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LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MONDAY, JANUARY 9, 2013, 9:00 A.M.

PROCEEDINGS

* * *

THE COURT: Calling the matter on page 10, State

of Nevada versus Glenn Doolin. Seeing Mr. Doolin present

in custody. I've got the --

MR. STORMS: What you have before you is a

guilty plea. It's not an agreement. He's just pleading

to the sheet, which is Possession of Burglary Tools and

Grand Larceny Auto. We will argue on what the outcome is

just on the open plea.

THE COURT: Interesting. All right. Are we

going to need to order up a presentencing?

MR. STORMS: PSI, yes.

MS. DEMONTE: Yes.

THE COURT: All right. And so we are not

actually --

MS. DEMONTE: There is no agreement. He is

pleading to the sheet with no negotiations.

THE COURT: I get it. So we are just going to

take the plea today without any non-negotiations, no

further agreement, just take the plea.

MR. STORMS: That's right.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Doolin, I do, of course,
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have a few questions to ask you this morning.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Can you give us your full true name

for the record.

THE DEFENDANT: Glen Miller Doolin.

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Doolin, how old are you,

sir?

THE DEFENDANT: I'm 54 in July.

THE COURT: How far did you go in school?

THE DEFENDANT: Got my GED.

THE COURT: Okay. Do you read, write and

understand the English language?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: This document was made, I'm

assuming, with your input but did you get a chance to

read through this and make sure you understand it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: All right. There is a couple of

things that we need to discuss. First of all, the

Amended Information that was attached to the guilty plea

that you entered, the Amended Information sets forth the

two counts. First count, Grand Larceny Auto, which is a

category C Felony. Second count, Possession of Burglary

Tools, a Gross Misdemeanor.

Will you waive for me having to read this
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Amended Information word for word into the record?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Do you understand the nature of

these charges, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Did you discuss them with your

counsel?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Okay. Let me ask you first as to

the charge set forth in the Information, first charge,

Grand Larceny Auto, category C Felony, how do you plead;

guilty or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: And as to the second charge,

Possession of Burglary Tools, Gross Misdemeanor, how do

you plead; guilty or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: Okay. I need to make sure that you

are doing this of your own choosing. Are you doing this

of your own choice, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Did anybody force you or coerce you

to do this?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: As a result of this plea, did anyone
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make you any promises, any specific expectations of an

outcome or leniency or anything like that?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: And you understand -- and, again, we

don't have the Guilty Plea Agreement but we do have this

plea and you have signed it. Did you review it before

you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. And do you believe that you

understand everything that is contained here?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am. I just want to make

sure that it's left up to the Court for the decision,

right?

THE COURT: And we will get to that in a minute.

You do understood at the time of the sentencing

that the decision of what that sentencing will be will be

mine and mine alone; is that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Okay. Do you have any other

questions before we get to the final wrap-up and go over

some of the facts that led to your plea today.

Now do you have any questions for your attorney

or for me?

THE DEFENDANT: No, ma'am.

THE COURT: All right. Then based on what is in
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the Amended Information, I've got that as far as Count 1,

Grand Larceny Auto, that the dates relating to this fact

relating to this charge was on the 15th day of June 2012

contrary to form, force and effect of the statutes in the

state of Nevada that you did intentionally, woefully,

unlawfully, feloniously with the intent to deprive the

owner thereof take away from the Scooter Up Las Vegas a

2012 TaTa Moped.

Then as to Possession of Burglary Tools, that

you did that same day have in your possession a tool or

other tools commonly used in the commission of burglary,

larceny or other crime, specifically, screwdriver and

with the intent to use or deploy those tools in the

commission of the crime.

Now I did not read everything in here but I read

a lot of it. Are these facts fairly representing the

reason why you are entering a plea today?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: And that word -- just meaning that

because I did not read it word for word is that a fair

summary, I guess I should say, of the facts and the

reason why you are entering into the plea today?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Ms. Demonte, do you have anything

further allocution wise that you need today?
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MS. DEMONTE: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you.

At this time I am going to find that the

Defendant's plea of guilty was freely and voluntarily

made, the Defendant understands the nature of these

offenses and the consequence of this plea.

I will accept this plea of guilty and I will set

this matter over for a Presentence Investigation Report

by Parole and Probation in the normal course for someone

in custody, which is 60 days.

MR. STORMS: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Here's your date.

THE CLERK: March 13th at 9:00 a.m.

MS. DEMONTE: Thank you, Your Honor.

(Proceedings were concluded.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF NEVADA )
) ss.

COUNTY OF CLARK )

I, BRENDA SCHROEDER, a certified court reporter

in and for the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that

the foregoing and attached pages 1-8, inclusive, comprise

a true, and accurate transcript of the proceedings

reported by me in the matter of STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff, versus GLENN DOOLIN, Defendant, Case No.

C284106, on January 9, 2013.

/s/ Brenda Schroeder
BRENDA SCHROEDER, CCR NO. 867
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DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, )
)

Plaintiff, ) Case No. C-12-284106-1
)

vs. ) Dept No. XXV
)

GLENN DOOLIN, )
)

Defendant. )
)

____________________________                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                )
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Chief Deputy District Attorney Deputy Public Defender
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LAS VEGAS, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

MONDAY, APRIL 10, 2013, 9:00 A.M.

PROCEEDINGS

* * *

THE COURT: Calling the matter on page 7, State

of Nevada versus Glenn Doolin. This matter is on for

sentencing. I do want to note that we did receive the

letters of support on Mr. Doolin's behalf. And we have,

obviously, seen the PSI which needed some corrections; we

got that taken care of.

Is there any legal cause or reason that either

counsel knows of that we should not go forward with

sentencing.

MS. DEMONTE: No, Your Honor.

MR. BASHOR: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Doolin did plead guilty in

January to one count of Grand Larceny Auto, a felony, and

one count of Possession of Burglary Tools, a gross

misdemeanor.

I have basically a guilty plea but no

negotiations in terms of argument or otherwise, so I am

assuming the State is going to argue.

I do have a Sentencing Memorandum besides the

letters from the Public Defender's Office. I have a

Sentencing Memorandum where the State is seeking the
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habitual treatment and there may be some things it looks

like, counsel, you may have to provide to the Court in

that regard.

MS. DEMONTE: Your Honor, attached to the

memorandum were copies of the judgment just in case --

may I approach your clerk with the actual certified

originals?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. BASHOR: Your Honor, are you in receipt of

Mr. Storms' Memorandum that we attached to those letters

dated January 2013?

THE COURT: Yes, I have it all.

MR. BASHOR: Okay.

THE COURT: And I reviewed it all more

importantly.

MR. BASHOR: Yes.

MS. DEMONTE: Since the Court has read my

Memorandum I will be very very brief.

I am not asking to put Mr. Doolin away for the

rest of his life, but at this point in time --

THE COURT: Which you certainly could be

eligible to do.

MS. DEMONTE: He certainly qualifies for it and

he is certainly eligible for it; however, at this point

in time a 12 to 36 month sentence, which is what

000029
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Mr. Storms asked for in this original Memorandum is

completely inappropriate and completely outside the pail.

At this point in Mr. Doolin's criminal career he

absolutely qualifies and has absolutely earned the label

as a habitual criminal and I would ask that he be

sentenced as such.

My offer in this case that he waived up on was

actually just a 5 to 12 and a half. It has to be run

consecutive. I will stand by that offer. I believe that

is an appropriate resolution for this case and I would

ask the Court to impose that at this time.

THE COURT: All right.

Mr. Bashor.

THE COURT: Your Honor, if it's okay, can

Mr. Doolin speak before me?

THE COURT: Yes. Mr. Doolin can absolutely go

first.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am. Thank you, Your

Honor. I would like to say I am sorry to the Court, to

Las Vegas for my actions. It stemmed behind my drug

addiction. I've battled drug addiction since I was 18

years old. I think I wrote a letter to you -- did you

receive it from me?

THE COURT: I have everything, Mr. Doolin.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay. You know I was hooked on
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pain killers since I was 18 years old because of a motor

cycle wreck I was in. I got in cocaine. Everything I've

done, Your Honor, has been stemmed behind my drug

addiction. I have never robbed anybody. I never broke

into a home. I've done some dumb things and done some

dumb choices.

I've got electrical -- I'm an electrical

journeyman. I'm a certified welder. I've got a GED. I

own a home back home and I have a family that has been

reunited. I know you got the letters from them, the

letters of support.

I'm also in school in High Desert. I've

completed anger management since I've been back in

November. I've got some computer classes and I'm getting

my high school diploma right now. I've got all the stuff

right here for you -- my certificates.

And I also found a one year treatment center

here in Las Vegas that's inpatient treatment for my drug

addiction. They will accept me upon release of prison.

I have 17 months left. I have been locked up

since January 2010. I went to Casa Grande, they sent me

there, I relapsed. I'm a chronic relapser of cocaine.

I've been peddling down the stip selling things and

that's why I missed everything. I'm an addict.

I have never been to any kind of inpatient
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treatment. I've never been to any kind of counseling but

AA. I have attended all my classes there. I've got all

my certificates and I am trying to change. My family

has been reunited to me.

I know Ms. Demonte, that's her job. And, yes,

I've got some criminal stuff. I'm not trying to make

excuses, Your Honor. I'm an addict. I need help.

THE COURT: It sounds like all you are doing,

Mr. Doolin, is making excuses. Not to make light of it

but I have I dealt with a lot of addicts. I've dealt

with a lot of addicts for a long time and I normally hear

them talk and take responsibility for it and it sounds

like that you feel that you have been a victim of

everything including what jobs you were made to do and

what drugs you were taking and I don't hear you taking

responsibility for your actions at all, sir.

THE DEFENDANT: I knew that I'd done stuff. I'm

an addict and I have been doing this stuff. Crazy,

stupid choices. I know this now. Now I'm searching and

trying to find out why I've been doing -- medicating all

these feelings and stuff. I mean, I'm not making

excuses. I am trying to tell you that -- I don't know

why I've been high and using drugs all these years. I'm

searching and trying to find out.

THE COURT: Okay. That is all you can keep
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doing, Mr. Doolin. You are still here. The drug

addiction hasn't killed you, it just might, but you're

still here and can still perhaps find some answers.

Do you have anything else you want to address

with the Court this morning?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

MR. BASHOR: Your Honor, he is a 54 year-old

gentleman and it's easy to say let's give up, it's

hopeless, let's label him a habitual criminal. Let's

lock him up for as long as we can. Does he qualify for

it? Certainly. It's here.

But I do find it remarkable and interesting that

he has so much mitigation, that he has so many letters

submitted on his behalf and that he has been able to

reunite with his family and he has taken it upon himself

to investigate things that he could take advantage of

should he be released sometime in the future.

It is refreshing to see that there are people

out there that haven't given up on him given his age and

given his health. He does admit to a drug addiction. Is

it an excuse? Maybe. But I would like to see somebody

at his age recognize it and still solve the problem and

still live what's left of his life at this relatively

late stage.

Mr. Storms did take a risk in taking this
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negotiation. He is serving a sentence currently, Your

Honor, separate department. He has zero days credit on

this case.

THE COURT: I've got two cases that --

MR. BASHOR: Correct. He has the parole

violation because he escaped, quote, unquote, from Case

Grande, so he is going to max that sentence out.

I would just submit that the ordinary sentencing

range here, Your Honor, you have the discretion to impose

for the conduct that he has committed in this particular

case as a commuter, et cetera, is appropriate.

I would ask Your Honor not to treat him as a

habitual criminal. It has to run consecutively to what

he's serving so that this is not somebody who is getting

out tomorrow. He knows that he has a term of

incarceration ahead of him.

I would just submit that the ordinary sentencing

range or the underlying offense is appropriate given the

fact that he has zero credit, given the fact that he

still has to expire the other sentence, so he will be

incarcerated for a significant period of time.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. I have read

and reviewed everything. And, yes, I had some heartburn

over Mr. Doolin, but at the end of the day when I look at

a situation like this, we don't ever give up, but we also
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cannot look at this and say don't treat this as a

habitual.

I think Ms. Demonte has been very fair in her

offer and I do want to note that there were seven, is

that correct, Ms. Demonte, of the certified judgments of

convictions that you submitted?

MS. DEMONTE: Correct, there were.

THE COURT: We have, obviously, a larger prior

criminal history than that but we do have the seven to

support which would support either a small or a large

treatment as a habitual.

There's a reason for the saying, the straw that

broke the camel's back. The straw is never the heaviest

thing. It's never the biggest case. It's always the

last little thing that takes us over the top.

So, Mr. Dookin, you know, I hope you meant all

these things that you said when you did talk about the

things you are trying to figure out, and you will figure

them out but you will have some significant incarceration

time to do that which is worthy of your entire record

that we see here.

I am going to adjudicate you at this time guilty

of Grand Larceny Auto, a felony. I will adjudicate you

as a small habitual criminal. And I am going to sentence

you to a minimum of 60, maximum of 150 months in the
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Nevada Department of Corrections. That sentence to run

consecutive to cases C283685 and C262611.

I will adjudicate you on Count 2, Possession of

Burglary Tools, a gross misdemeanor, to 12 months in the

Clark County Detention Center which will run consecutive

also to Count 1.

Much of this is ultimately required by the

statute depending on how you choose your treatment where

I exercise my discretion and I think it's appropriate in

this case.

I hope, Mr. Doolin, that you do still find a way

but this record mandates nothing less.

MS. DEMONTE: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And I have credit for time served

not applicable here because of his priors.

MS. DEMONTE: Correct, Your Honor.

(Proceedings were concluded.)
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the foregoing and attached pages 1-11, inclusive,

comprise a true, and accurate transcript of the

proceedings reported by me in the matter of THE STATE OF

NEVADA, Plaintiff, versus STATE OF NEVADA versus GLENN

DOOLIN, Defendant, Case No. C284106, on April 10, 2013.

/s/ Brenda Schroeder
BRENDA SCHROEDER, CCR NO. 867
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MOT 

W. JEREMY STORMS 

Nevada Bar No. 10772 

330 South Third Street, 8th Floor 

Las Vegas, NV 89155 

(702) 455-6265 

Fax No. 702-455-6273 

jeremy.storms@clarkcountynv.gov 

Attorney for Doolin 

 

DISTRICT COURT 

 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

STATE OF NEVADA,   ) CASE NO. C-12-284106-1 

      ) DEPT. XXV 

    Plaintiff, ) 

      ) 

vs.      )  

      ) HEARING DATE REQUESTED 

GLENN MILLER DOOLIN, #1990096 ) 

      )   

    Defendant. )  

      ) 

 

MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE 

 

DATE: _______ 

TIME: _______ 

 

COMES NOW, GLENN MILLER DOOLIN, by and through his attorney, W. Jeremy 

Storm respectfully requesting this court modify Mr. Doolin’s yet-to-be-served sentence of one 

year in the county jail, altering it to informal probation as he has otherwise served seven years, 

four months and six days from his date of arrest for the offense that gave rise to this case and 

will already be supervised on parole until March of 2021. 

Case Number: C-12-284106-1

Electronically Filed
10/10/2019 11:34 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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NOTICE OF MOTION 

TO: STATE OF NEVADA, Plaintiff; and 

TO: District Attorney, Attorney for Plaintiff 

 YOU WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will bring on the above and 

foregoing MOTION on for hearing on _____________, at the hour of ______ a.m., or as soon 

thereafter as counsel may be heard. 

DECLARATION 

 W. JEREMY STORMS makes the following declaration: 

1. I am an attorney duly licensed to practice law in the State of Nevada; I was the 

Deputy Public Defender assigned to represent the Defendant in the instant matter, I now am an 

attorney at the Special Public Defender representing the defendant pro-bono. 

2. Mr. Doolin is 60 years old. 

3. At the date of his parole, October 30th, 2019, Mr. Glenn Miller Doolin will have 

served seven years, four months and six days for this case. 

4. Upon release from prison, Glenn has arranged for a bed at the Samaritan House, 

at 1001 N 4th St, Las Vegas, NV 89101, a fact confirmed by counsel through a conversation 

with Kevin Denny, the director of the Samaritan House. 

5. Mr. Doolin’s parole supervision is set to expire on March 30th, 2021, according 

to counsel’s understanding of information provided by the Nevada Department of Corrections. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.  (NRS 53.045). 

  EXECUTED this ______ day of October, 2019. 

 

      ______________________________________ 

      W. JEREMY STORMS 
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

In this case, Glenn plead straight-up to grand larceny auto and possession of burglary 

tools for taking an orange rental scooter from “Scooter Up!,” using a screwdriver to start the 

vehicle.  A security guard at the Bible Federal Building observing these acts, notified Metro 

who then arrested Glenn.  The court imposed a habitual criminal sentence on Mr. Doolin.  

ARGUMENT 

I. Mr. Doolin has served over 7 years for his offense, modifying his sentence will 
allow him to begin the reintegration process and free-up bed space for other 
offenders at the Clark County Detention Center. 

 

 Attached to this motion are the papers Glenn provided counsel, which look to be the 

parole hearing report issued by NDOC.  (Attached as Exhibit A).  Counsel would note for the 

court that the report notes that Glenn received a number of merit awards, work assignments 

and programs that he completed during his incarceration.  He only had one write-up 

documented during this same time period.  Mr. Doolin plead straight-up in this case hoping the 

court would not habitualize him.  As Mr. Doolin has yet to begin the imposed 12 month 

sentence set to run consecutive to the prison sentence he has been approved to be released upon, 

it is still within the jurisdiction of this court to decide the issue.  See Passanisi v. State, 108 

Nev. 318, 322 (1992).  The materially untrue assumption in Glenn’s sentencing that give rise to 

the request for a sentencing modification is the substantial body of evidence that long prison 

sentences for low level offenses such as the property crime committed here are 

counterproductive to fighting crime or rehabilitating the convicted.1  See Edwards v. State, 112 

Nev. 704, 707 (1996). 

                                                 
1 See National Research Counsel of the National Academies “The Growth of Incarceration in the United States: 

Exploring Causes and Consequences” (2014) found at: https://www.nap.edu/read/18613/chapter/1; PEW 

Charitable Trust, “States Can Safely Raise Their Felony Theft Thresholds, Research Shows” (2018) found at 
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 Mr. Glenn Miller Doolin will be supervised by Parole and Probation upon his release 

from prison already, due to his pending sentence that is set to expire on March, 30th, 2021.  

Placing Mr. Doolin on informal probation for the yet-to-be-served gross misdemeanor sentence 

will put Mr. Doolin in a position to be on parole and integrate back into society.  Otherwise, 

since he already will be supervised as part of his parole the suspended sentence could be 

imposed in the future if it becomes necessary. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons above, the defense respectfully requests that the Court modify Mr. 

Glenn Miller Doolin’s sentence for possession of burglary tools to informal probation. 

 DATED this 10th day of October, 2019. 

      Respectfully submitted 

 

      /s/ W. JEREMY STORMS 

           

_____________________________________ 

      W. JEREMY STORMS 

      Attorney for Doolin 

                                                                                                                                                          
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/articles/2018/05/22/states-can-safely-raise-their-felony-theft-

thresholds-research-shows; The Sentencing Project, sentencingproject.org; Scientific American “Do Prisons Make 

Us Safer? New research shows that prisons prevent far less violent crime than you might think.” By David J. 

Harding on June 21, 2019: found at https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/do-prisons-make-us-safer/ 
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 

I hereby certify that service of the Motion To Modify Sentence was made on October 

10, 2019, by Electronic Filing to: 

      DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE 

      email: motions@clarkcountyda.com 

 

 

      /s/Elizabeth (Lisa) Araiza 

             

An employee of the Special Public Defender 
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TRAN
CASE NO. C-12-284106-1
DEPT. NO. 25

                    DISTRICT COURT

                 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

                      * * * * * 

THE STATE OF NEVADA,     )
                         )
           Plaintiff,    )
                         )      REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT
                         )               OF 
    vs.                  )     DEFT'S MOTION TO MODIFY
                         )            SENTENCE
                         )
GLENN DOOLIN,            )
                         )
           Defendant.    )
_________________________)

      

        BEFORE THE HONORABLE KATHLEEN DELANEY
                DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

            DATED: MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2019

REPORTED BY: SHARON HOWARD, C.C.R. NO. 745
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APPEARANCES:

For the State:                 CHAD LEXIS, ESQ.

For the Defendant:             WILLIAM STORMS, ESQ.
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     LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 2019

               P R O C E E D I N G S

                     * * * * *  

THE COURT:  Page 2, State of Nevada vs. Glenn 

Doolin.  This is filed pro se.  He's seeking to modify his 

sentence.  

MR. STORMS:  Judge, I filed one actually, a 

motion to modify sentence.  I was wondering because it 

looks like the State's response didn't actually respond to 

what I had written, but seemed to be --

THE COURT:  We must have missed that too.  it 

says no attorney, so I made the assumption and then when I 

looked at the documents in summary, the briefing my law 

clerk put together, I didn't catch it.  I apologize.  

MR. STORMS:  If you'd like some time to review 

it and move it.  

Essentially what's happened, Judge, is that he 

provided me with his parole report, and then with -- as 

well as gave me the name of the half-way house he set up 

for himself, as well as an employer.  I have been able to 

confirm both.  There is an affidavit in the front about my 

confirmation of where he'll be living.  There's these 

other things as exhibits.  So if you want to look at 

them.  
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It's a little different then what he's been so far, 

filing his own motions, saying pretty please, Judge, will 

you consider doing this.  I've got some substantive things 

to show the court.  

THE COURT:  Did you address the State made 

procedural issue of the fact that he's serving the 

sentence now and maybe this isn't the proper mechanism.  

MR. STORMS:  Judge, the argument is he's serving 

his sentence.  He's serving the felony part of his 

sentence, but he has yet to serve the part we're talking 

about, which is consecutive gross misdemeanor here in CCDC 

custody.  So what's going to happen the 30th or the 31st 

of this month is paroling on his felony sentence of 

habitual sentence of 5 to 12 years that the court imposed.  

And then the court ran a gross misdemeanor consecutive.  

So what I'm asking, essentially, is to stay the imposition 

of that sentence.  He's already going to be supervised for 

his parole.  And then, at that point, from my 

understanding from his is if he ends up messing up we can 

address what happens with the gross misdemeanor and run it 

with his other sentence.

THE COURT:  I need some more time to connect.  

I'm sorry.

MR. STORMS:  My argument is he hasn't -- the 

sentence isn't actually being served yet. It's going to   
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be -- it's going to start being served on the 30th or the 

31st, once he paroles from his felony sentence.  And that 

was my basis -- that's the basis why this is not just 

procedurally barred.  

THE COURT:  Who is the attorney, Mr. Lexis.  I 

have Alexander Chen having done the response.  I don't 

know if that's just his current assignment or he was the 

person familiar with the case. Do you know.  

MR. STORMS:  This was habitual prosecution back 

before.  I'm not sure.  I can't recall honestly who it 

was.  

THE COURT:  It's a 2012 case, so it does go back 

a ways.

MR. LEXIS:  I think it was Noreen.  

MR. STORMS:  Noreen DeMonte.  

THE COURT:  All right.

I need more time to catch up to it.  I'll let 

any final comments be made once we've had a chance to 

review everything, if the State has anything to add 

further.  

It is a little tricky to be asked, you know, 

part of the sentence is served and some part isn't, that 

somehow we consider that mechanism different then what the 

Supreme Court has told us that post-conviction mechanism 

should be.  It gives me a minute to connect to that, and 
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to take a look at those cases.  

MR. STORMS:  If the court wants anything 

additional, I'd be happy to provide it.

There's two issues.  One whether or not the sentence 

is being served. Secondly, there is a material mistake of 

fact on that prong, and I talk about the statistical -- 

the data suggesting that long prison sentences for 

something like a property crime, there's more and more 

data suggesting that doesn't deter a crime, as far as 

resources.  There's two prongs to get past to consider 

this and that was my argument on that point.  

THE COURT:  All right.  

Next Wednesday.  

THE CLERK:  October 30th at 9:00.  

                     * * * * *
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                    CERTIFICATE

                        OF

              CERTIFIED COURT REPORTER

                     * * * * * 

I, the undersigned certified court reporter in and for the 

State of Nevada, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me at the 

time and place therein set forth; that the testimony and 

all objections made at the time of the proceedings were 

recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter 

transcribed under my direction; that the foregoing is a 

true record of the testimony and of all objections made at 

the time of the proceedings.

              
         

                      ______________________
                          Sharon Howard
                           C.C.R. #745
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TRAN
CASE NO. C-12-284106-1
DEPT. NO. 25

                    DISTRICT COURT

                 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

                      * * * * * 

THE STATE OF NEVADA,     )
                         )
           Plaintiff,    )
                         )      REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT
                         )               OF 
    vs.                  )     DEFT'S MOTION TO MODIFY
                         )            SENTENCE
                         )
GLENN DOOLIN,            )
                         )
           Defendant.    )
_________________________)

      

        BEFORE THE HONORABLE KATHLEEN DELANEY
                 DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

          DATED: WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2019

REPORTED BY: SHARON HOWARD, C.C.R. NO. 745
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APPEARANCES:

For the State:                 JOHN JONES, ESQ.

For the Defendant:             WILLIAM STORMS, ESQ.

                     * * * * *
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    LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2019

                P R O C E E D I N G S

                      * * * * *  

THE COURT:  Page 2, State of Nevada vs. Glenn 

Doolin.  This is the motion to modify sentence.  We had 

continued this because I really wanted more time to sort 

of think this through and connect to some of the things 

that had come up during the discussions.  I also, 

obviously, when I do continue these things while it's not 

necessarily a situation where we'll have a new set of 

argument, I always, in reflection after we have a 

discussion if there is anything anybody wishes to add.  

Mr. Jones looks like he's ready to jump in with 

something.  

MR. JONES:  I do.  Before we really get started, 

your Honor, I have heard from appeals on this case.  They 

indicated they have not had an opportunity to respond to 

to the addendum that was filed last week by the public 

defender.  So we're asking for an opportunity to respond 

to that addendum.  

THE COURT:  Was it an addendum or a reply.  

MR. JONES:  It says addendum.  

MR. STORMS:  It was an addendum.  I was -- you 

know, Judge, when you talked about, did he start serving 
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his sentence, I was just pointing out that the gross 

misdemeanor statute and the felony statutes would preclude 

him from serving the sentence where's he's been for the 

last 7 years.  He's been in prison, which has no legal 

authority to house him for that sentence.  And now he's 

been released to the County to serve that sentence because 

only jails can have someone serve a gross misdemeanor 

sentence.  

All arguments they make, they made in the earlier 

motion against things that the client has raised on his 

own and so on.  I ask we decide this issue.  

THE COURT:  I appreciate your frustration, Mr. 

Storms.  Here's what I don't want to have happen.

I don't want to have, on faced with the request, say, 

well, because this was styled as an addendum and 

apparently they think they have something they want to say 

that maybe they haven't covered before, if I don't give 

them that opportunity that's just going to be the first 

sentence of the writ or the first sentence of the 

appeal.  

MR. STORMS:  So the Court is aware --

THE COURT:  Make it quick.  

MR. STORMS:  Just so the court is aware now, Mr. 

Doolin now has been transported down here to CCDC as of 

today to start serving that gross misdemeanor sentence.  
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This whole thing is about he had not started serving the 

sentence when we filed the motion.  So I ask, I mean, just 

because --

THE COURT:  It won't ruin it.

MR. STORMS: -- this is nunc pro tunc back to the 

date of filing, it's not his not fault that we're now into 

him actually serving his sentence.  

THE COURT:  It's entirely not his fault that 

we're now into him serving his sentence, and I absolutely 

would, should the relief be considered to be granted 

ultimately nunc pro tunc back, and deal with it that 

way.  

I would like to -- did the appeal suggest how quickly 

they can turn it around.  

MR. JONES:  No, your Honor.  We'll comply with 

whatever schedule you give us.  

THE COURT:  In fairness, just because I think we 

do need to get this wrapped up, and the addendum isn't 

terribly lengthy, I think we should try to get that 

response by next Tuesday and hear this next Wednesday.  

MR. STORMS:  Thank you.  

THE COURT:  I do want it by noon, so we have an 

opportunity to -- my law clerk have a chance to get it 

briefed.  And it needs to be courtesy copied, delivered to 

chambers.  It can be emailed to the law clerk.  That's 
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fine.  Of course a copy to Mr. Storms. 

MR. STORMS:  I'd ask he email me a copy too so I 

can get it immediately in case I want to --

THE COURT:  It should come immediately when it's 

filed and served now, as opposed to coming electronically 

if you signed up for the system. Just in an abundance of 

caution I'll ask for that extra step, personal service 

with email to both Mr. Storms and the chambers so we can  

see it by noon on the 5th -- November 5, by noon.  

MR. JONES:  All right.  

THE COURT:  Then we'll have it on the calendar 

by the 6th.

                      * * * * * 
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                    CERTIFICATE

                        OF

              CERTIFIED COURT REPORTER

                     * * * * * 

I, the undersigned certified court reporter in and for the 

State of Nevada, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me at the 

time and place therein set forth; that the testimony and 

all objections made at the time of the proceedings were 

recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter 

transcribed under my direction; that the foregoing is a 

true record of the testimony and of all objections made at 

the time of the proceedings.

              
         

                      ______________________
                          Sharon Howard
                           C.C.R. #745

          

7

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

000071



TRAN
CASE NO. C-12-284106-1
DEPT. NO. 25

                    DISTRICT COURT
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THE STATE OF NEVADA,     )
                         )
           Plaintiff,    )
                         )      REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT
                         )               OF 
    vs.                  )     DEFT'S MOTION TO MODIFY
                         )            SENTENCE
                         )
GLENN DOOLIN,            )
                         )
           Defendant.    )
_________________________)

      

        BEFORE THE HONORABLE KATHLEEN DELANEY
                DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

         DATED: WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2019

REPORTED BY: SHARON HOWARD, C.C.R. NO. 745
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APPEARANCES:

For the State:                 MEGAN THOMSON, ESQ.

For the Defendant:             WILLIAM STORMS, ESQ.
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    LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2019

               P R O C E E D I N G S

                     * * * * *

THE COURT:  Page 4, State of Nevada vs. Glenn 

Doolin.  

We had continued this matter, again, from the 

30th.  It's on for the motion to modify sentence.  We've 

been back and forth on this one a few times.  The court 

truly appreciates the opportunity to have looked at it and 

to have heard argument from it.  

MR. STORMS:  We passed this for the State to 

respond.  My understanding is they are not going to 

respond at this point.  

MS. THOMSON:  That is correct.  When we had an 

opportunity --

THE COURT:  I hadn't seen it, but I didn't know 

if there was going to be some effort to ask for oral 

argument or more time.  I just went back and refreshed on 

what we had before.  

MS. THOMSON:  When we had an opportunity to look 

at it more closely, it appears to be more of a reply then 

a supplement, so we don't have a response.  

THE COURT:  Okay.  Like I said, we had the 

motion to modify sentence.  We saw the State's response to 

3

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

000074



that.  Then there was that supplement that clarified some 

of the circumstances of the time and the timing.  

MR. STORMS:  Not just the timing, but the 

jurisdiction of the place that he's been, which is prison 

for the last 7 years, that, by law, could not house him 

for those gross misdemeanors we're here to talk about 

today.  So I'd ask the court to recognize that it does 

have the ability, as far as deciding whether or not to 

impose that sentence still, or to allow him to do the 

parole that he has set up, along with the housing, the job 

that he has set up for himself.  

THE COURT:  I hear you.  I don't want to 

interfere with the things that Mr. Doolin has set up for 

himself.  The thing that the court is going back and forth 

with, and for those of you who have practiced in front of 

me long enough do know, this is how I tend to approach 

things.  

I'm not shy to either break new ground or try 

something creative if I think in the end it's going to 

benefit the community, the State, the defendant, all 

things considered, as long as it's within some parameter 

of what is colorable decision making for me.  Meaning that 

there's some legal basis for me to make that decision that 

I can hang my hat on.  

My problem here, Mr. Storms, although I think the 
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argument is very strongly made and well thought out and 

well set forth is that I ultimately agreed with the State 

that I just don't have the ability to modify the sentence 

at this time.  

MR. STORMS:  On what basis, if I might ask.  

THE COURT:  On the basis that he has started 

serving it, that even though he has already served time 

towards that sentence that I just don't have the 

jurisdiction to suspend, or modify, or do anything with it 

at this time.  

I think in the ultimate outcome, I know you've 

indicated he hasn't served the time for the gross 

misdemeanor charge in the sense of what he has had to 

serve, but at the end of the day, the circumstances are I 

really do just believe I don't have jurisdiction.  I 

appreciate the argument that I may have it.  I've looked 

at it and one of the reasons I struggled with it so much 

is I was really trying to figure out is there something I 

can, in fact, hang my hat on.  I'm not saying you haven't 

given me some really good arguments, but I real think when 

the dust settles at the end of the day, I'm on that side 

of outcome when it's challenged.  I'm assuming you'll 

challenge it.  If the State were to challenge it, if I was 

on the other side of the outcome, it would come back very 

quickly with I exceeded my and abused my jurisdiction and 
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discretion to find there was jurisdiction here to do 

this.  

At the end of the day --

MR. STORMS:  Is it based upon the case saying 

that once the judgment of conviction is issued that 

nothing can be modified, or is there a particular point of 

law they're citing to that makes the Court -- gives the 

Court that pause.  

THE COURT:  There's several cases, right.  

There's the standard cases of Edwards and Pasanici (ph) 

that talk about where we have the ability to make changes 

where there's a mistake of fact, something that's worked 

to the defendant's extreme detriment.  Maybe we come 

closer to that then anything else.  But, again, as is 

pointed out by the State not every mistake or error during 

the sentencing gives rise to a due process violation.  And 

that ultimately these motions to modify sentence is 

limited in scope, and at the end of the day, yes, once 

they start serving it we really are precluded from being 

able the do it.  

It's based on all of those things.  I'm ultimately 

persuaded by the State that the court simply does not have 

the jurisdiction and it would be an abuse of discretion to 

attempt to exercise it in the way you've asked me to 

exercise it.
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It's a tough call to make.  Like I said, I do like to 

be creative within appropriate parameters.  This is just 

to creative for the court to believe it would stand up 

upon appellate review.  I will happily stand corrected 

when you take it up to the next level, which I'm assuming 

you will, to try to get some clarification further on this 

as to whether or not this is a situation where that 

jurisdiction existed or that discretion would have been 

proper to exercise.  I'll have no quibble with that 

whatsoever.  I can't make that call at this time.

MR. STORMS:  That's fine, your Honor.  I would 

like -- I'm asking these questions because if ultimately 

you're saying the reason I say this is his sentence is 

overly punitive, whatnot, the justification I give for why 

the court might consider changing it, are you willing to 

entertain that.  Cause there's multiple things I have to 

pass here.  If you're saying we fail on all of them, 

that's a different place then saying, hey, I think under 

this circumstance given the amount of people at the jail, 

the over-crowding, the cost, the fact that he has 

supervision, a place to stay, a job, then I would say that 

this was a moment where, but for my inability to change 

the JOC because there's a case that says once it's ordered 

I can't change it, I would consider these other things.  

THE COURT:  Very fair assessment.  That is 
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essentially the consideration I've given, which is all of 

the reasons that have been given are very compelling.  I 

just do not believe I have the ability to consider them.  

So between Pasanici, Edwards and the circumstances, if I 

had the ability to consider them, I would find them very 

compelling and likely a basis to grant the motion.  

MR. STORMS:  That --

THE COURT:  I don't believe I can consider 

them.  

MR. STORMS:  This could be an issue that might 

be resolvable, if you would consider it once we got past 

that jurisdictional point of once a JOC gets issued, it's 

out of my hands.  

THE COURT:  Your assessment of my outcome is 

spot on.  

MR. STORMS:  Great.  

THE COURT:  Ms. Thomson, I know -- go ahead and 

finish that, but I do want to -- because I just made a 

statement you probably want to put in the notes.  

MS. THOMSON:  I do.  

THE COURT:  Mr. Storms asked me to clarify 

whether or not, like, all the arguments just failed or 

whether or not it was based on, again, Pasanici and those 

cases that the court felt didn't have the ability to 

consider those arguments and would I indicate that if I 
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had the ability to consider those arguments I would find 

them persuasive and likely a basis to grant the motion.  

And I did say it was true.  I wanted to make sure that 

that makes its way into the notes.  Because the State is 

going to have to prepare the order, because the State did 

prevail on this, I think that is appropriate to be 

included that even though its dicta, whatever you wanted 

to call it -- do we get to dicta at the district court 

level -- I don't know.  

MR. STORMS:  I would say, no.  

THE COURT:  You can have a chance to weigh in on 

the order and the motion to modify sentence, but 

ultimately we'll have this record regardless of what the 

court has said.  

I'll direct you prepare the order.  I appreciate the 

opportunity to make that clarification.  

MR. STORMS:  Thank you.  

                    * * * * *
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                        OF

              CERTIFIED COURT REPORTER

                     * * * * * 

I, the undersigned certified court reporter in and for the 

State of Nevada, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me at the 

time and place therein set forth; that the testimony and 

all objections made at the time of the proceedings were 

recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter 

transcribed under my direction; that the foregoing is a 

true record of the testimony and of all objections made at 

the time of the proceedings.

              
         

                      ______________________
                          Sharon Howard
                           C.C.R. #745
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Supreme Court from the Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to Modify Sentence which was 

filed November 18, 2019 (as of this date, the Notice of Entry of Order has not been filed). 
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DEPT. NO. 25

                    DISTRICT COURT

                 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

                      * * * * * 

THE STATE OF NEVADA,     )
                         )
           Plaintiff,    )
                         )      REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT
                         )               OF 
    vs.                  )     DEFT'S MOTION TO MODIFY
                         )            SENTENCE
                         )
GLENN DOOLIN,            )
                         )
           Defendant.    )
_________________________)

      

        BEFORE THE HONORABLE KATHLEEN DELANEY
                DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

         DATED: WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2019

REPORTED BY: SHARON HOWARD, C.C.R. NO. 745
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    LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 6, 2019

               P R O C E E D I N G S

                     * * * * *

THE COURT:  Page 4, State of Nevada vs. Glenn 

Doolin.  

We had continued this matter, again, from the 

30th.  It's on for the motion to modify sentence.  We've 

been back and forth on this one a few times.  The court 

truly appreciates the opportunity to have looked at it and 

to have heard argument from it.  

MR. STORMS:  We passed this for the State to 

respond.  My understanding is they are not going to 

respond at this point.  

MS. THOMSON:  That is correct.  When we had an 

opportunity --

THE COURT:  I hadn't seen it, but I didn't know 

if there was going to be some effort to ask for oral 

argument or more time.  I just went back and refreshed on 

what we had before.  

MS. THOMSON:  When we had an opportunity to look 

at it more closely, it appears to be more of a reply then 

a supplement, so we don't have a response.  

THE COURT:  Okay.  Like I said, we had the 

motion to modify sentence.  We saw the State's response to 
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that.  Then there was that supplement that clarified some 

of the circumstances of the time and the timing.  

MR. STORMS:  Not just the timing, but the 

jurisdiction of the place that he's been, which is prison 

for the last 7 years, that, by law, could not house him 

for those gross misdemeanors we're here to talk about 

today.  So I'd ask the court to recognize that it does 

have the ability, as far as deciding whether or not to 

impose that sentence still, or to allow him to do the 

parole that he has set up, along with the housing, the job 

that he has set up for himself.  

THE COURT:  I hear you.  I don't want to 

interfere with the things that Mr. Doolin has set up for 

himself.  The thing that the court is going back and forth 

with, and for those of you who have practiced in front of 

me long enough do know, this is how I tend to approach 

things.  

I'm not shy to either break new ground or try 

something creative if I think in the end it's going to 

benefit the community, the State, the defendant, all 

things considered, as long as it's within some parameter 

of what is colorable decision making for me.  Meaning that 

there's some legal basis for me to make that decision that 

I can hang my hat on.  

My problem here, Mr. Storms, although I think the 
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argument is very strongly made and well thought out and 

well set forth is that I ultimately agreed with the State 

that I just don't have the ability to modify the sentence 

at this time.  

MR. STORMS:  On what basis, if I might ask.  

THE COURT:  On the basis that he has started 

serving it, that even though he has already served time 

towards that sentence that I just don't have the 

jurisdiction to suspend, or modify, or do anything with it 

at this time.  

I think in the ultimate outcome, I know you've 

indicated he hasn't served the time for the gross 

misdemeanor charge in the sense of what he has had to 

serve, but at the end of the day, the circumstances are I 

really do just believe I don't have jurisdiction.  I 

appreciate the argument that I may have it.  I've looked 

at it and one of the reasons I struggled with it so much 

is I was really trying to figure out is there something I 

can, in fact, hang my hat on.  I'm not saying you haven't 

given me some really good arguments, but I real think when 

the dust settles at the end of the day, I'm on that side 

of outcome when it's challenged.  I'm assuming you'll 

challenge it.  If the State were to challenge it, if I was 

on the other side of the outcome, it would come back very 

quickly with I exceeded my and abused my jurisdiction and 
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discretion to find there was jurisdiction here to do 

this.  

At the end of the day --

MR. STORMS:  Is it based upon the case saying 

that once the judgment of conviction is issued that 

nothing can be modified, or is there a particular point of 

law they're citing to that makes the Court -- gives the 

Court that pause.  

THE COURT:  There's several cases, right.  

There's the standard cases of Edwards and Pasanici (ph) 

that talk about where we have the ability to make changes 

where there's a mistake of fact, something that's worked 

to the defendant's extreme detriment.  Maybe we come 

closer to that then anything else.  But, again, as is 

pointed out by the State not every mistake or error during 

the sentencing gives rise to a due process violation.  And 

that ultimately these motions to modify sentence is 

limited in scope, and at the end of the day, yes, once 

they start serving it we really are precluded from being 

able the do it.  

It's based on all of those things.  I'm ultimately 

persuaded by the State that the court simply does not have 

the jurisdiction and it would be an abuse of discretion to 

attempt to exercise it in the way you've asked me to 

exercise it.
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It's a tough call to make.  Like I said, I do like to 

be creative within appropriate parameters.  This is just 

to creative for the court to believe it would stand up 

upon appellate review.  I will happily stand corrected 

when you take it up to the next level, which I'm assuming 

you will, to try to get some clarification further on this 

as to whether or not this is a situation where that 

jurisdiction existed or that discretion would have been 

proper to exercise.  I'll have no quibble with that 

whatsoever.  I can't make that call at this time.

MR. STORMS:  That's fine, your Honor.  I would 

like -- I'm asking these questions because if ultimately 

you're saying the reason I say this is his sentence is 

overly punitive, whatnot, the justification I give for why 

the court might consider changing it, are you willing to 

entertain that.  Cause there's multiple things I have to 

pass here.  If you're saying we fail on all of them, 

that's a different place then saying, hey, I think under 

this circumstance given the amount of people at the jail, 

the over-crowding, the cost, the fact that he has 

supervision, a place to stay, a job, then I would say that 

this was a moment where, but for my inability to change 

the JOC because there's a case that says once it's ordered 

I can't change it, I would consider these other things.  

THE COURT:  Very fair assessment.  That is 
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essentially the consideration I've given, which is all of 

the reasons that have been given are very compelling.  I 

just do not believe I have the ability to consider them.  

So between Pasanici, Edwards and the circumstances, if I 

had the ability to consider them, I would find them very 

compelling and likely a basis to grant the motion.  

MR. STORMS:  That --

THE COURT:  I don't believe I can consider 

them.  

MR. STORMS:  This could be an issue that might 

be resolvable, if you would consider it once we got past 

that jurisdictional point of once a JOC gets issued, it's 

out of my hands.  

THE COURT:  Your assessment of my outcome is 

spot on.  

MR. STORMS:  Great.  

THE COURT:  Ms. Thomson, I know -- go ahead and 

finish that, but I do want to -- because I just made a 

statement you probably want to put in the notes.  

MS. THOMSON:  I do.  

THE COURT:  Mr. Storms asked me to clarify 

whether or not, like, all the arguments just failed or 

whether or not it was based on, again, Pasanici and those 

cases that the court felt didn't have the ability to 

consider those arguments and would I indicate that if I 
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had the ability to consider those arguments I would find 

them persuasive and likely a basis to grant the motion.  

And I did say it was true.  I wanted to make sure that 

that makes its way into the notes.  Because the State is 

going to have to prepare the order, because the State did 

prevail on this, I think that is appropriate to be 

included that even though its dicta, whatever you wanted 

to call it -- do we get to dicta at the district court 

level -- I don't know.  

MR. STORMS:  I would say, no.  

THE COURT:  You can have a chance to weigh in on 

the order and the motion to modify sentence, but 

ultimately we'll have this record regardless of what the 

court has said.  

I'll direct you prepare the order.  I appreciate the 

opportunity to make that clarification.  

MR. STORMS:  Thank you.  

                    * * * * *
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                     * * * * * 

I, the undersigned certified court reporter in and for the 

State of Nevada, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me at the 

time and place therein set forth; that the testimony and 

all objections made at the time of the proceedings were 

recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter 

transcribed under my direction; that the foregoing is a 

true record of the testimony and of all objections made at 

the time of the proceedings.

              
         

                      ______________________
                          Sharon Howard
                           C.C.R. #745
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                         )      REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT
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                         )            SENTENCE
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_________________________)
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                 DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
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REPORTED BY: SHARON HOWARD, C.C.R. NO. 745
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    LAS VEGAS, NEVADA; WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 30, 2019

                P R O C E E D I N G S

                      * * * * *  

THE COURT:  Page 2, State of Nevada vs. Glenn 

Doolin.  This is the motion to modify sentence.  We had 

continued this because I really wanted more time to sort 

of think this through and connect to some of the things 

that had come up during the discussions.  I also, 

obviously, when I do continue these things while it's not 

necessarily a situation where we'll have a new set of 

argument, I always, in reflection after we have a 

discussion if there is anything anybody wishes to add.  

Mr. Jones looks like he's ready to jump in with 

something.  

MR. JONES:  I do.  Before we really get started, 

your Honor, I have heard from appeals on this case.  They 

indicated they have not had an opportunity to respond to 

to the addendum that was filed last week by the public 

defender.  So we're asking for an opportunity to respond 

to that addendum.  

THE COURT:  Was it an addendum or a reply.  

MR. JONES:  It says addendum.  

MR. STORMS:  It was an addendum.  I was -- you 

know, Judge, when you talked about, did he start serving 
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his sentence, I was just pointing out that the gross 

misdemeanor statute and the felony statutes would preclude 

him from serving the sentence where's he's been for the 

last 7 years.  He's been in prison, which has no legal 

authority to house him for that sentence.  And now he's 

been released to the County to serve that sentence because 

only jails can have someone serve a gross misdemeanor 

sentence.  

All arguments they make, they made in the earlier 

motion against things that the client has raised on his 

own and so on.  I ask we decide this issue.  

THE COURT:  I appreciate your frustration, Mr. 

Storms.  Here's what I don't want to have happen.

I don't want to have, on faced with the request, say, 

well, because this was styled as an addendum and 

apparently they think they have something they want to say 

that maybe they haven't covered before, if I don't give 

them that opportunity that's just going to be the first 

sentence of the writ or the first sentence of the 

appeal.  

MR. STORMS:  So the Court is aware --

THE COURT:  Make it quick.  

MR. STORMS:  Just so the court is aware now, Mr. 

Doolin now has been transported down here to CCDC as of 

today to start serving that gross misdemeanor sentence.  
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This whole thing is about he had not started serving the 

sentence when we filed the motion.  So I ask, I mean, just 

because --

THE COURT:  It won't ruin it.

MR. STORMS: -- this is nunc pro tunc back to the 

date of filing, it's not his not fault that we're now into 

him actually serving his sentence.  

THE COURT:  It's entirely not his fault that 

we're now into him serving his sentence, and I absolutely 

would, should the relief be considered to be granted 

ultimately nunc pro tunc back, and deal with it that 

way.  

I would like to -- did the appeal suggest how quickly 

they can turn it around.  

MR. JONES:  No, your Honor.  We'll comply with 

whatever schedule you give us.  

THE COURT:  In fairness, just because I think we 

do need to get this wrapped up, and the addendum isn't 

terribly lengthy, I think we should try to get that 

response by next Tuesday and hear this next Wednesday.  

MR. STORMS:  Thank you.  

THE COURT:  I do want it by noon, so we have an 

opportunity to -- my law clerk have a chance to get it 

briefed.  And it needs to be courtesy copied, delivered to 

chambers.  It can be emailed to the law clerk.  That's 
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fine.  Of course a copy to Mr. Storms. 

MR. STORMS:  I'd ask he email me a copy too so I 

can get it immediately in case I want to --

THE COURT:  It should come immediately when it's 

filed and served now, as opposed to coming electronically 

if you signed up for the system. Just in an abundance of 

caution I'll ask for that extra step, personal service 

with email to both Mr. Storms and the chambers so we can  

see it by noon on the 5th -- November 5, by noon.  

MR. JONES:  All right.  

THE COURT:  Then we'll have it on the calendar 

by the 6th.

                      * * * * * 
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                    CERTIFICATE

                        OF

              CERTIFIED COURT REPORTER

                     * * * * * 

I, the undersigned certified court reporter in and for the 

State of Nevada, do hereby certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken before me at the 

time and place therein set forth; that the testimony and 

all objections made at the time of the proceedings were 

recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter 

transcribed under my direction; that the foregoing is a 

true record of the testimony and of all objections made at 

the time of the proceedings.

              
         

                      ______________________
                          Sharon Howard
                           C.C.R. #745
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Case Number: C-12-284106-1
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1/29/2020 1:10 PM
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NEO 
JoNELL THOMAS 
SPECIAL PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Nevada Bar #4771 
W. JEREMY STORMS 
Chief Deputy Special Public Defender 
Nevada Bar #10772 
330 So. Third Street, Suite #800 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89155 
(702) 455-6265 
FAX: (702) 455-6273  
EMAIL:jeremy.storms@clarkcountynv.gov 
Attorneys for Doolin 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
 

Plaintiff 
 
vs. 
 
GLENN DOOLIN, ID: 1990096 
 

Defendant. 
 

 
 
 

CASE NO. C-12-284106-1 
DEPT. NO. XXV 

 
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF AMENDED ORDER DENYING  

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO MODIFY SENTENCE 
 

DATE OF HEARING: February 5, 2020 
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M. 

 

TO: STATE OF NEVADA; and 

TO: CLARK COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY, attorney for The State of Nevada: 

Please take notice that an Amended Order Denying Defendant’s Motion to Modify 

Sentence was filed on February 5, 2020 (a true and correct copy is attached hereto). 

 DATED this 6th day of February, 2020. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED 

      /s/ W. JEREMY STORMS 
       _____________________________ 

W. JEREMY STORMS 
Attorney for Doolin 
 

Case Number: C-12-284106-1

Electronically Filed
2/6/2020 3:55 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that service of the Notice of Entry of Amended Order Denying 

Defendant’s Motion to Modify Sentence, was made pursuant to EDCR 7.26 on the attorney for 

the named parties by means of electronic mail to the email address provided to the court’s 

electronic filing system for this case.  Proof of Service is the date service is made by the court’s 

electronic filing system by email to the parties and contains a link to the file stamped document. 

PARTY      EMAIL 
 
STATE OF NEVADA    DISTRICT ATTORNEY’S OFFICE  
       email:  motions@clarkcountyda.com 
 
        
 
 Dated: 2/6/2020 
       /s/ KATHLEEN FITZGERALD 
        
       __________________________________ 
       Employee for the Special Public Defender 
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Case Number: C-12-284106-1

Electronically Filed
2/6/2020 4:00 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor January 17, 2018COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

January 17, 2018 09:00 AM Defendant's Pro Per Motion to Modify Sentence

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 03F

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Deft. not present. COURT NOTED Deft. is asking for a modification on compassion and mercy grounds, 
and STATED ITS FINDINGS; there is no reason for Court to modify Deft's. sentence, the case law 
supports the State's position.  COURT ORDERED, Deft's. Motion DENIED. The State is to prepare the 
Order. 

NDC

CLERK'S NOTE:  A copy of this minute order was mailed to Deft. (Glenn Doolin, BAC 1023173, SDCC, 
PO BOX 208, Indian Springs, NV 89070. / sb 01/19/18

PARTIES PRESENT:
Megan Thomson Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Silvaggio, Renee

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 1/20/2018 January 17, 2018Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor August 29, 2018COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

August 29, 2018 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion For Reconsideration

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 03F

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Deft. not present, Nevada Department of Corrections.

COURT NOTED, it is not entirely clear what Deft. would like reconsidered, and ORDERED, Motion 
DENIED as Motion for Reconsideration, and DENIED as a Motion for Modification of Sentence.  Deft's. 
request may be more appropriate before the Parole Board. State to prepare the Order.  

NDC

CLERK'S NOTE:  A copy of this minute order was mailed to Deft. (Glenn Doolin 123173, 20825 Cold 
Creek Rd, PO B OX 208, Indian Springs, NV 89070).  /sb 08/30/18

PARTIES PRESENT:
Hetty O. Wong Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Daly, Jennifer

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 8/31/2018 August 29, 2018Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor October 21, 2019COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

October 21, 2019 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 15B

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Deft. not present, Nevada Department of Corrections (NDC). 

Colloquy regarding rescheduling the matter, if it was proper to file the Motion, and the Gross 
Misdemeanor portion of Deft's. sentence that was to be served consecutively to the Felony 
charge.  COURT STATED It needs to review everything, and ORDERED, matter 
CONTINUED. 

NDC

CONTINUED TO:   10/30/19   9:00 A.M.

PARTIES PRESENT:
Chad N. Lexis Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

William J. Storms Attorney for Defendant

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Howard, Sharon

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 10/23/2019 October 21, 2019Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor October 30, 2019COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

October 30, 2019 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 15B

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Mr. Jones requested a continuance; his Appeals Department have not had the chance to 
respond to the Addendum filed the prior week.  Mr. Storms argued all the State's arguments 
have been raised in earlier motions.  Deft. has been transferred to the Clark County Detention 
Center (CCDC) to start serving the Gross Misdemeanor sentence.  It is not Deft's. fault we are 
now into him serving his sentence.  COURT ADVISED It would absolutely nunc pro tunc it 
back to when Deft. began serving his sentence.  COURT ORDERED, State's Response DUE 
11/05, matter CONTINUED; State's Response is to be emailed to the Court and Mr. Storms. 

NDC

CONTINUED TO:  11/6/2019   9:00 AM

PARTIES PRESENT:
John  T. Jones, Jr. Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

William J. Storms Attorney for Defendant

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Howard, Sharon

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 11/9/2019 October 30, 2019Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Rem Lord
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor November 06, 2019COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

November 06, 2019 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 15B

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Mr. Storms stated the matter was continued for the State to respond; he understands they 
won't be responding at this point.  Ms. Thomson stated upon review of the file, it appears to be 
more of a Reply to the Supplement therefore, the State won't be responding.  Mr. Storms 
argued regarding jurisdiction; by law, where Deft. has been housed for the last 4 years could 
not house Deft. for the Gross Misdemeanor sentence.  Mr. Storms requested Deft. be allowed 
to parole with the job and house he has set up.  

COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED, and STATED FINDINGS; ultimately Court agrees with 
the State that It does not have the ability to modify Deft's. sentence at this time on the basis 
Deft. has already started serving his Gross Misdemeanor sentence, and based upon the 
rulings in Edwards v. State and Passanins and other cases.  Not every mistake by the State 
give rise to a due process error.  Once Deft. started serving the sentence the Court is 
precluded from doing anything. It does not have jurisdiction and can't exercise jurisdiction in 
the way Deft. is asking.  COURT NOTED It expects Its decision to be appealed.  State is to 
prepare the Order. 

CUSTODY

PARTIES PRESENT:
Glenn Doolin Defendant

Megan Thomson Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

William J. Storms Attorney for Defendant

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Howard, Sharon

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 11/8/2019 November 06, 2019Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor November 06, 2019COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

November 06, 2019 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion to Modify Sentence

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 15B

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Mr. Storms stated the matter was continued for the State to respond; he understands they 
won't be responding at this point.  Ms. Thomson stated upon review of the file, it appears to be 
more of a Reply to the Supplement therefore, the State won't be responding.  Mr. Storms 
argued regarding jurisdiction; by law, where Deft. has been housed for the last 4 years could 
not house Deft. for the Gross Misdemeanor sentence.  Mr. Storms requested Deft. be allowed 
to parole with the job and house he has set up.  

COURT ORDERED, Motion DENIED, and STATED FINDINGS; ultimately Court agrees with 
the State that It does not have the ability to modify Deft's. sentence at this time on the basis 
Deft. has already started serving his Gross Misdemeanor sentence, and based upon the 
rulings in Edwards v. State and Passanins and other cases.  Not every mistake by the State 
give rise to a due process error.  Once Deft. started serving the sentence the Court is 
precluded from doing anything. It does not have jurisdiction and can't exercise jurisdiction in 
the way Deft. is asking.  COURT NOTED It expects Its decision to be appealed.  State is to 
prepare the Order. 

CUSTODY

PARTIES PRESENT:
Glenn Doolin Defendant

Megan Thomson Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

William J. Storms Attorney for Defendant

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Howard, Sharon

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 11/8/2019 November 06, 2019Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
000143



DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

C-12-284106-1

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor February 05, 2020COURT MINUTES

C-12-284106-1 State of Nevada
vs
Glenn Doolin

February 05, 2020 09:00 AM Defendant's Motion to Correct Order Pursuant to NRS 178.552 
and Request for Order Shortening Time

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Delaney, Kathleen E.

Boyle, Shelley

RJC Courtroom 15B

JOURNAL ENTRIES

Amended Order Denying Deft's. Motion to Modify Sentence FILED IN OPEN COURT. 

Mr. Storms relayed the history of the case and Court's decision at the last hearing, and argued 
the State's Order was missing important language pertaining to the Court's findings.  Following 
review of Mr. Storm's proposed Order, COURT ORDERED, Deft's. Motion GRANTED, and 
SIGNED the Order provided by Mr. Storms IN OPEN COURT.  A copy of the signed Order 
was provided to counsel for their records. 

CUSTODY

PARTIES PRESENT:
Glenn Doolin Defendant

John  T. Jones, Jr. Attorney for Plaintiff

State of Nevada Plaintiff

William J. Storms Attorney for Defendant

RECORDER:

REPORTER: Cangemi, Robert

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 2/7/2020 February 05, 2020Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Shelley Boyle
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