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 I hereby certify and affirm that this document was filed electronically with the 

Nevada Supreme Court on May 26, 2022.  Electronic Service of the foregoing 

document shall be made in accordance with the Master Service List as follows: 

      
AARON D. FORD 
Nevada Attorney General  
 
THOMAS F. PITARO, ESQ. 
EMILY K. STRAND, ESQ. 
Counsels for Petitioner 
 
TALEEN R. PANDUKHT 
Chief Deputy District Attorney   
 

 
I, further certify that on May 26, 2022, a copy was sent via email to:  

District Court, Department 19’s JEA for Judge Eller: 

Melody Howard – JEA 

HowardM@clarkcountycourts.us     

 

 
BY /s/ E. Davis 

 Employee, District Attorney’s Office 

 
TP/Megan Thompson/ed 
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
Clark County District Attorney 
Nevada Bar #001565 
TINA TALIM 
Chief Deputy District Attorney 
Nevada Bar #009286  
200 Lewis Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212 
(702) 671-2500 
State of Nevada 

 
DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 
 
 

In the Matter of Application, 
 
of 
 
NOBERTO LEON MADRIGAL, 
#1950096  
 
for a Writ of Habeas Corpus. 

 

CASE NO:  
 
DEPT NO: 

C-21-356361-3 
 
XIX 

 
STATE’S SUPPLEMENT TO RETURN TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF  

HABEAS CORPUS AND MOTION FOR AN ORDER GRANTING  
DEFENDANT’S PETITION OF WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AND  

MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE STATE’S RETURN 
 
 

DATE OF HEARING:  11/16/2021 
TIME OF HEARING:  12:00 P.M. 

 
 On October 28, 2021, Defendant Madrigal filed his Motion for an Order Granting 

Defendant’s Petition of Writ of Habeas Corpus due to State’s failure to timely respond to his 

Petition. EDCR Rule 3.20 (c), does not, like defendant suggests, mandate the granting of his 

underlying Writ. Instead, the rule states, “Failure of the opposing party to serve and file written 

opposition may be construed as an admission that the motion is meritorious and a consent to 

granting of the same.”  Granting the defendant’s Writ is not mandatory. In the instant case, the 

State admits it failed to file its Return by the date set. However, the State submit to this Court 

that it was not due to a willful or malicious intent. Rather, it was an oversight by the underlying 

prosecutor. The hearing on the Writ is set for November 19, 2021. The State filed its Return 

nearly two weeks before the hearing date, and 1 day after receiving defendant’s Motion. The 
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State’s Return was prepared and completed, yet not filed due to an oversight, until November 

3, 2021. The initial briefing schedule was continued out by stipulation based on defendant 

Najera’s request. Defendant cannot argue he is faced with any prejudice based on the late 

filing. As a result, the State asks this Court to extend the time to file State’s Return to 

November 3, 2021 and for arguments to go forward on the merits on the underlying Writ and 

Return. The State makes this motion in good faith and not for the purpose of delay.   

 DATED this 4th day of November, 2021. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
STEVEN B. WOLFSON 
Clark County District Attorney 
Nevada Bar # 001565 

 
 BY /s/ Tina Talim 
  TINA TALIM 

Chief Deputy District Attorney 
Nevada Bar #009286  
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November, 2021, by electronic transmission to: 
 
      OSVALDO FUMO 
      ozzie@fumolaw.com  
 
 BY /s/ E. Del Padre 

  
E. DEL PADRE 
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Office 
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