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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, THURSDAY, JUNE 21, 2018 

* * * * * 

[Case called at 10:44 a.m.] 

  THE COURT:  State of Nevada versus Jeffrey Brown, C318858.  He’s 

present.  He’s in custody.  This is on for sentencing.   

  Mr. Brown, any legal cause or reason why judgment should not be 

pronounced against you at this time? 

  THE DEFENDANT:  No. 

  THE COURT:  By virtue of your plea entered in this matter, I hereby 

adjudicate you guilty of Attempt Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon and 

Assault with a Deadly Weapon. 

  Does the State wish to be heard? 

  MR. PORTZ:  Yes, Your Honor.  And did the Court receive the State’s 

sentencing memorandum? 

  THE COURT:  I just want to make sure I did because this has been on 

a few times.  Yes. 

  MR. PORTZ:  Thank you.  And I also did want to point out that the 

victims in this case, at least two of the three victims, Mo and Farha, are both 

present in court today.  They’re both noticed as speakers and Mo will be 

speaking on behalf of the family.   

  Your Honor, Jeffrey Brown systematically stalked and hunted his 

victims in this case.  By the time that he gunned them down at the McCarran 

airport, he had been waiting for them to arrive for hours.  How did he know where 

their car was?  He hacked into Farha’s OnStar account to locate her vehicle.  

How did he know when they would be returning?  He hacked into Farha’s email 
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address to locate her flight itinerary so that he could be there when they arrived 

back.  So he sits and he waits in his vehicle with a firearm until Farha, Mo, and 

Mo’s 15-year-old son Mehki come back from a funeral in Indiana.  And as they’re 

approaching their car to load their luggage, he pulls up on them and from the 

comfort of his vehicle he shoots Mo, he shoots Farha, and then he points that 

firearm at that young boy, who has to run away from his father, who he believes 

is dying at that moment or already dead.   

  The facts and the circumstances of this case warrant the maximum 

sentence and that’s part of the reason why we filed the sentencing 

memorandum, but there’s additional facts I want the Court to consider and some 

of those include the calls that we highlighted made after the arrest that are 

placed inside the sentencing memorandum.   

  I anticipate in mitigation the Defense is going to point, as is obvious, 

that there’s a lack of real criminal history in this case.  And I think that’s a 

legitimate argument, Your Honor, when someone falls on hard times and turns to 

an act of crime, in an act of desperation, or a lapse of judgment.  That’s not what 

we have here.  We have a well-thought-out, sophisticated plan to commit murder.  

It’s days long that he is locating her vehicle, locating when she’s going to be 

coming back, and then waiting there, seen on surveillance coming back to the 

car time and time again, waiting for them to arrive so that he can drive up and 

shoot them.   

  And how do we know he had an intent to kill?  Well, we have, one, his 

plea.  Two, you have one of the calls in which he is bragging that he tried to kill.  

He says I tried to kill that mother fucker, in reference to Mo, when he’s talking to 

his daughter.   
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  I also anticipate there will be a suggestion that the Defendant’s age 

should somehow mitigate the sentence that the Court might impose today.  First 

of all, I think that that’s not really an issue to consider because – just because he 

was older when he decided to commit these crimes doesn’t negate the fact that 

Mo and Farha and Mehki have been severely victimized, that Farha will carry a 

bullet in her back for the rest of her life, that Mo still has a limp and numbness in 

his leg and that Mehki still has to see a therapist and undergo treatment for being 

witness to such a traumatic event. 

  Furthermore, as seen in some of the calls that we presented to the 

Court, particularly the calls where he’s talking about how this act or this criminal 

act, this attempt to kill these people was, quote, “worth it” in his mind.  He had 

been discussing with his daughter the fact that he will be spending the rest of his 

life likely behind bars and he said it was worth it.  He understood and thought – 

he actually contemplated the fact that he was near the end of his life somehow 

as a motivator that he wouldn’t – we couldn’t fully punish him because at some 

point he just planned on dying anyways and he wouldn’t have to serve out the 

maximum term of the sentence is the implication there.   

  So his age is almost a motivating factor behind the commission of the 

crime.  He thought his time was over and so a man at the end of his life has no 

need to worry about the consequences of his actions when he goes to this airport 

and guns these people down. 

  And, finally, I anticipate there might be some suggestion that this was 

an act of self-defense against Mo.  First of all, let’s forget the fact that he stalks 

them, that he locates where they are and he waits all day with a firearm for them 

to return.  That belies this notion of self-defense.  But let’s look at the fact of 
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where these victims were shot.  Both Mo and Farha were shot in the back as 

they were running away from this man pointing the gun at them.  There is no self-

defense in this case.  That argument should fall on deaf ears before this Court.  

And where’s the self-defense when he points the firearm at that 15-year-old boy, 

after he’s gun these two people down, who’s hiding behind a car?  There’s no 

justification.  There’s no self-defense to these crimes.   

  And I want to speak just briefly about the charge with Mehki, the 

Assault with Deadly Weapon.  The State is asking that that run consecutive.  

First of all, the act of pointing the firearm at that child is above and beyond 

anything that could’ve been necessary to commit the crimes of shooting Farha 

and Mo.  If he was going there to kill them, to shoot them, it had – this boy was 

caught up in that.  He is completely innocent and the act of pointing that gun at 

him was one-hundred percent unnecessary.   

  But we’re also asking the Court to run it consecutive just to consider 

the fact that this boy is scared.  He’s hiding behind a car.  He sees his father 

gunned down, believes him to be dead.  Mehki was one of the first people to call 

9-1-1 and on that 9-1-1 call he’s telling the 9-1-1 reporter that his dad is already 

dead.  He truly believed his father was murdered in front of his eyes.  And I can’t 

imagine, as he’s hiding behind that car watching his father gunned down with 

every fiber of his being telling him to run to his father to help him, that he can’t 

because the man who just shot him is stilling in his car pointing a gun at him, so 

he was to run away for his own life and call 9-1-1.  

  Judge, this man, Jeffrey Brown, has no remorse for his actions.  He 

has – through the jail calls, you can see him playing games trying to suborn 

perjury from his family, trying to have his son locate what he believes to be 
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incriminating evidence of his premeditation to get rid of it, to waiting ‘til the very 

day of trial, the brinksmanship of waiting to take a plea on the morning before the 

jury walks in, to then at the last minute before sentencing attempting to withdraw 

his plea, coming back with absolutely no legal basis to withdraw his plea.  This is 

a game to him.  He does not believe he has done anything wrong.  He has no 

remorse and the State submits that he should receive the maximum penalty in 

this case. 

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

Mr. Brown? 

THE DEFENDANT:  Everything he said is not true.  I can prove that 

the son was not there.  He was never in any danger.  And I’ll let my lawyer talk 

for me. 

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

MR. TREFFINGER:  And, Your Honor, that, the story that the State 

tells is one side of this.  He calls waiting until the day of trial brinksmanship and, 

you know, part of this is Mr. Brown is upset at the situation he’s in.  His side of 

the story is completely different.  We had a self-defense argument prepared to go 

to trial.  In reviewing the jail calls, some of the things that were said in anger after 

his arrest wasn’t going to paint that in the best light, but his side of the story – 

and I will note the State says he hacked into Farha’s email to find out the flight 

itinerary.  Farha sent him an email saying the flight changed to let him know that 

the flight was going to be delayed if he was going to show up at the airport. 

THE DEFENDANT:  And I got proof of that. 

MR. TREFFINGER:  And we – I did submit that email to the DA.  The 

DA has seen that.  As far as going into the vehicle, his side of this is Farha cut off 
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all communication with him.  He’s a 70-year-old man.  She has his paperwork.  

She has one of his firearms.  He can’t get ahold of her.  He’s trying to get his 

documentation, his handicap tag back, and he’s trying to make whatever effort 

he can to meet up with her.  Should he have gone to the airport that day?  He 

and I have discussed that at length.  No.  That was a bad idea.  But when 

Farha’s boyfriend got in his face – and that’s in the jail call too, I might add.  I 

shot him because he got in my face.  He got up –  

  THE COURT:  Okay.  That’s not self-defense.   

  MR. TREFFINGER:  We’re getting there, Your Honor.  He’s sitting in 

his car.  He has severe medical issues.  The guy comes up and grabs onto him.  

At that point, he pulls his – he pulls the firearm –  

  THE COURT:  That’s still not self-defense. 

  MR. TREFFINGER:  I would disagree with that, Your Honor. 

  THE COURT:  Okay.   

  MR. TREFFINGER:  If someone comes up to the –  

  THE COURT:  That’s why your client pled guilty, because you can’t 

use deadly force unless deadly force is being used against you. 

  MR. TREFFINGER:  And it very well could’ve been.  That’s a much 

younger man coming up.  He’s in his car.  He’s got a catheter in.  He’s not very 

mobile.  I mean I disagree with that position, Your Honor.  We were ready to go 

to trial on that fact.  I mean if that’s – if that’s Your Honor’s position that’s fine.   

  THE COURT:  That’s not my position.  That’s the law in the State of 

Nevada; that you cannot use deadly force unless deadly force is being used 

against you. 

  MR. TREFFINGER:  He didn’t know what – force was used on him?  It 
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could’ve been deadly.  He’s an old, infirm man in a car that’s being approached 

by someone much younger than him.  I mean that’s – that’s a subject of 

argument, I guess.  I would argue that there are issues there that the jury could 

have found self-defense, especially if we put the whole case on.  This – part of 

this was risk versus reward going to trial and that’s why there was an attempt at 

a plea withdraw.  Obviously, there was not found that to be an issue.   

  I will note, as the State said, he has no criminal history.  He’s a 

decorated Marine.  He lived an exemplary life for 69 years, went through four 

marriages with no prior domestic violence, no arrests, no felonies, no 

misdemeanors, multiple service medals.  He’s in poor health, and I mean no 

history of substance abuse, and has led a completely exemplary life up to this 

point.  But there’s more to this than he stalked them with the intent to gun them 

down.  And I mean if Farha is, indeed, so afraid of him, the fact that she’s 

sending him emails, telling him when she’s going to be at the airport, that kind of 

flies in the face of that argument.    

  Again, should he have gone to the airport to try to get his stuff back?  

Should he have engaged in this confrontation?  No.  That was a mistake.  I do 

believe there were self-defense issues here.  I understand the Court doesn’t 

agree with me.  I do believe that there was potential for that here.  I am asking for 

a minimum sentence or a maximum sentence with probation. 

  THE COURT:  It doesn’t matter whether I agree with you or not.  Your 

client pled guilty.   

  MR. TREFFINGER:  Correct.  I’m just responding to what the Court 

has said.  And I will submit it on that. 

  THE COURT:  Okay.  You can call your first witness. 
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  MR. PORTZ:  Thank you, Your Honor.  The State calls Monequie 

Short.  

  THE COURT:  You can either stand here or you can go to the podium, 

sir.  It’s up to you.   

  THE SPEAKER:  Where do you want me to go, right here? 

  MR. PORTZ:  Wherever you prefer. 

  THE SPEAKER:  This is fine. 

  THE COURT:  Okay.  If you’ll just raise your right hand so you can be 

sworn by the clerk. 

MONEQUIE SHORT 

[having been called as a speaker, being first duly sworn, testified as follows:] 

  THE CLERK:  Thank you.  Could you please state and spell your 

name for the record? 

  THE SPEAKER:  It’s Monequie and it’s M-o-n-e-q-u-i-e.  

  THE CLERK:  Thank you. 

  THE COURT:  Go ahead, sir. 

  THE SPEAKER:  Okay.  So I want to respond to what he said.  I never 

approached the car.  I’m coming back from a funeral.  My sister has passed 

away.  He had been calling over – and I was in Indianapolis.  He had been 

calling, cursing her out.  He was sending, you know, threatening emails saying 

how dangerous he was.  So we get to the – back to the car.  He just pulls up.  He 

starts yelling at her, cursing at her.  I’m putting in the luggage.  You know I’m kind 

of like trying to stay out of it just so that, you know, if they’re gonna – you know, 

say whatever you have to say.  You’re gonna say it.  But then he started getting 

threatening to her, so that’s when, you know, I told her to go to the car, just get in 
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the car, and I told him – I just said, you know, whatever you want to say, you can 

say it to me, but I was not at the car.  He reaches for his gun and I’m backing 

away.  I got shot in the hip.  I’m backing away and then he fired – and then he 

fired at her, so this other stuff about me attacking him is totally – I never reached 

in the car, never. 

  This guy is the type of person who’s a controlling person.  The whole 

thing is he’s upset that he can’t control her anymore.  His son doesn’t even want 

to have anything to do with him.  He threatened me, you know, through the email, 

in the phone conversations.  My son right now, he’s still going through things 

because he’s scared of life and it’s very hard, you know, to see your son like that.  

And we’re coming from a funeral and this guy had been stalking her.  He helped 

her move out, so the whole thing is he’s a controlling person.  He couldn’t control 

her anymore.  His whole life, according to what her – Farha and the son have 

said – his son was terrified to come here, doesn’t even want to come here, just 

the way, you know, he is, the type of person he is.   

  He’s the type of person who his son was dating a young girl.  He told 

her to – well, he told him to get her pregnant right away.  That’s the type of  

father –  

  MR. TREFFINGER:  I’m going to object.  I don’t know what this has to 

do with –    

  THE COURT:  Okay.   

  THE SPEAKER:  I’m just saying –  

  THE COURT:  All right, just –  

  THE SPEAKER:  – that’s going to the type of person he is.     

  THE COURT:  I agree.  It doesn’t really have anything to do with this. 
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  THE SPEAKER:  I’m just saying the type of person he is.  He’s a 

controlling – like I say, he’s a controlling person.  And that’s all I have to say is 

that he deserves to be in jail the rest of his life.  I mean everything that he’s put 

Farha through, put me through, put my son through that he has to deal with for 

the rest of his life, so all this other stuff – I mean that’s pretty much what I say.  

He needs to be in jail for the rest of his life.  And everything else is just not true.   

  THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you very much, sir. 

  THE SPEAKER:  Thank you. 

  THE COURT:  Do you have any other witnesses? 

  MR. PORTZ:  No, Your Honor.  Thank you. 

  THE COURT:  Okay.  In accordance with the laws of the State of 

Nevada, this Court does now sentence you as follows:  In addition to $25 

administrative assessment, $150 DNA fee, order you submit to genetic marker 

testing.  The $3 DNA collection fee will be imposed.  As to Count 1, the Court is 

going to sentence you to 8 to 20 years in Nevada Department of Corrections, 

plus a consecutive 8 to 20 years for the deadly weapon enhancement, for an 

aggregate of 16 to 20 years in Nevada Department of Corrections; as to Count 2, 

16 to 72 months to run concurrent to Count 1. 

  How much credit does he have? 

  MR. TREFFINGER:  I believe it’s 536 days, Your Honor. 

  THE COURT:  Five hundred and thirty-six days credit for time served. 

  MR. PORTZ:  Thank you. 

  THE COURT:  Is there any restitution? 

  MR. PORTZ:  Your Honor, there is.  It’s referenced in the PSI.  It’s 

$700 – I’m sorry.  It goes to Victims of Crime and it’s in the amount of $741.58. 
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THE COURT:  $741.58 in restitution will be imposed.  Thank you. 

MR. TREFFINGER:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

MR. PORTZ:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

 [Proceedings concluded at 11:00 a.m.] 

* * * * *
ATTEST:  I hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the audio/visual 
proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.   

________________________ 
KRISTINE SANTI 
Court Recorder 
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(702) 239-5715  
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DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JEFFREY BROWN, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NNCC 

Respondent. 

Case No.: A-19-793350-W 

DEPT. NO.:XII 

 

REPLY TO STATE’S RESPONSE TO PETITIONER’S SUPPLEMENTAL  

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS  

In State’s Response, the State argued that Petitioner waived his ability to raise the claim of 

ineffective assistance of counsel for lack of investigation because Petitioner didn’t raise the issue of involuntary plea 

per NRS 34.810(1)(a). (State’s Response, p. 5, ls. 16-18). Per NRS 34.810(1)(a), “The court shall dismiss a petition 

if the court determines that the petitioner’s conviction was upon a plea of guilty… and the petition is not based upon 

an allegation that the plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered or that the plea was entered without effective 

assistance of counsel.” If this Court decides to grant an evidentiary hearing, Petitioner will testify to how his trial 

counsel failed to do any investigation much less investigation as to self-defense issue including expert opinion as to 

trajectory of bullets and witness interviews. Investigation is a necessary part of the decision as to whether to 

negotiate or to proceed to trial. By failing to investigate, Petitioner’s trial counsel was ineffective up to, during, and 

after the plea process. 

State further argued that Petitioner had not shown enough evidence of prejudice from trial 

counsel’s lack of effort in pursuing self-defense claim. If this Court grants an evidentiary hearing, Petitioner will 

testify and relate the threat he felt prior to being forced to defend himself.   

Case Number: A-19-793350-W
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2/10/2020 4:57 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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The Court in State v. Colbert, 949 S.W.2d 932 (1997) found that Petition’s counsel’s performance 

was deficient, that Petitioner was prejudiced from the deficiency and remanded the case for evidentiary hearing. 

While Colbert is a Missouri case, the Court arrived at its ruling by applying Strickland, Id. The State charged 

Petitioner with Forcible Rape, Kidnapping, and First-Degree Robbery. Jury found Petitioner guilty of all counts. The 

trial court sentenced Petitioner to life for rape, fifteen years for kidnapping, and thirty years for robbery, all counts to 

run consecutively. After trial, Petitioner filed for Post-Conviction relief, contending that this trial counsel failed to 

relay an offer from the State for twenty-five years for rape, five year each for kidnapping and robbery. The five 

years to run concurrently to each other but consecutive to the twenty-five years for a total of thirty years. The offer 

was made to Petitioner’s Public Defender prior to Petitioner retaining private counsel. The court decided to remand 

Petitioner’s case for evidentiary hearing based upon his claim of the offer not relayed and how he would have taken 

the deal had he known of the offer. 

Here, per Colbert, Petitioner asserts that trial counsel failed to effectively investigate his case and 

as a result, Petitioner was unable to make an informed decision and was prejudiced by the deficiency. Because the 

Petitioner’s assertions merited an evidentiary hearing in Colbert, Petitioner respectfully request this Court to grant 

an evidentiary hearing on the issue. 

The State’s last argument on the issues of a lack of investigation invalidating Petitioner’s guilty 

plea is based upon Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498, 686 P.2d 222 (1984). Appellant in Hargrove argued that he was 

forced to plead guilty even though his trial counsel failed to effectively investigate his case because he wanted to 

avoid the greater threat of receiving habitual criminal treatment. Court in Hargrove held that threat would not give 

rise to a claim of coercion. This case is different. Petitioner pled to the most serious charge of Attempt Murder with 

Use of a Deadly Weapon plus a count of Assault with Use of a Deadly Weapon. Why else would any defendant in 

Petitioner’s position plead to the charge that carried the longest prison sentences? It’s because he was forced into it 

from his trial counsel’s complete lack of effort to investigate his case much less his valid claim of self-defense. 

Thus, Hargrove should not apply here. 

Dated this 10th day of February, 2020. 

    /s/ Jeannie N. Hua  

    Jeannie N. Hua, Esq. 
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 

I hereby certify that service of REPLY TO STATE’S RESPONSE TO PETITIONER’S 

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS was made this 10th day of February 2020 by 

Electronic Filing to: Jonathon Vanboskerck, Chief Deputy District Attorney 

Jonathan.VanBoskerck@clarkcountyda.com 
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RPLY 
JEANNIE N. HUA, ESQ. 
Law Office of Jeannie N. Hua, Inc. 
5550 Painted Mirage Road, Suite 320 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89149 
(702) 239-5715  
(702)901-6032 (f) 
jeanniehua@aol.com 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

JEFFREY BROWN, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NNCC 

Respondent. 

Case No.: A-19-793350-W 

DEPT. NO.:XII 

 

REPLY TO STATE’S RESPONSE TO PETITIONER’S SUPPLEMENTAL  

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS  

In State’s Response, the State argued that Petitioner waived his ability to raise the claim of 

ineffective assistance of counsel for lack of investigation because Petitioner didn’t raise the issue of involuntary plea 

per NRS 34.810(1)(a). (State’s Response, p. 5, ls. 16-18). Per NRS 34.810(1)(a), “The court shall dismiss a petition 

if the court determines that the petitioner’s conviction was upon a plea of guilty… and the petition is not based upon 

an allegation that the plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered or that the plea was entered without effective 

assistance of counsel.” If this Court decides to grant an evidentiary hearing, Petitioner will testify to how his trial 

counsel failed to do any investigation much less investigation as to self-defense issue including expert opinion as to 

trajectory of bullets and witness interviews. Investigation is a necessary part of the decision as to whether to 

negotiate or to proceed to trial. By failing to investigate, Petitioner’s trial counsel was ineffective up to, during, and 

after the plea process. 

State further argued that Petitioner had not shown enough evidence of prejudice from trial 

counsel’s lack of effort in pursuing self-defense claim. If this Court grants an evidentiary hearing, Petitioner will 

testify and relate the threat he felt prior to being forced to defend himself.   

Case Number: A-19-793350-W

Electronically Filed
2/10/2020 4:57 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DEPT. NO.:XII - 2 

The Court in State v. Colbert, 949 S.W.2d 932 (1997) found that Petition’s counsel’s performance 

was deficient, that Petitioner was prejudiced from the deficiency and remanded the case for evidentiary hearing. 

While Colbert is a Missouri case, the Court arrived at its ruling by applying Strickland, Id. The State charged 

Petitioner with Forcible Rape, Kidnapping, and First-Degree Robbery. Jury found Petitioner guilty of all counts. The 

trial court sentenced Petitioner to life for rape, fifteen years for kidnapping, and thirty years for robbery, all counts to 

run consecutively. After trial, Petitioner filed for Post-Conviction relief, contending that this trial counsel failed to 

relay an offer from the State for twenty-five years for rape, five year each for kidnapping and robbery. The five 

years to run concurrently to each other but consecutive to the twenty-five years for a total of thirty years. The offer 

was made to Petitioner’s Public Defender prior to Petitioner retaining private counsel. The court decided to remand 

Petitioner’s case for evidentiary hearing based upon his claim of the offer not relayed and how he would have taken 

the deal had he known of the offer. 

Here, per Colbert, Petitioner asserts that trial counsel failed to effectively investigate his case and 

as a result, Petitioner was unable to make an informed decision and was prejudiced by the deficiency. Because the 

Petitioner’s assertions merited an evidentiary hearing in Colbert, Petitioner respectfully request this Court to grant 

an evidentiary hearing on the issue. 

The State’s last argument on the issues of a lack of investigation invalidating Petitioner’s guilty 

plea is based upon Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498, 686 P.2d 222 (1984). Appellant in Hargrove argued that he was 

forced to plead guilty even though his trial counsel failed to effectively investigate his case because he wanted to 

avoid the greater threat of receiving habitual criminal treatment. Court in Hargrove held that threat would not give 

rise to a claim of coercion. This case is different. Petitioner pled to the most serious charge of Attempt Murder with 

Use of a Deadly Weapon plus a count of Assault with Use of a Deadly Weapon. Why else would any defendant in 

Petitioner’s position plead to the charge that carried the longest prison sentences? It’s because he was forced into it 

from his trial counsel’s complete lack of effort to investigate his case much less his valid claim of self-defense. 

Thus, Hargrove should not apply here. 

Dated this 10th day of February, 2020. 

    /s/ Jeannie N. Hua  

    Jeannie N. Hua, Esq. 

000174



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

 

 

DEPT. NO.:XII - 3 

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 

I hereby certify that service of REPLY TO STATE’S RESPONSE TO PETITIONER’S 

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS was made this 10th day of February 2020 by 

Electronic Filing to: Jonathon Vanboskerck, Chief Deputy District Attorney 

 Jonathan.VanBoskerck@clarkcountyda.com 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

A-19-793350-W

Writ of Habeas Corpus February 13, 2020COURT MINUTES

A-19-793350-W Jeffrey Brown, Plaintiff(s)
vs.
Isidro Baca, Warden, Defendant(s)

February 13, 2020 08:30 AM All Pending Motions

HEARD BY: 

COURT CLERK:

COURTROOM: Leavitt, Michelle

Pannullo, Haly

RJC Courtroom 14D

JOURNAL ENTRIES

HEARING: RE: PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS ... PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
HABEAS CORPUS ... MOTION TO REVISIT PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPTS 
AT STATE'S EXPENSE BY CONSIDERATION OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL

Counsel submitted on the briefs. COURT ORDERED, Petition DENIED; Motion to Revisit 
Motion OFF CALENDAR. Ms. Hua requested the Court sign an Order for Appointment for 
Appellate Counsel. COURT SO CONFIRMED. 

NDC

PARTIES PRESENT:
Andrea D. Orwoll Attorney for Defendant, Plaintiff

Jeannie   N Hua Attorney for Plaintiff

RECORDER: Richardson, Sara

REPORTER:

Page 1 of 1Printed Date: 2/14/2020 February 13, 2020Minutes Date:

Prepared by: Haly Pannullo 000176



Electronically Filed
07/30/2020 4:19 PM

000177



000178



000179



000180



000181



000182



000183



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

CSERV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: A-19-793350-WJeffrey Brown, Plaintiff(s)

vs.

Isidro Baca, Warden, 
Defendant(s)

DEPT. NO.  Department 12

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Finding of Fact and Conclusions of Law was served via the court’s 
electronic eFile system to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as 
listed below:

Service Date: 7/30/2020

JEANNIE HUA, ESQ. jeanniehua@aol.com
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NOTC 
JEANNIE N. HUA, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5672 
LAW OFFICE OF JEANNIE N. HUA, INC. 
5550 Painted Mirage Rd., Ste. 320 
Las Vegas, Nevada  89149 
(702) 239-5715 
JeannieHua@aol.com 
Attorneys for Defendant  
Jeffrey Brown 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
THE STATE OF NEVADA,  ) 
      ) 
  Plaintiff,   ) 
      ) 
 vs.     ) Case No. A-19-793350-W 
      ) 
JEFFREY BROWN, aka   ) Dept No.  XII 
Jeffrey Kent Brown, #3074249 , ) 
      ) 
  Defendant.   ) 
      ) 
 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Notice is hereby given that JEFFREY BROWN, defendant above named, hereby 

appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada from the Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law 

entered in this action on the 30 th day of July, 2020. 

DATED this 13th of August, 2020. 
 
     LAW OFFICE OF JEANNIE HUA 
 
 
 
     By  /s/ Jeannie N. Hua      
           JEANNIE N. HUA, ESQ. 
           Nevada Bar No. 5672 
           Attorney for Defendant  
           Jeffrey Brown 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I, Jeannie Hua hereby affirm that I serviced a copy of the Notice of Appeal via electronic 
transmission to –  
 
 Alexander Chen 
 Chief Deputy District Attorney 
 Alexander.chen@clarkcountyda.com 

Case Number: A-19-793350-W

Electronically Filed
8/13/2020 12:54 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
THE STATE OF NEVADA,           
 
                             Plaintiff,  
           vs. 
 
JEFFREY BROWN, 
 

          Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

 
 
  CASE NO.  C-16-318858-1 
 
  DEPT. NO.  XII 
 
 
 

 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE MICHELLE LEAVITT, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
 

WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2018 
 

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS 
TRIAL BY JURY - DAY 1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPEARANCES:     

  For the State:     SHANON L. CLOWERS 
       KENNETH N. PORTZ 
       Chief Deputy District Attorneys  
   
  For the Defendant:    TIMOTHY TREFFINGER, ESQ. 
 
 
 
 
RECORDED BY:  KRISTINE SANTI, COURT RECORDER 

Case Number: C-16-318858-1

Electronically Filed
8/17/2020 2:22 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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LAS VEGAS, NEVADA, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 17, 2018, 9:08 A.M. 

* * * * * 

[Outside the Presence of the Prospective Jury] 

 THE COURT:  Everybody’s ready to go and your client’s going to take a plea? 

 MR. TREFFINGER:  Yes, Your Honor. 

 THE COURT:  Okay.  State versus Jeffrey Brown, case C318858, Mr. Brown 

is present.  He’s in custody.  Do you want to state your appearances, and then, 

Counsel, you can state the negotiations. 

 MR. PORTZ:  Nick Portz and Shanon Clowers for the State. 

 MR. TREFFINGER:  Tim Treffinger, bar number 12877, on behalf of  

Mr. Brown who is present in custody.   

  The guilty plea agreement is as follows, Your Honor, he’s going to 

plead guilty to attempt murder with use of a deadly weapon and assault with a 

deadly weapon; both sides are retaining the full right to argue including for 

consecutive treatment. 

 THE COURT:  Between counts? 

 MR. TREFFINGER:  Yes. 

 THE COURT:  Okay.  And, Mr. Brown, is that your understanding of the 

negotiations? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes.  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And that’s what you want to do today? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Your true and full name for the record? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  I’m sorry? 

 THE COURT:  Your true and full name for the record? 
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 THE DEFENDANT:  Jeffrey Kurt Brown. 

 THE COURT:  How old are you? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  69. 

 THE COURT:  How far did you go in school? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  13. 

 THE COURT:  You do read, write, and understand the English language? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  I do. 

 THE COURT:  You received a copy of the third amended indictment in this 

case charging you with attempt murder with use of a deadly weapon and assault 

with a deadly weapon? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  I did. 

 THE COURT:  And you had a chance to review it? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Discussed it with your lawyer? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  You understand those charges against you? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  How do you plead to the charges in the third amended 

indictment? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Guilty. 

 THE COURT:  Are you entering into this plea today freely and voluntarily? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Did anyone threaten or coerce you into entering into this plea? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Other than what’s contained in this guilty plea agreement, did 
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anyone make you any promises to get you to enter into this agreement? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  I have before me a guilty plea agreement; is that your 

signature on page 6? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And you read it -- 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  -- before you signed it? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge.  

 THE COURT:  You discussed it with your lawyer prior to signing it? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  He answered all your questions prior to signing it? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Do you have any questions of the Court regarding this guilty 

plea agreement? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  You understand as to Count 1 you are facing 2 to 20 years in 

the Nevada Department of Corrections plus a consecutive term of 1 to 20 years? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And you understand as to Count 2 you’re facing 1 to 6 years in 

the Nevada Department of Corrections? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And you understand the State of Nevada has retained the full 

right to argue for any lawful sentence within that sentencing range? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes. 
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 THE COURT:  Including consecutive time between the counts? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Do you have any questions about that? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No. 

 THE COURT:  And you understand that sentencing is completely within the 

discretion of the Court, that no one can make you any promises regarding what will 

happen at the time of sentencing? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Anyone make you any promises? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No. 

 THE COURT:  You also understand you are giving up all your trial rights by 

entering into this plea today, that you do have a right to a speedy and public trial, 

that if this matter went to trial the State would be required to prove each of the 

elements as alleged in their charging document by proof beyond a reasonable 

doubt; and did your attorney explain to you what the State would have to prove if 

this matter went to trial? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  You discussed any defenses that you may have to these 

charges? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  You understand at the time of trial you’d have the right to 

testify, to remain silent, to have others come in and testify for you, to be confronted 

by the witnesses against you and cross-examine them, to appeal any conviction, 

and to be represented by counsel throughout all critical stages of the proceedings? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 
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 THE COURT:  You understand all these trial rights? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And you understand that by entering into this plea today that 

you are giving up all of these trial rights? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  And do you have any questions about the trial rights that 

you’re giving up? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Any questions about this guilty plea agreement? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  No, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Okay.  On or about the 19th day of September, 2016, as to 

Count 1, did you willfully, unlawfully, feloniously, and without -- I’m sorry, and with 

malice aforethought attempt to kill Farha Brown? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes. 

 THE COURT:  And/or Monequie Short with the use of deadly weapon, a 

firearm, by shooting at or into their bodies? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  As to Count 2, did you willfully, unlawfully, feloniously, 

intentionally place another person in reasonable apprehension of immediate bodily 

harm and/or did you willfully, unlawfully attempt to use physical force against 

another person, to wit, M.S., with use of a deadly weapon, a firearm, by displaying 

and/or pointing the firearm at M.S.? 

 THE DEFENDANT:  Yes, Judge. 

 THE COURT:  Is the State satisfied with that? 

 MR. PORTZ:  Yes, Your Honor.  Thank you. 
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 THE COURT:  Okay.  At this time the Court’s going to accept your plea, make 

a finding you’ve entered into it freely and voluntarily, that you understand the nature 

of the charges and the consequences of your plea.  The matter will be referred to 

Parole and Probation and it will be set for sentencing. 

 THE CLERK:  March 8, 8:30. 

 THE COURT:  Does he have bail in this case?  At this time if there’s any bail 

amount, he -- it’ll be revoked and he’ll be held without bail pending sentencing.   

 MR. PORTZ:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

  And, Your Honor, there’s -- I believe he has current restrictions on his 

phone privileges, I just ask that that remain in effect, that he not be allowed to make 

phone calls or contact individuals associated with the case. 

 THE COURT:  Okay.   

 MR. TREFFINGER:  He has a current phone restriction that he’s not allowed 

to make any calls whatsoever.  He can’t call counsel or his family.  I have no issue 

with that phone restriction to people involved, but if we could lift it so that he can call 

his sick mother or his attorney; I’d appreciate it. 

 MR. PORTZ:  The reason it was revoked is because he was using the calls 

and contacting family members to have them illegally -- 

 THE COURT:  Third-party? 

 MR. PORTZ:  -- attempt to -- yeah, engage in contact with our victims.  

There’s never been a restriction on his ability to contact counsel and we wouldn’t 

ask that be imposed.  I just want it to remain in effect when we’re remanding him 

without bail.  

 THE COURT:  Okay.  Because I’m kind of surprised there would be a 

restriction, I’m going to leave the restriction in place, however, he can contact his 
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lawyer. 

 MR. TREFFINGER:  I’ll take it up with the jail. 

 THE COURT:  Yeah, and I have confidence you wouldn’t participate in any of 

that.  

  Thank you. 

 MR. PORTZ:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

 MS. CLOWERS:  Thank you. 

THE COURT:  And trial date will be vacated and the jury will be excused.  

Thank you. 

MR. TREFFINGER:  Thank you, Your Honor. 

THE COURT:  Thank you. 

PROCEEDING CONCLUDED AT 9:15 A.M. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
ATTEST:    I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the audio-
video recording of this proceeding in the above-entitled case. 
 
             _________________________ 
         SARA RICHARDSON 
        Court Recorder/Transcriber 
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