, a copy of

which is attached hereto.

Dated this %@day of May, 2019.

MARQUIS AURB@N COFFING
By: 7” " /b\/{

Ni(@D. Cfosby, Esq.

Neyada Bar No. 8996

Jackie V., Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that the foregoing NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER was submitted

electronically for filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the .'SQWaay of
May, 2019. Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the

E-Service List as follows:'

Margaret A, McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal

[ further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

. Vo)
An employee of Marquis>Adubach Coffing

! pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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in this matter, and having considered the points and authorities thereof, and for good cause

Electronically Filed
5/29/2019 3:21 PM
Steven D, Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
%l o

“ » w
Marquis Aurbach Coffin 3 ﬁ e
Nick D. Crosby, Esq. ¢ @ﬁﬁx
Nevada Bar No. 8996 ‘
Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
LAS VEGAS REVIEW-JOURNAL, Case No.: A-18-775378-W
Dept. No.: XV
Petitioner,
Vs,

LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE
DEPARTMENT,

Respondent.

ORDER
/b

This matter, having come before the Court on May 2¢], 2019 for a hearing on Respondent
the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s (“LVMPD”) Motion for 54(b) Certification and

for Stay Pending Appeal, and the Court, having reviewed all of the papers and pleadings on file

shown:
1. IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that LVMPD’s

Motion for NRCP 54(b) Certification is GRANTED;

2. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that because no just reason for delay exists, this
Court enters an express direction for the entry of judgment as to the Order filed on April 12,
2019 related to the Las Vegas Review-Journal’s public record request of Patrol Officer Unit
Assignments for the years 2014-2016;
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3, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that LVMPD’s Motion for Stay Pending Appeal is
also GRANTED.

ié ORDER
IT IS SO ORDERED this day of May, 2019,

(e,

DIF}TRICT COURUJDGV

Respectfully Submitted By:
MARQUIS AURBACH COFFING
/" )

w (‘frosbi?"E’sd;/ A
ada Bar No. 8996
Jackie V. Nichols, Esq.
Nevada Bar No. 14246
10001 Park Run Drive
Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent,
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department

Approved as to Form and Content:

MCLETCHIE LAW

By:

Margae€t A, McLetchie
Nevada Bar No. 10931

701 E. Bridger Ave., Suite 520
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
Attorneys for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal
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10001 Park Run Drive

W A W N

O 0 NN

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

4. Identify each respondent and the name and address of appellate counsel, if known,
for each respondent (if the name of a respondent’s appellate counsel is unknown, indicated as
much and provide the name and address of that respondent’s trial counsel):

Respondent: Las Vegas Review-Journal
Margaret A. McLetchie Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
McLetchie Law
701 East Bridger Ave, Suite 520
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101
5. Indicate whether any attorney identified above in response to question 3 or 4 is

not licensed to practice law in Nevada and, if so, whether the district court granted that attorney

permission to appear under SCR 42 (attach a copy of any district court order granting such

permission):
N/A
6. Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained counsel in
the district court:
Retained.
7. Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained counsel on
appeal:
Retained.
8. Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis, and

the date of entry of the district court order granting such leave:
N/A
9. Indicate the date the proceedings commenced in the district court (e.g., date
complaint indictment, information, or petition was filed):
May 31, 2018.
10. Provide a brief description of the nature of the action and result in the district
court, including the type of judgment or order being appealed and the relief granted by the
district court:

This action concerns a Petition for Writ of Mandamus regarding Nevada’s Public
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Records Act. Respondents sought, amongst other records, names, badge
numbers, and unit assignments of all LVMPD peace officers for calendar years
2014, 2015, 2016. LVMPD objected to providing unit assignments and the
District Court ordered production of unit assignments for patrol officers from
2014, 2015, and 2015. LVMPD sought and the District Court ordered NRCP
54(b) certification and stay pending appeal of the claim regarding the production
of unit assignments.
11.  Indicate whether the case has previously been the subject of an appeal to or
original writ proceeding in the Supreme Court and, if so, the caption and Supreme Court docket
number of the prior proceeding:

This case has previously been the subject of an original writ proceeding:
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department v. Las Vegas Review-Journal,
Case No. 76848
12.  Indicate whether this appeal involves child custody or visitation:
N/A
13.  If this is a civil case, indicate whether this appeal involves the possibility of

settlement:

This case does not involve the possibility of settlement.

Dated this ﬁ day of June, 2019.

MARQUIS AURBACH @GFFH\IG
By:_ Ll/\ ){ {/\‘7&
NICk D#Crosby, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 8996

Jacki€ V. Nichols, Esq.

Nevada Bar No. 14246

10001 Park Run Drive

Las Vegas, Nevada 89145

Attorneys for Respondent, Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing RESPONDENT LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN

POLICE DEPARTMENT’S CASE APPEAL STATEMENT was submitted electronically for

filing and/or service with the Eighth Judicial District Court on the 5 day of June, 2019,
Electronic service of the foregoing document shall be made in accordance with the E-Service
List as follows:!

Margaret A. McLetchie, Esq.
Alina M. Shell, Esq.
MCLETCHIE LAW

701 East Bridger Avenue, Suite 520
Las Vegas, NV 89101
Email: maggie@nvlitigation.com
Counsel for Petitioner,

Las Vegas Review-Journal

I further certify that I served a copy of this document by mailing a true and correct copy

thereof, postage prepaid, addressed to:
N/A

-

An employég of Marquis AtTdach Coffing

! Pursuant to EDCR 8.05(a), each party who submits an E-Filed document through the E-Filing System
consents to electronic service in accordance with NRCP 5(b)(2)(D).
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REGISTER OF ACTIONS
Case No. A-18-775378-W

Las Vegas Review-Journal, Plaintiff(s) vs. Las Vegas Metropolitan Police
Department, Defendant(s)

Case Type: Writ of Mandamus
Date Filed: 05/31/2018
Location: Department 15
Cross-Reference Case Number: A775378
Supreme Court No.: 78967

w) W W W W W W

PARTY INFORMATION

Lead Attorneys
Defendant Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Nick D Croshy
Retained
702-382-0711(W)

Plaintiff Las Vegas Review-Journal Margaret A. McLetchie
Retained
702-728-5300(W)

EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT

OTHER EVENTSAND HEARINGS

05/31/2018| Petition for Writ of Mandamus

Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus (Expedited Matter Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.011)
05/31/2018| Exhibits

Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus
05/31/2018{ Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure

Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure (NRS Chapter 19)

05/31/2018| Summons Electronically Issued - Service Pending

Summons - Civil

06/05/2018 | Affidavit of Service

Affidavit of Service

06/27/2018| Stipulation and Order

Stipulation and Order Regarding Briefing Schedule

06/27/2018 Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

06/29/2018| Stipulation and Order

Stipulation and Order Regarding Briefing Schedule (Second Request)

06/29/2018| Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

07/05/2018| Petitioners Opening Brief

Opening Brief in Support of Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus
07/26/2018| Order Granting Motion

Order Granting Respondent Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Ex Parte Motion to Exceed Page Limit of Response Brief
07/26/2018| Respondent's Brief

Respondent LVMPD's Response to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Opening Brief Regarding NRS 239.001-Petition for Writ of Mandamus
07/26/2018 Notice of Entry of Order

Notice of Entry of Order Granting Respondent LVMPD's Ex Parte Motion to Exceed Page Limie of Response Brief

07/26/2018| Appendix

Table of Contents of Exhibits Attached to Respondent LVMPD's Response to Las Vegas Review Journal's Openig Brief
08/02/2018| Petitioner's Reply Brief

Reply to Response to Opening Brief in Support of Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/ Petition for Writ of
Mandamus

08/03/2018| Stipulation and Order

Stipulation and Order Allowing Excess Pages

08/03/2018| Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

08/08/2018 | Hearing (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

08/08/2018, 08/22/2018

Parties Present

Minutes

08/01/2018 Reset by Court to 08/08/2018
Result: Continued
08/20/2018| Recorders Transcript of Hearing
Recorders Transcript of Hearing Re:
08/20/2018| Brief
Supplemental Brief Regarding LVMPD's Response to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus
08/20/2018| Supplement
Supplemental Brief in Support of Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus
08/20/2018 | Exhibits
Appendix of Exhibits to Supplemental Brief in Support of Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/ Petition for Writ of
Mandamus
08/22/2018| Stipulation and Order
Stipulation and Order

https://www.clarkcountycourts.us’/Anonymous/CaseDetail .aspx?Casel D=11872241 10/18/2019
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08/23/2018| Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
08/27/2018 | Recorders Transcript of Hearing
Recorders Transcript of Hearing Re:
08/29/2018| Supplement
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Supplemental Brief in Support of Its Response to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Petition for Writ of
Mandamus
09/07/2018| Order
Order From August 8, 2018 Hearing
09/07/2018| Order
Order From August 22, 2018 Hearing
09/07/2018 | Response
Las Vegas Review-Journal's Response to Las vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Second Supplemental Brief in Support of Its Response to
Las vegas Review-Journal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus (Addressing Unit Assignments)
09/07/2018| Exhibits
Appendix of Exhibits to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Response to Las vEgas Metropolitan Police Department's Second Supplemental Brief in
Support of Its Response to Las Vegas Review-Juornal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus (Addressing Unit Assignments)
09/08/2018 | Exhibits
Supplemental Appendix of Exhibits to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Petition for Writ of Mandamus
09/11/2018| Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
09/11/2018 | Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
09/14/2018| Stipulation and Order
Stipulation and Order Regarding Briefing Schedule for Motion for Attorney Fees
09/14/2018| Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
10/16/2018 Notice of Change of Firm Name
Notice of Change of Firm Name
02/14/2019| Order Scheduling Status Check
Amended Order Setting Status Check
02/14/2019| Order Scheduling Status Check
Order Setting Status Check
02/15/2019 | Minute Order (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

Setting of Status Check.

Minutes
Result: Minute Order - No Hearing Held
02/22/2019| Motion to Amend
Motion for Leave to File Amended Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001 / Petition for Writ of Mandamus - Expedited Matter
Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.011
03/04/2019 | Status Check (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)
Status Check: September 7, 2018, Order
Parties Present

Minutes

Result: Matter Heard

03/04/2019 | Stipulation and Order

Amendment to Stipulation and Order

03/04/2019| Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order

Notice of Entry of Amendment to Stipulation and Order

03/11/2019| Opposition to Motion

Respondent LVMPD's Opposition to LVRJ's Motion for Leave to File Amended Public Records Act Application Purusant to NRS 239.001/Petition
for Writ of Mandamus

03/13/2019| Motion for Leave (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

Motion for Leave to File Amended Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus

Parties Present

Minutes
Result: Motion Granted
03/18/2019| Supplemental Brief
LVMPD's Supplemental Brief in Support of Its Response to LVRJ's Opening Brief Regarding NRS 239.001/Petition for Writ of Mandamus
03/18/2019| Supplemental Brief
Petitioner The Las Vegas Review-Journal's Supplemental Brief Regarding Arrest Reports, Redactions, and Patrol Officer Unit Assignments
03/18/2019| Exhibits
Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Petitioner The Las Vegas Review-Journal's Supplemental Brief Regarding Arrest Reports, Redactions, and
Patrol Officer Unit Assignments
03/22/2019| Supplemental Brief
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Supplemental Brief Regarding Scope Manaul
03/27/2019|Hearing (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)
Supplemental Briefing

Parties Present

Minutes

Result: Matter Heard

03/28/2019 | Demand for Jury Trial

Jury Demand

04/01/2019| Order

Order Granting Motion to Amend Petition
04/01/2019 | Notice of Entry of Order

Notice of Entry of Order

04/01/2019 | Supplement

Supplement to Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus (Expedited Matter Pursuant to Nev. Rev.
State. 239.011)

04/01/2019| Exhibits
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04/09/2019

04/12/2019

04/12/2019

04/12/2019

04/12/2019

04/15/2019

04/16/2019

04/18/2019

04/24/2019

04/25/2019

04/26/2019

04/26/2019

04/29/2019

04/29/2019

05/10/2019

05/15/2019

05/15/2019

05/16/2019

05/17/2019

05/17/2019

05/22/2019

05/24/2019

05/29/2019

05/30/2019

06/05/2019

06/05/2019

06/05/2019

06/10/2019

06/19/2019

06/21/2019
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Appendix of Exhibits in Support of Supplement to Public Records Act Application Pursuant to NRS 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus
Petitioners Opening Brief
Opening Brief in Support of Supplement to Public Records Act Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001/ Petition for Writ of Mandamus
Order
Order
Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
Motion for Protective Order
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for Protective Order on an Order Shortening Time
Appendix
Appendix of Exhibits to Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for Protective Order on an Order Shortening Time
Motion
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal
Clerk's Notice of Hearing
Notice of Hearing
Errata
Errata to Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for Protective Order on an Order Shortening Time
Response
Respondent Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Response to Las Vegas Review-Journal's Opening Brief Regarding NRS 239.001
Petition for Writ of Mandamus
Motion for Order Extending Time
Unopposed Untimely Motion for Extension of Time for Response to Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department s Motion for Protective Order
Stipulation and Order
Stipulation and Order Regarding Supplemental Briefing Hearing
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
Notice of Entry of Stipulation and Order
Stipulation and Order
Stipulation and Order Regarding Supplemental Briefing Schedule
Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
Non Opposition
Notice of Non-Opposition to Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Motion for 54(b) Certification and Stay Pending Appeal
Reply in Support
LVMPD's Reply in Support of Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal
Errata
Errata to LVMPD's Reply in Support of Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal
Motion For Stay (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for 54(b) Certification and for Stay Pending Appeal
Minutes

05/20/2019 Reset by Court to 05/16/2019

Result: Minute Order - No Hearing Held
Reply in Support

Reply Brief in Support of Public Records Act Supplement to Application Pursuant to Nev. Rev. Stat. 239.001 / Petition for Writ of Mandamus
Response

Response in Opposition to Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for Protective Order
Hearing (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

Hearing: Amended Petition for Writ of Mandamus

Parties Present

Minutes

05/08/2019 Continued to 05/22/2019 - Stipulation and Order - Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department; Las Vegas Review-Journal

Result: Matter Heard
Reply in Support

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Reply in Support of Motion for Protective Order
Order

Order
Notice of Entry of Order

Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Appeal

Respondent Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Notice of Appeal
Case Appeal Statement

Respondent Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Case Appeal Statement
Minute Order (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

Minute Order: In Camera Review

Minutes
Result: Minute Order - No Hearing Held
Recorders Transcript of Hearing

Recorders Transcript of Hearing Re:
Status Check (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)

06/19/2019, 07/17/2019, 10/02/2019

Status Check: Meet and Confer

Parties Present

Minutes

Result: Continued
Motion for Protective Order (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Truman, Erin)
06/21/2019, 07/19/2019, 09/13/2019
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department's Motion for Protective Order on an OST

Parties Present
Minutes
04/26/2019 Reset by Court to 05/29/2019
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06/21/2019

06/21/2019

06/21/2019

06/24/2019

10/17/2019

11/06/2019

05/29/2019 Reset by Court to 06/21/2019
09/06/2019 Reset by Court to 09/13/2019
09/13/2019 Reset by Court to 09/13/2019
Result: Matter Continued
Order
Order
Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
Order
Order Regarding In Camera Review
Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order
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CANCELED Status Check: Compliance (3:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Truman, Erin)

Vacated
Status Check: Compliance / 9-13-19 DCRR

Status Check (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer Hardy, Joe)
Status Check: Deposition Dates

FINANCIAL INFORMATION

04/26/2019
04/26/2019
06/05/2019
06/05/2019

06/01/2018
06/01/2018
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Defendant Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department
Total Financial Assessment

Total Payments and Credits

Balance Due as of 10/18/2019

Transaction Assessment
Efile Payment
Transaction Assessment
Fee Waiver

Receipt # 2019-25938-CCCLK

Plaintiff Las Vegas Review-Journal
Total Financial Assessment

Total Payments and Credits
Balance Due as of 10/18/2019

Transaction Assessment

Efile Payment Receipt # 2018-36977-CCCLK

27.50
27.50
0.00

3.50

Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department (3.50)
24.00

(24.00)

270.00
270.00
0.00

270.00
Las Vegas Review-Journal (270.00)
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