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Las Vegas, Nevada, Wednesday, September 10, 2014 at 9:36 a.m.

THE COURT: THE CLERK: Case No. C 300032, State of Nevada v.

Natasha Jackson.

THE COURT: Could we have appearances for the record please.

MS. WECKERLY: Good morning, Your Honor. Pam Weckerly on behalf of
the State.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Dan Silverstein and Christy Craig on behalf of Ms.
Jackson, who is present in custody.

THE COURT: Very well. Thank you. Good morning.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Good morning.

THE COURT: This was a defense motion to compel disclosure of
exculpatory evidence.

Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

Your Honor, | believe that the State and the defense agree on a large part of
these motions. There is only a few areas that I'm going to talk about because | think
we’ve agreed on most of these items.

With respect to request A, the compensation or any benefit given to any
witness in exchange for cooperation. Ms. Weckerly represented that none - - there
hasn’'t been any compensation or any benefits given to any witness. I'll accept her
representations, however, she has said that if something comes to her knowledge
that she’ll either disclose it or bring it up to the Court so I'll - -

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.
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MS. WECKERLY: That’s correct, Your Honor. The State’s position is it would
only have to be disclosed if the witness testified, the defense disagrees with that as
sort of interim agreement, I'll inform the defense if an issue like that arises and we
can litigate before the Court whether or not it's to be disclosed.

THE COURT: It doesn’t sound like what Mr. Silverstein said the
understanding was.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Well, my understanding was that if something came to
light that there was a payment to some witness that Ms. Weckerly would either
disclose it or if she felt that she had a valid basis to not disclose it that would then
bring it before the Court.

MS. WECKERLY: That’s correct.

THE COURT: In that case A is granted to that extent as represented by
counsel.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

As to B, citizen sources, again, Ms. Weckerly represented there haven’t been
any confidential informants. I'll accept that representation so | think B is either moot
or granted.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: Yeah, in this particular case because of how this case
unfolded the State is not aware of any informants. If that type of information
becomes available in terms of, | guess, uncharged conduct | will certainly make the
defense aware of it.

THE COURT: B is granted to that extent.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

As to C, we do have a dispute as to the reach of Brady in this particular
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situation. My position is that we are entitled to the complete criminal history of any
State witness, not just felony convictions, not just crimes of moral turpitude but any
criminal history, any arrest, any police report that's been generated on that witness,
any entries in scope, NCIC or other criminal data bases. The reason being is that
evidence does not have to be admissible to be discoverable. Ms. Weckerly would
limit Brady to what is admissible in trial from felony convictions and moral turpitude.
And | think that gives Brady short shrift. What she wants to do is she wants to say
she only has to turn over information that | can use at trial. And that is not the
standard for discoverability.

Information on these witnesses’ criminal histories could lead to witnesses who
could talk about those witnesses’ reputation for violence which would admissible so
even though the criminal history itself may not be admissible at trial, which the Court
would have to rule on, but even though that information may not be admissible it
may lead to discoverable information and may lead to admissible information. And
for that reason Brady allows me the complete criminal history, not just what the
statute says can be used to attack credibility.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: Your Honor, Mr. Silverstein is partially correct as to the
State’s position with regard to witnesses. The State’s position is our obligation is to
crimes of moral turpitude and felony convictions that fall within the statute. There
has also been a request for the murder victim’'s scope in NCIC. The State fails to
see how that particular search is relevant given that this person is obviously not
going to be a witness in the case and how that person’s arrest even though he was
killed in this incident, would be discoverable.

In terms of NCIC itself the State’s access to NCIC is governed by statutes.
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We’re unable to run generalized searches for NCIC. If | run one I'm happy to show
it to the defense but | don’t generally run NCIC on every witness. | know in other
cases the chief criminal Judge will sometimes run an NCIC at the request of the
defense because the access of the Courts and their agreement conditions are
different than that of the State. So the State objects to any order for us to run a
generalized NCIC search for the defense. | object to the murder victim’s scope in
NCIC being discoverable and | stated our position as to witnesses, felony
convictions or crimes of moral turpitude.

THE COURT: Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Well, Your Honor. And, again, | don’t know for sure but
it sounds what like Ms. Weckerly is saying is that there is an entry on the murder
victim’s scope or NCIC, it sounds like she’s kind of saying that there is one but she
doesn’t feel it's discoverable, and | would simply say that whether or not that
information is admissible at trial or whether or not it's even good strategy to talk
about the murder victim’s arrest at trial, that has nothing to do with whether it's
discoverable. Itis clearly discoverable if the victim in this case has a criminal
history, has a prior arrest, it is clearly discoverable, and whether or not it's
admissible or useful in trial that’s a different question. But Brady mandates that that
information be turned over. If Ms. Weckerly knows about it she has to inform the
defense.

THE COURT: | agree with that analysis. However, the Court is inclined to
grant in part and deny in part your request. | do agree that the defendant’s request
is overly broad, and | agree that the State is not obligated to build a defense for the
defendant, and | agree that the State is prohibited from disclosing the NCIC request,

however, if the State has such information that constitutes Brady material and it is

244




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

not accessible to the defense the portions of the scope or NCIC constituting Brady
material as opposed to the entire record should be provided to the defendant.

Furthermore, it's the Court’s view that the defendant has made a requisite
showing of materiality noting that such information would go to credibility or bias and
may assist the defense in their investigation even if the material is inadmissible.

Request Number D, Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

This is simply asking for disclosures of any statements that are inconsistent
including statements made during pretrial conferences. | know some prosecutors
take the position if it's not in writing it's not discoverable. | don’t think Ms. Weckerly
is going to make that argument. | think Ms. Weckerly’s argument is basically she
shouldn’t have to turn over inconsistencies that are not material. For example, if the
witness were to say that the crime happened the 17" and it happened on the 18™. |
would simply say that any inconsistent statement is potential impeachment. | agree
that it's up to Ms. Weckerly to decide what’s material. But the case law also
suggests that prosecutors err on the side of disclosure so I'll leave this to the Court.
| don’t think the State disagrees with me in theory that inconsistent statements that
are material must be disclosed.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: That's correct. Giglio says material inconsistencies must
be disclosed. The State has no objection to disclosing those.

THE COURT: D is granted.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

As far as E, primarily | was concerned with some of this testing returns

multiple results. For example, the AFIS testing will give a print out of ten possibles
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instead of spitting out one match and I’'m simply asking that all that information be
delivered, not just the final match but any possible matches that were run through
some of these computerized systems that they have. And | don’t think that Ms.
Weckerly disagrees with that either.

MS. WECKERLY: | don’t disagree with that for AFIS or possibly a CODIS hit.
That is usually contained in the underlying data. As to this request what my
objection mainly goes to is the information from the Clark County Coroner’s office.
That’s not a police agency and | don’t have control over what the coroner’s office
provides or doesn’t provide. To the extent that the defense is asking for early drafts
of autopsy reports, which we don’t generate and we don’t have any control over, the
State’s position is that the defense either needs to serve the coroner’s office itself or
ask them for that information if unsuccessful | guess come to the Court. But | can’t
be responsible for an agency that’s not a police agency and how they hold their
information.

With regard to AFIS and CODIS | can certainly make inquiries into alternative
suspects.

THE COURT: Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Your Honor, that is simply not the law. | mean Ms.
Weckerly is responsible for the actions of other government agencies including the
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department even though she doesn’t have - - may
not have control over the department, anything that is in the possession of a
government agency is considered to be in State possession for purposes of Brady.
So there is exculpatory evidence sitting at the coroner’s office, Ms. Weckerly can'’t
come to the Court and say | can't tell the coroner what to do. Ifit's in the coroner’s

custody it is in Ms. Weckerly’s custody for purposes of Brady. Kyles v. Whitley say
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specifically that other government agency, even though Ms. Weckerly may not have
control over them if they have possession of exculpatory information she has the
obligation to affirmatively seek out that information.

MS. WECKERLY: The coroner’s office responds to defense subpoenas.
Brady and Giglio talk the State having sole access, and that does sometimes occur
with police agencies. But with the coroner’s office that is a government agency. It's
not involved in the prosecution and that is the distinction between Brady and Giglio.
The defense has the same access to the coroner’s office that the State has. To the
extent that the defense thinks there is exculpatory information at the coroner’s office
they have the same ability to subpoena witnesses and subpoena reports or
whatever information they want from that office. It's different than an investigatory
agency like the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department and it’s to that extent the
State objects.

THE COURT: Mr. Silverstein, any response to that?

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Just briefly. | mean to say that the coroner is not
involved in the prosecution it was the coroner that told the Grand Jury that this was
homicide. It was the coroner’s opinion that was relied upon at this Grand Jury
process. So to argue that both the coroner has nothing to do with the prosecution
and also tell the Grand Jurors and eventually the trial jury that this coroner’s opinion
has nothing to do with the case, | believe that’s inconsistent. The coroner’s office is
a government agency just like the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department and if
they have exculpatory information the State has to turn it over.

THE COURT: The Court agrees with the defense’s analysis and notes that
the State offers no authority or argument as to why the coroner’s office is not acting

on the State’s behalf and therefore why materials from the coroner’s office are not in
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the State’s constructive possession. E is granted in its entirety.

Parties agree that request F is moot.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Very well. Request G.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Your Honor, this has to do with the handwritten notes
that actually exist in this case, and | thank Ms. Weckerly for asking the police
department to preserve those notes. | know that the State objects to giving me the
notes personally. What I'm going to ask for is that the notes be given to the Court
for an in camera review so at least someone can look at the notes and disclose any
exculpatory information. If the Court is not comfortable giving them directly to me or
ordering the State to provide them to me, | would simply ask for an in camera review
and that they be filed under seal so that somebody other that the State has a
chance to review the notes for potential exculpatory information.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY:: Your Honor, the NRS 174235 outlines what is to be
provided for discovery, and that's written or recorded statements made by the
defendant or other witnesses, reports of physical or mental examinations or books,
papers and documents that maybe used at trial. Nowhere in the statute is there any
obligation for the State to turn over notes, handwritten notes of the investigating
detectives. What we do have an obligation to do is ask the detectives if there is
anything in the notes that is possibly exculpatory. If there is we have a constitutional
obligation that supersedes the statute to turn over that information. But the notes
themselves there is no generalized discovery statute that covers that, and there is
no authority for producing that. Saying Brady applies - - well, Brady applies to

everything. There is no specific statutory provision that says that Detectives’ notes
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are discoverable. If there is something exculpatory our constitutional obligation is to
turn over the information but there is no generalized discovery for notes because
there might be something discoverable.

THE COURT: Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: What | am asking for is the exculpatory information and
what | take issue with is Ms. Weckerly’s position is that what she would have this
Court grant is for her to ask the police officer if there was anything in the notes and if
he says no, drop it and let the notes get shredded. Someone else should review
these notes whether it's Ms. Weckerly, whether it's the Court, whether it's the
defense. It shouldn’t simply be we take it on faith that the police officers say well,
there is nothing exculpatory. They also said there was nothing exculpatory in the
Vulwalta(phonetic) case - -faced a life sentence for eight years and then they found
the notes eight years later and he’s free. There should be another set of eyes
looking at these notes, and to just say, well, the police officers told me there was
nothing in them so | let them go ahead and shred them, | don'’t believe that that
gives Brady the respect that it deserves.

THE COURT: Well, | agree with the defense, Ms. Weckerly, and it causes
me some concern that the State would want to shirk their responsibly in reviewing
those notes.

MS. WECKERLY: I’'m not shirking my responsibility. | believe | have an
obligation to seek out exculpatory information. What | object to is once | do that I'm
held to that standard. Brady and Giglio are post-conviction relief if in the event
some information isn’t turned over. | am held to the standard of inquiring whether or
not there is exculpatory information. If there is I'm constitutionally obligated to

disclose it. If there is not there is no reason to turn over any notes. What | object to

-10-
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is a pretrial discovery of those notes that isn’t based in constitutional law or statutory
law. There is simply no provision for them to produce the notes. We are always
obligated to hold onto and produce exculpatory information. But that exist
constitutionally. In terms of whether there is some provision that actually covers
police officers’ notes there simply isn’t one. Itis not in the Nevada statutes. It's not
mentioned in Brady and it's certainly not mentioned in Giglio.

THE COURT: | don’t think the police can be held accountable for
determining what is exculpatory and what isn’t. It's the prosecution that has that
responsibility. So | don’t think | can defer that responsibility to a law enforcement
organization. The motion is granted.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Letter H.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Your Honor, this is - - again, | don’t think the State has
any issue with turning over any information that's in these personnel files pursuant
to the United States v. Henthorne.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: | have no objection if there is information that reflects on
what is covered, essentially, Henthorne which is the Federal interpretation or Sonnern
v. State, which is the Nevada provision.

THE COURT: Any response?

MR. SILVERSTEIN: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Motion is granted to that extent.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor. | don’t believe that we had
much in argument with respect to I. | think we’ve come to an agreement that if Ms.

Weckerly were to obtain these phone calls that she would then share them with the

-11-
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defense. | don’t have any issue with that.

THE COURT: Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: Yes, that is correct to the extent | get her phone calls or
other, | guess, video information from the detention center I'll produce it for the
defense.

THE COURT: The motion is granted.

It's my understanding that J was unopposed by the State.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: That’s correct.

THE COURT: Jis granted as well.

I'll ask for an order for the Court’s signature. Please run it past opposing
counsel before you submit it to me.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: | will. There was also another motion on. This one is
very brief. This is simply my motion to extend the deadline to file the pretrial petition
for writ of habeas corpus. That deadline is set to expire on September 8". And |
don’t have any discovery yet in the case, and | don’t fault the State for that at all. |
would simply ask for 21 days from my receipt of the discovery to file the writ, and |
don’t think Ms. Weckerly has an issue with that.

MS. WECKERLY: That's correct. No objection.

THE COURT: | noticed there wasn’t any written opposition so very well,
motion is granted.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

(Proceedings concluded at 9:52 a.m.)

-12-

251




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

ATTEST: I do hereby certify that I have truly and correctly transcribed the

audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

\cdvo W Bagk i

Victoria W. Boyd Date
Court Recorder/Transcriber
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ORDR K #- i
PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER i

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556 CLERK OF THE COURT
309 South Third Street, Suite #226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

(702) 455-4685

Attorney for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA, )
Plaintiff, % CASE NO. C300032
% DEPT. NO. X
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, ))
Defendant. i

ORDER

THIS MATTER having come before the Court on September 10, 2014, and good
cause appearing therefor,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel
disclosure of any and all compensation, express or implied promises of favorable treatment or
leniency, or any other benefit received in exchange for their cooperation with the prosecution, the
Court accepts the State’s representations that no witnesses have received any compensation or
benefits, and that the State will either inform the Defendant or raise the issue in a new motion if such
benefits or compensation come to the State’s attention, and to that extent, the Defendant’s request is

GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel
disclosure regarding informants or Citizen Sources of information, the Court accepts the State’s
representations that there were no informants or citizen sources of information utilized in the
investigation of this case, and that if such information becomes available, it will be provided to the

defense, and to that extent, the Defendant’s request is GRANTED.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel

disclosure of the criminal histories of all State witnesses and the deceased, the Court finds that the

State is not required to independently run criminal background checks on its witnesses at the |

Defendant’s request, nor is the State required to produce the actual NCIC printouts regarding its |

witnesses, however, the Court finds that the Defendant is entitled to any exculpatory criminal history :

information in the State’s possession, even if such information is not itself independently admissible

at trial, and to this extent, the Defendant’s request is GRANTED IN PART AND DENIED IN
PART.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel
disclosures of any inconsistent statements made by a State witness, the State did not object to this

request, and such request is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel

disclosures of any crime scene analysis or other testing performed in this case, including any testing -

performed by the Clark County Coroner, this request is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel °

any and all polygraph information, the Court accepts the State’s representations that no polygraphs

were utilized in this case, and this request is MOOT.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel

production of any and all handwritten, recorded, or otherwise memorialized notes generated by the

investigating police officers, this request is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel

disclosure of any and all impeachment information located in the personnel files of the testifying
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officers pursuant to United States v. Henthorn, 931 F.2d 29 (9" Cir. 1991), this motion is |
GRANTED. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel
disclosure of any and all Detention Center Support Section files related to this case, the Court
accepts the State’s representations that any and all information obtained from the Detention Center

by the State shall be shared with the defense, and to this extent the request is GRANTED.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that with respect to the Defendant’s motion to compel
disclosure of any and all records, reports, statements, or other documentation prepared by the Las
Vegas Metropolitan Police Department’s Force Investigations Team, the State did not oppose this

request, and this request is GRANTED.

Noveamiacg.
DATED 2l day of December; 2014.

C},)(Md N Satatn

DISTRICT COURT JUDGE g

Submitted by:

PHILIP J. KOHN
CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

ISXN A. SILVERSTEIN; #7518
Deputy Public Defender

By-

Case Name: Natasha Galenn Jackson
Case No.: C-14-300032-1
Dept. No.: X
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Electronically Filed

12/04/2014 02:25:22 PM

FFCO (m« W AV
PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556 CLERK OF THE COURT
309 South Third Street, Suite #226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

(702) 455-4685

Attorney for Defendant
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, )

Plaintiff, ; CASE NO. C-14-300032-1

; DEPT.NO. X

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, ))

Defendant. §

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
THIS MATTER having come before the Court on November 10, 2014, the defendant,
Ms. Jackson being represented by Dan Silverstein and Christy Craig of the Clark County Public
Defender’s Office and the plaintiff being represented by Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney,
through Pam Weckerly, Deputy District Attorney, based on pleadings and arguments by counsel and
good cause appearing therefore,
11
I
i/
/i
i
/i
I
it
17/
i
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court has reviewed the briefs filed by the parties, has heard arguments from the parties
and has also reviewed the applicable case law cited by the parties in their briefs. The Court has also
carefully considered the potential impact of the forgoing findings and orders in their relation to both
the defense and the prosecution.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, insufficient evidence was presented to support Count 1,
Burglary While in Possession of a Firearm and Count 8, Burglary While in Possession of a Deadly
Weapon.

The state failed to present slight or marginal evidence that Ms. Jackson had actual possession

of a firearm or deadly weapon during the commission of a burglary of the Ramos residence or the f

vacant home on July 29", 2014,

The court noted that NRS 205.0560(4) specifically states a person convicted of burglary who

has in his or her possession or gains possession of a firearm or deadly weapon at any time during the |

commission of the crime is guilty of a category B felony.

The plaintiff must present slight or marginal evidence that Ms. Jackson possessed a firearm -

or deadly weapon as opposed to just using as weapon as set out in NRS 193.165. Because the
statutes are separate and require the state to provide different facts Brooks v. State is inapplicable
here.

The state’s argument that is presented slight or marginal evidence to support Counts 1 and 8
by presenting evidence that Ms. Jackson was aware that Cody Winters had a firearm fails. Counts 1

and 8 are dismissed.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state presented slight or marginal evidence to support a

finding of probable cause that Ms. Jackson entered the vacant house with the intent to commit

murder.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state was not required to submit a copy of Ms. Jackson’s

statement to the grand jury and that Best Evidence Rule does not apply nor was that failure to

present Ms, Jackson’s statement to the grand jury a violation of NRS 172.135(2).

257



E-U S N

NolE - " B @ )

10
1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
2
23
24
25
26
27
28

THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state did properly instruct the grand jury on felony murder
as the instruction calls for the murder occurring during the perpetration of, or attempted perpetration |
of robbery, burglary or home invasion.

While the grand jury instruction does not provide the emphasis on when intent is formed to
commit a felony or killing to constitute felony murder, the state did provide that element.

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERD that defendant’s Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus is granted in |

part and denied in part as explained above.
DATED i day of December, 2014.
G NSkt

DISTEICT COURT JUDGE &,

Submitted by:

PHILIP J. KOHN
CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

BY/’?%

DAN A. SILVERSTEIN, #7518
Deputy Public Defender
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Electronically Filed
12/12/2014 01:54:58 PM

REQUEST FOR ROUGH DRAFT TRANSCRIPT % i%‘*"“‘"’

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

RYAN J. MACDONALD
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012615

Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, Case No. C-14-300032-1

Plaintiff, Dept. No. X

-VS-.

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
#1921058

PN N e e R S N g

Defendant(s).

REQUEST FOR ROUGH DRAFT TRANSCRIPT
TO: VICTORIA BOYD, COURT REPORTER - DEPT. NO. X

THE STATE OF NEVADA, Appellant named above, requests preparation of a rough

draft transcript of certain portions of the proceedings before the district court, as follows:
NOVEMBER 10, 2014
Petition for Writ of Habeas Coprus

This notice requests a transcript of only those portions of the district court
proceedings which counsel reasonably and in good faith believes are necessary to determine
whether appellate issues are present. Voir dire examination of jurors, opening statements
and closing arguments of trial counsel, and the reading of jury instructions shall not be

transcribed unless specifically requested above.

I:\APPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECIJETARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\RDT\JACKSON, NATASHA, €300032-1, RDT.DOC
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[ recognize that I must personally serve a copy of this form on the above named Court
Reporter and opposing counsel, and that the above named Court Reporter shall have twenty
(20) days from the receipt of this notice to prepare an original plus two copies at State
expense and file with the district court clerk the original rough draft transcript(s) requested
herein.

Further, pursuant to NRAP 3C(d)(3)(iii), the court recorder shall deliver copies of
the supplemental rough draft transcript to appellant’s counsel and respondent’s
counsel no more than twenty (20) days after the date of the this request.

Dated this 12" day of December, 2014.

By /s/Ryan J. MacDonald
RYAN J. MACDONALD
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar# 012615
Office of the Clark County District Attorney
Regional Justice Center
200 Lewis Avenue
(702) 671-2750

I:\APPELLATE\WPDOCS\SEC%TARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\RDT\JACKSON, NATASHA, €300032-1, RDT.DOC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that service of the foregoing Request For Rough Draft Transcript was

made via facsimile on December 12, 2014 to:

Victoria Boyd

Court Reporter
District Court Dept. X
FAX NO. 671-4384

and by depositing a copy in the U.S. Mail, postage pre-paid, addressed to:

RIM//jg

DAN SILVERSTIEN

CHRISTY CRAIG

Office of the Public Defender
309 South Third Street, Suite 226
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

BY /s/j. garcia

Employee, District Attorney’s Office

I:\APPELLATE\WPDOCS\SEC%ZTARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\RDT\JACKSON, NATASHA, €300032-1, RDT.DOC
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Electronically Filed
12/12/2014 01:53:40 PM

NOAS )
STEVEN B. WOLFSON i b s

Clark County District Attorne

Nevada Bar %001565 Y CLERK OF THE COURT
RYAN J. MACDONALD

Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #012615

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212

(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
CASENO: C-14-300032-1
_VS_
DEPTNO: X
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
#1921058
Defendant(s). NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO: NATHASHA GALEEN JACKSON, Defendant; and
TO: DAN SILVERSTIEN, ESQ., AND CHRISTY CRAIG, ESQ., Attorney for
Defendant; and
TO: JESSIE E. WALSH, District Judge, Eighth Judicial District, Dept. No. X
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN and THE STATE OF NEVADA, Plaintiff in the above
entitled matter, appeals to the Supreme Court of Nevada—pursuant to NRS 34.575 and NRS
177.015(1)(b)—from the December 4, 2014 Order Granting in Part Defendant’s Pretrial
Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus dismissing Counts 1 & 8 -Burglary While in Possession
of a Deadly Weapon.
Dated this 12" day of December, 2014.
Respectfully submitted,

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY /s/RyanJ. MacDonald
RYAN J. MACDONALD
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012615
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above and foregoing NOTICE OF APPEAL was

made this 12" day of December, 2014 by depositing a copy in the U.S. Mail, postage pre-paid,

addressed to:

BY

RIM/jg

DAN SILVERSTIEN

CHRISTY CRAIG

Office of the Public Defender
309 South Third Street, Suite 226
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

JUDGE JESSIE WALSH

Eighth Judicial District Court, Dept. X
Regional Justice Center, 14" FI.

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

/8/j. garcia

Employee, District Attorney’s Office

2

INAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\INOA\JACKSON, NATASHA, C300032-1, NOA.DOCX

263




O 0 N O » Bk W N =

N NN N NN N NN e e e e e e e e e
> N1 N kWD = O 00 N n ReEW N = O

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT
STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

RYAN J. MACDONALD
Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #012615

200 Lewis Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 8§89155-2212
(702) 671-2750

Attorney for Plaintiff

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
_VS_

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
#1921058,

Defendant.

DISTRICT COURT

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

R NS N e N g

)

Electronically Filed
12/12/2014 01:54:17 PM

R

CLERK OF THE COURT

Case No. C-14-300032-1

Dept. No. X

1. Name of appellant filing this case appeal statement:
The State of Nevada

2. Identify the judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed from:
Judge Jessie Walsh

3. Identify all parties to the proceedings in the district court:

Natasha Galenn Jackson

The State of Nevada

4. Identify all parties involved in this appeal:

Natasha Galenn Jackson

The State of Nevada

INAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\CASEAPP\TACKSON, NATASHA, C300032-1, CAS.DOC
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S. Name, law firm, address, and telephone number of all counsel on appeal

and party or parties whom they represent:

RYAN J. MACDONALD DAN SILVERSTIEN

Deputy District Attorney CHRISTY CRAIG

Nevada Bar #012615 Office of the Public Defender
Office of the Clark County District Attorney 309 South Third Street, Suite 226
Regional Justice Center Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

200 Lewis Avenue (702) 455-4685

Post Office Box 552212

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2750

Counsel for Aé)pellant Counsel for Respondent
State of Nevada Natasha Galenn Jackson

6. Indicate whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained

counsel in the district court: Appointed

7. Indicate whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained
counsel on appeal: Appointed
8. Indicate whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma

pauperis, and the date of entry of the district court order granting such leave: N/A
9. Date proceedings commenced in the district court:
Indictment, filed August 8, 2014.
DATED this 12 day of December, 2014.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar # 001565

BY  /s/Ryan J. MacDonald

RYAN J. MACDONALD

Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #012615

Office of the Clark County District Attorney
Regional Justice Center

200 Lewis Avenue

Post Office Box 552212

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212

(702) 671-2750

TAAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\CASEAPP\JACKSON, Tg\TASHA, C€300032-1, CAS.DOC
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that service of the above and foregoing Case Appeal Statement was

made December 12, 2014, by depositing a copy in the U.S. Mail, postage pre-paid, addressed
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to:

RIM//jg

DAN SILVERSTIEN

CHRISTY CRAIG

Office of the Public Defender
309 South Third Street, Suite 226
Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

JUDGE JESSIE WALSH

Eighth Judicial District Court, Dept. X
Regional Justice Center, 14 FI.

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89101

/s/j. garcia

Employee, District Attorney's Office

TAAPPELLATE\WPDOCS\SECRETARY\DISTRICT COURT- EIGHTH\CASEAPP\JACKSON, ]éTASHA, C€300032-1, CAS.DOC

266




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Electronically Filed
12/16/2014 11:06:22 AM

@’@I«"‘W

NEOJ
CLERK OF THE COURT
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
NATASHA JACKSON,
Petitioner, Case No: C-14-300032-1
Vs, Dept. No: X
THE STATE OF NEVADA, NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
Respondent,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on December 4, 2014, the court entered a decision or order in this
matter, a true and correct copy of which is attached to this notice.

You may appeal to the Supreme Court from the decision or order of this court. If you wish to appeal, you
must file a notice of appeal with the clerk of this court within thirty-three (33) days after the date this notice is

mailed to you. This notice was mailed on December 16, 2014.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CLERK OF THE COURT

Teodora Jones, Deputy Clerk

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this 16 day of December 2014, I placed a copy of this Notice of Entry in:

M The bin(s) located in the Regional Justice Center of:
Clark County District Attorney’s Office
Attorney General’s Office — Appellate Division-

M The United States mail addressed as follows:

Natasha Jackson # 1921058 Philip J. Kohn, Public Defender
330 S. Casino Center Blvd. 309 S. Third St., #226
Las Vegas, NV 89101 Las Vegas, NV 89101

Teodora Jones, Deputy Clerk
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12/04/2014 02:25:22 PM

FFCO (m« W AV
PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556 CLERK OF THE COURT
309 South Third Street, Suite #226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

(702) 455-4685

Attorney for Defendant
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, )

Plaintiff, ; CASE NO. C-14-300032-1

; DEPT.NO. X

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, ))

Defendant. §

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER
THIS MATTER having come before the Court on November 10, 2014, the defendant,
Ms. Jackson being represented by Dan Silverstein and Christy Craig of the Clark County Public
Defender’s Office and the plaintiff being represented by Steven B. Wolfson, District Attorney,
through Pam Weckerly, Deputy District Attorney, based on pleadings and arguments by counsel and
good cause appearing therefore,
11
I
i/
/i
i
/i
I
it
17/
i
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The Court has reviewed the briefs filed by the parties, has heard arguments from the parties
and has also reviewed the applicable case law cited by the parties in their briefs. The Court has also
carefully considered the potential impact of the forgoing findings and orders in their relation to both
the defense and the prosecution.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, insufficient evidence was presented to support Count 1,
Burglary While in Possession of a Firearm and Count 8, Burglary While in Possession of a Deadly
Weapon.

The state failed to present slight or marginal evidence that Ms. Jackson had actual possession

of a firearm or deadly weapon during the commission of a burglary of the Ramos residence or the f

vacant home on July 29", 2014,

The court noted that NRS 205.0560(4) specifically states a person convicted of burglary who

has in his or her possession or gains possession of a firearm or deadly weapon at any time during the |

commission of the crime is guilty of a category B felony.

The plaintiff must present slight or marginal evidence that Ms. Jackson possessed a firearm -

or deadly weapon as opposed to just using as weapon as set out in NRS 193.165. Because the
statutes are separate and require the state to provide different facts Brooks v. State is inapplicable
here.

The state’s argument that is presented slight or marginal evidence to support Counts 1 and 8
by presenting evidence that Ms. Jackson was aware that Cody Winters had a firearm fails. Counts 1

and 8 are dismissed.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state presented slight or marginal evidence to support a

finding of probable cause that Ms. Jackson entered the vacant house with the intent to commit

murder.

THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state was not required to submit a copy of Ms. Jackson’s

statement to the grand jury and that Best Evidence Rule does not apply nor was that failure to

present Ms, Jackson’s statement to the grand jury a violation of NRS 172.135(2).
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THE COURT FINDS THAT, the state did properly instruct the grand jury on felony murder
as the instruction calls for the murder occurring during the perpetration of, or attempted perpetration |
of robbery, burglary or home invasion.

While the grand jury instruction does not provide the emphasis on when intent is formed to
commit a felony or killing to constitute felony murder, the state did provide that element.

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERD that defendant’s Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus is granted in |

part and denied in part as explained above.
DATED i day of December, 2014.
G NSkt

DISTEICT COURT JUDGE &,

Submitted by:

PHILIP J. KOHN
CLARK COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER

BY/’?%

DAN A. SILVERSTEIN, #7518
Deputy Public Defender
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TRAN Qe b s

CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
CASE NO. C-300032

Plaintiff,
VS. DEPT. X
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,

Defendant.

e N N e e st et s v st s s’

BEFORE THE HONORABLE JESSIE WALSH, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE
NOVEMBER 10, 2014

ROUGH DRAFT
RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING RE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

APPEARANCES:
For the State: PAMELA WECKERLY, ESQ.
Deputy District Attorney
For the Defendant: DAN A. SILVERSTEIN, ESQ.

CHRISTY CRAIG, ESQ.
Deputy Public Defenders

RECORDED BY: VICTORIA BOYD, COURT RECORDER

Page - 1
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MONDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 2014 AT 9:52:21 A.M.

THE MARSHAL: Page twenty-six, Natasha Jackson.

THE COURT: Case number C300032. Okay. Could we have appearances
for the record, please?

MS. WECKERLY: Good morning, Your Honor. Pamela Weckerly on behalf of
the state.

THE COURT: Thank you.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Dan Silverstein and Cristy Craig on behalf of Ms.
Jackson who is present in custody.

THE COURT: Thank you. Good morning. So, this is on calendar as the
Petition for Habeas Corpus pre-trial.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Silverstein.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Your Honor, I'm gonna take the arguments in turn, I'm
gonna start out with the Counts 1 and Count 8. The argument that we've made is
that there was insufficient evidence to support those counts. And no based on the
fact that no crimes were committed but based on the fact that the evidence that was
presented was insufficient to meet the standard of the crimes that they’ve charged.
In other words, they’ve charged Ms. Jackson with Burglary 1 and Possession of a
Deadly — of a Firearm.

Now there are some other charges that are — involve a use of a deadly
weapon and has — we did not challenge those charges, we didn’t file a writ on those
charges because | think those charges were properly brought, but when you talk

about possession of a firearm that is a different standard than the use of a deadly

Page - 2
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weapon. And the case that Ms. Weckerly cited, Brooks versus State, actually points

out that difference between the use and the possession. And the Court has said
that you can have use without possession but they’ve never said that you can have
possession without ever touching the weapon and that’s what happened in this
case. Ms. Jackson while she was present with the co-defendant who clearly
committed a burglary while in possession of a firearm based on the evidence, Ms.
Jackson never touched the weapon, never entered the home with the weapon,
never gained possession of the weapon while in the home. At no point did she
touch the weapon. The evidence that was presented to the Grand Jury was that the
weapon was struggled over by one of the victims and Mr. Winters who was — who
was shot and killed by the police after this incident, but at no time did any witness
testify that Ms. Jackson had possession of the firearm. And so while the use
enhancements | believe are properly charged because she can be on the hook for
the use that Mr. Winters perpetrated, | don’t believe she can be on the hook for
burglary while in possession having never touched the weapon and there’s no case
law that says otherwise. So, I'd ask the Court to dismiss Count 1 and Count 8,
those are the burglary while in possession charged.

There’s an additional argument as to Count 8, and | believe Count 8 — |
don’t think the state has even shown a criminal intent that would be sufficient to
make out a charge of regular burglary much less burglary while in possession. The
state — the evidence that came out at the Grand Jury was that while inside this
abandoned house — and | just want to clarify that Count 1 pertains to the house
where the victims resided, Count 8 pertains to the abandoned house that her and
Cody entered after what happened inside the residents’ homes.

So, what happened in the abandoned house is that Ms. Jackson

Page - 3
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entered with Mr. Winters and while they were inside the police claim that Ms.
Jackson was pretending to be a hostage and faking the fact that Mr. Winters was
terrorizing her and screaming out, “help, help, help.” And the police make it sound
that this was sort of a subterfuge that Ms. Jackson was just pretending to be a
hostage. But even if that's the case and even if you take everything Ms. Weckerly
says as fact that she was just pretending to be a hostage, there is no crime
pretending to be a hostage. Entering the house with the intent to pretend to be a
hostage is not burglary. In order for there to be a burglary she has to enter that
home with the intent to commit some very specific enumerated crimes and none of
those were in her head — or facts established that she committed any of those
crimes while she was inside that abandoned home. So, I'm going to ask the Court
to dismiss Counts 1 and Count 8.

Now, | have some other arguments as to the indictment in its entirety.
I’m not sure if the Court wants to argue — wants me to argue everything at once or
go back and forth.

THE COURT: I'd prefer to you — to hear your entire argument and then I'll
hear Ms. Weckerly and any rebuttal from you.
MR. SILVERSTEIN: Okay. Thank you, Your Honor.

With respect to the argument that the state should have introduced Ms.
Jackson’s entire statement, | think that there are two competing views of the best
evidence rule that are presented in the briefs. My view of the best evidence rule is
that the best evidence of what a statement says is the statement itself. In
otherwords the state can’t put on a witness to give a summary version of that
statement to the Grand Jury without actually introducing the statement because the

Grand Jury should have the right to look at the statement and decide whether the

Page - 4

274




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

witness told them what actually happened or whether they were just spinning it. The
way that the Grand Jury went down in this case the lead detective testified to what
he thought the statement meant and his gut feelings about the statement and his
impressions about the statement. And he’s — he’s more than welcome to do that,
but the best evidence rule also requires that the Grand Jury have the opportunity to
see if the actual evidence he was describing matches what he said. Now, Ms.
Weckerly’s version of the best evidence rule is that, well, as long as everybody
agrees that what was on the tape was Ms. Jackson talking we don’t actually have to
introduce it. And | don'’t believe that that is a proper interpretation of the rule. | think
the rule is is that the state cannot put on a biased, subjective view of evidence that
exists without introducing that evidence. The tape of her statement, Ms. Weckerly
had it, she could have introduced it. She didn’t have to play it for the Grand Jury,
just to introduce it and give the Grand Jury the opportunity to review the statement
to see if it matched what the police detective testified to. And | think not doing that is
a violation of the best evidence rule.

And if the Court disagrees with me as far as the best evidence rule |
would also point to NRS 47.120. And that statute says that the state — “Any time a
part of a writing or recorded statement is introduced by a party the party may be
required at that time to introduce any other part of it which is relevant to the part
introduced.” And the reason | think this statute is also implicated here is because
what the state did was they introduced everything Ms. Jackson said that supported
the idea that she was guilty and all of the things she said that suggested that Mr.
Winters was coercing her, forcing her, terrorizing her and she committed she crimes
under duress. Those statements were either not introduced at all or they were

introduced in such a manner as to make them valueless to the Grand Jury because
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the detective minimized everything Ms. Jackson said when she would say that,
“Well, | couldn’t get away from Mr. Winters.” The police officer said, “Well, in my
opinion she was making that up.” | mean, that to me is not the best evidence of
anything.

As far as my next argument, the state violated the statute requires them
to present exculpatory evidence to the Grand Jury. And this — this argumentis — I'll
concede it’s really kind of wrapped up in the previous argument because it’s the
failure to introduce Ms. Jackson’s statement in its entirety that in my opinion is a
violation of NRS 172.145 subsection 2. | will admit that Ms. Weckerly did introduce
certain aspects of that statement and I'm sure she’s going to say that she fulfilled
her obligation because the detective did testify that Ms. Jackson said certain things
that suggested duress, but the statement itself had a — there were facts in her actual
statement that were not presented to the Grand Jury. In addition, her statement
would have presented her story in a manner that was not shaded and biased the
way that the lead detective in this case shaded it to the Grand Jury.

And finally, Your Honor, my last argument is that the state failed to
properly instruct the Grand Jurors on the felony murder rule. There is — there’s no
question that the state told the Grand Jury about the felony murder rule. | mean,
they wanted to tell them about the felony murder rule because that was one of their
theories. So, obviously they wanted the Grand Jurors to know that is you commit
murder in the course of a felony that you can be on the hook for first degree murder,
but the problem is that the state only gave them half of the law. There’s another part
of the felony murder rule that that Grand Jury was not told about which is that the
intent to commit that felony must exist before or at the time of the killing. If you Kkill

someone and then an hour later you decide, hey, I'm gonna take their car that is not
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felony murder; that is not murder in the course of a robbery. It's a killing followed by
an act of robbery. The Grand Jury was not told about that and that is sort of a new

aspect of Nevada law. That’s from the Nay versus State case which is not —it's a

fairly recent case but it is the law and it is something the Grand Jury should have
been told about.

And I’'m well aware of Hyler versus State, I'm well aware that the state

has no obligation to present any instructions and | understand that. And my position
is if the state didn’t want to present any instructions to the Grand Jury they didn’t
have to, but my position is what you can’t do is present half of the instructions. You
can't tell the Grand Jury about everything that points towards guilt and not tell them
about anything that points towards a potential defense. It would be like in a case
where the state is a little weak on the deliberation aspect of first degree murder. It
would be like telling the Grand Jury first degree murder is a willful and premeditated
killing and leaving out the part that includes deliberation because that's where you
know that you’re weak. That is not something that Hyler has ever suggested is
allowed and that is what happened here. If they didn’t want to instruct at all they
don’t have to, | agree with that. But you can't tell the Grand Jury half the law in a
way that misleads them into believing that there was no defense. And so those are
my arguments to the Court. And if the Court has any questions after Ms. Weckerly’s
argument I'll be happy to answer them.

THE COURT: Okay. Ms. Weckerly.

MS. WECKERLY: Your Honor, on July the 29" of this year this Defendant
along with Cody Winters were stranded on the side of the freeway in a vehicle that
would later prove to be stolen but was not charged in this indictment. They had a

Nevada Department of Transportation worker ask them if they needed help. They
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both told that worker the same lie that they had lost a car key. Eventually Ms.
Jackson and Mr. Winters go back and forth speaking with the Nevada Department of]
Transportation worker, eventually Mr. Winters pulls a gun on the worker and Ms.
Jackson unloads the property in the stolen car into the NDOT vehicle and she gets
what the victim later describes it looks like a machete in a sheath and they both get
inside the vehicle of the transportation worker and essentially carjack him to an area
just off the freeway. During that time period Ms. Jackson never asked for help, she
participates and coordinated actions with Mr. Winters and she of course has her
own weapon and she also unloads all the stuff.

When they get to the neighborhood where the Ramos’s live Mr. Winters
gets out of the state vehicle and Ms. Jackson gets out as well, she’s unloading stuff
never asking for help, never saying she doesn’t want to do anything and also she
has her weapon at that point. Eventually the two make it to the Ramos residence
which is a totally random selection at that point. They have no connection to this
residence whatsoever. The teenage or nineteen year old son of the victim in the
case, Mr. Ramos, eventually wakes up that morning and hears his mother
screaming, “Dominic, come help us, Dominic, come help us.” This nineteen year old
comes out to the living room and sees Mr. Winters and his father engaging in a
struggle over a gun and he observes this Defendant, Ms. Jackson, stabbing his
mother in the back with a screwdriver and pulling her hair. Dominic has to pull Ms.
Jackson off of his mother in order to stop Ms. Jackson from attacking her. And the
struggle over the gun occurs, Dominic hears a shot go off and his father doesn’t
move after that. Inside the house was also Dominic’s seven year old brother
Michael and his teenage sister Jasmine.

When the gun finally went off he’s asked for car keys because that’s
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what these two were seeking in order to get out of there. Dominic can’t find the
keys, he gets his sister and they climb out a window and run around in the
neighborhood and hide under an RV in a neighbor’s lot. He eventually comes out to
see if he can find his mom and brother and figure out what’s going on and he sees
this Defendant looking around for Mr. Winters because she wants to hook back up
with him. The two are eventually — by this time the police have come because 9-1-1
has been called to the area and Ms. Jackson somehow hooks up with Mr. Winters
again, is in yet another residence that's adjacent to — where the RV was and it turns
out to be an abandoned residence. They're in that residence for several minutes
and they're engaged with the police the whole time. At one point there’s an officer
who is in the next door house looking over a wall and he can see into the window
where Ms. Jackson is with Mr. Winters. At one point Mr. Winters is indeed holding a
gun to Ms. Jackson’s head and she’s saying, “Please help me, help me.” But then
that stops. He puts — he doesn’t hold the gun, he goes upstairs and Ms. Jackson is
left downstairs. They move place back and forth, they’re separated at various times
inside the residence. Finally the officer tells Ms. Jackson to come to him and they
will rescue her. She comes — she can’t get over the wall, the officers assist her to
pull her over the wall and at that point when they’re close, when they’re dealing with
her is when Ms. Jackson shouts out to Mr. Winters, “Shoot them, Cody, shoot them.”
And she yells that several times to the officers who are stunned because they
believed they have just rescued a hostage.

Count 1 in this case is charged under the regular burglary statute which
is 205.060. That’s just a straight burglary. Subsection four of the statute enhances
the sentence if you use or possess a firearm — sorry, possess a firearm in

connection with the burglary. Now certainly from the facts we know that there are
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slighter marginal evidence that Ms. Jackson certainly without question committed a
burglary. She doesn’t know the Ramos’s, she was on the inside of the house, she
knew they were asking for car keys because they wanted to get out of the place.
We certainly know from her prior conduct with the state worker that the two were
seeking a car, they were seeking a vehicle. She goes into the residence with Mr.
Winters; she has committed a burglary at that point because they’re seeking car
keys. They later ask Dominic for the keys when they can’t find them and they can'’t
get them from the ultimate murder victim in this case, Mr. Ramos. So, there is
certainly slight or marginal evidence at least of the burglary count.

Now, what the defense is quibbling with or arguing against is whether or
not the enhancement of with a deadly — or in possession of a deadly weapon can
apply. | could not find any case law that dealt with that specific section of the
statute. Mr. Silverstein is correct that the only interpretation of that is sort of a
related interpretation when it's with use of a deadly weapon, but in this instance
she’s at least in constructive possession of the weapon. She and Mr. Winters are
working together. They don’t know the Ramos’s; they have no reason to be in that
house. And she knows by seeing it, at least with the state worker, that they have a
gun as they're going into that Ramos residence and I'd say that substantiates with
use of a deadly weapon. Essentially the argument of the defense seems to be that
you cannot enhance on that defense if there’s only one gun between the two
perpetrators of the crime and that doesn’t seem like a proper interpretation of the
law to me.

If the Court finds some issue with how it's pled | don’t see her as a true
aidor and abettor on the burglar because she doesn’t unlock a door, she doesn’t

provide a ruse on the outside. She’s not sitting in a getaway car, she’s in there,
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she’s in there stabbing Julie Ramos. | mean, she’s in on this, you know, up to her
ears. While she may not be the person that holds a gun she definitely knows they
have a gun going in there. However, if the Court wants us to add pleading language
for aiding and abetting that she was aware that her co-conspirator had a gun, you
know, that’s certainly permissible under the law and under statute because all that’s
required for us to amend is notice and certainly adequate evidence has been
presented to the Grand Jury to substantiate that she knew a gun was in play when
they committed this burglary. That same argument would apply to the abandoned
residence as well.

Mr. Silverstein’s secondary argument on the abandoned residence is
that there was no evidence elicited that showed her intent to commit a crime once
she went into the abandoned residence. The state views that differently. First we
know they carjacked Mr. Euford who is the state worker, so they wanted
transportation which suggests a robbery. They certainly went into the Ramos house
seeking transportation which suggests they’re going into this house too. They don’t
know it's abandoned of course when they get in there which suggests that they're
entering to commit another robbery, find a car to get out of there. But secondarily at
this point when they go into that abandoned residence they know police are in the
area and she engages and Mr. Winters engages in a ruse to lure the police closer in
so Mr. Winters can shoot at them. So, she enters that residence with the intent to
commit murder. And certainly at this stage of the proceedings where we only have
to satisfy a burden of slight or marginal evidence the state has met its burden as to
burglary for both of those two counts.

Mr. Silverstein — excuse me, is correct that we have a different

interpretation of the best evidence rule. When the contents of a writing or when the
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contents of a reporting — or a reporting are at issue that is when the best evidence
rule applies in contract situations or whether something or not — something was
recorded or not. But as the Nevada Supreme Court, Ninth Circuit, and U.S.
Supreme Court have recognized what is on a recording is not at issue in the criminal
case. In a criminal case what is at issue is literally, what did she say? Whether it's
contained in the recording or not the best evidence rule has no application in that
sense. And curiously the writ and the reply there is no citation to this Court
whatsoever of any case where the best evidence rule has been used to dismiss a
portion or a part of an indictment or even at trial let alone an indictment or a
preliminary hearing transcript when the state elicits testimony about a statement
from an officer without playing their recording or putting in a transcript. We do this
all the time. | mean, where is the case law? There isn’t a single case that the
defense has cited where it says this was a violation of the best evidence rule. By

contrast in the state’s return, we did cite this Court to Carter and the Ninth Circuit

and the U.S. Supreme Court case where those courts all found that there’s no
application of the best evidence rule in this context in a criminal case.

Where | think their argument is a legitimate argument in a writ is when
they say there was no — there wasn'’t a fair presentment of what was contained in
her statement which is essentially her claims of duress. That could be an issue
raised in a writ and certainly statements made by a defendant that could explain
away the charges are — it is our obligation to present those at Grand Jury, but the
duress defense is a little bit different than the case cited in the habeas petition. The
case cited in the petition concerns a sexual assault and they talk about not
introducing a statement of the defendant where he claimed consent, and consent or

non-consent is an actual element of a crime in a sexual assault. By contrast duress
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is, yes, | committed all those elements, all those elements were met but | really — |
didn’t mean to do that, | was forced to do it or | didn’t want to do it. That doesn’t
explain away the charge. Those questions are left of course to the trial jury because
Grand Jury presentments, preliminary hearings and such aren’t supposed to be an
entire recitation of every fact. Those types of statements duress and even self-
defense are not things that are to be introduced at the preliminary hearing stage or
at the Grand Jury stage. However, even the statements that are pointed to in this
instance by the defense concern, well, how much of the duress was — you know,
how much of it was presented? They certainly concede that some statements
regarding her claims of duress were presented but they don’t say how that would
have changed the outcome. | mean, the Grand Jury was instructed on duress at the
request of defense counsel once he received the Marcum notice, we did instruct on
that. They heard her claims of duress. Maybe not the certain instances that
defense counsel wanted. But given that we didn’t even have an obligation to
present it at all there’s no possible reason an indictment could be dismissed based
on that. Finally, it doesn’t apply to Count 4 which is murder. Duress is never a
defense to murder.

But overarching all of that of course is the Lay [sic] case which is 110
Nev. 1189 which says that in order for there to be sufficient prejudice to dismiss an
indictment the Court has to question whether or not the outcome — and in this case a
true bill would have been different if whatever was improper wasn’t presented. And
that certainly is an easy answer, right? | mean, we had the testimony of Euford, we
had the testimony of Dominic both of whom identified Ms. Jackson and described
vividly her interactions and what her actions were in committing all of these crimes.

There’s no question at all that an indictment would have been returned regardless if
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we had added in a few more statements about her claims of duress.

Lastly, in terms of the Lay [sic] case and the felony murder argument. |
believe that’s the last argument. The Nay case — sorry, Lay. The Nay case is a
valid jury instruction but that’s a trial instruction. That case has been around since
2007, that’s the citation on the case so we're — you know, we’re coming up on seven
years old. And that case has never been a reason — or failure to instruct, as to Nay
has never been used to dismiss any portion of an indictment. I'd also reference this
Court to the Cortinas case which says that even if there’s a faulty theory within your
murder — within your murder charge, if there’s sufficient evidence on one of the
theories of liability a conviction can be sustained. Lastly, they cannot cite to this
Court a single case where failure to instruct according to Nay was — was an
indictment properly dismissed.

Finally, there’s no question that when Ms. Jackson entered that
residence an ultimately the murder of Mr. Ramos occurred that they were there to
commit a robbery. There were there to do that when they showed up on the
doorstep. They don’'t know the Ramos’s; they don’t have any reason to be in that
house. The police hadn’t been called by that point; they asked Dominic for the keys
because they want to get out of there. Their whole point was they needed
transportation. Their first car broke down, the other car could have been tracked
according to the state worker and they go to the Ramos house seeking another —
another means of travel. So clearly, even if you applied Nay, their intent to commit a
robbery was formed prior to the murder and based on all of that the defense or the
Petitioner has not presented this Court with any legally proper basis to dismiss the
indictment.

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. Mr. Silverstein.
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MR. SILVERSTEIN: Your Honor, I'll be brief. | just want to focus on the first
argument again as far as the burglary charges. And even Ms. Weckerly kind of
blurred the distinction between use versus possession when she was making her
argument to the Court and | think it’s an important distinction. The reason that we
didn’t challenge Counts 2, 3, 4 and the other counts that have the use enhancement
is because we understood that they can charge use even though she didn’t touch
the gun. However, there is no case law that suggests they can charge her with
possession without touching the gun. And when Ms. Weckerly argues to the Court
that “Ms. Jackson was not a true aider and abettor” -- those were her words to the
Court. “Ms. Jackson was not a true aider and abettor at least with respect to the
burglary charge.” So, how then can she be held to be in constructive possession of
the weapon? That she wasn’t an aider and abettor in those counts? Then how can
she be responsible for Mr. Winters’ actions? That doesn’t make much sense to me
either.

They have charged Ms. Jackson in those — in Counts 1 and Count 8
directly with the crime. They haven’t charged her with any conspiracy, they haven’t
charged her with any aiding and abetting, they charge her directly with doing these
things. Apart from what Mr. Winters did -- there’s no question that Mr. Winters
committed that crime and if he was alive to stand trial I'm sure that those counts
would stand against him, but this woman did not possess a firearm inside the house,
she didn’t possess a firearm before she entered the house, she didn’t possess a
firearm while she was in the house. She was never in possession of a firearm and
to say that she’s responsible for that possession | think runs contrary to what — the
case that was cited in Ms. Weckerly’s own return | think it’s contrary to the Brooks

case. The Brooks case says that possession is not an element of use. You can use
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a weapon without possessing it but that’'s suggested you — in order to be on the
hook for possession of the weapon you actually have to possess it because
otherwise it would make — their ruling would make no sense. | don'’t believe the
Brooks decision can be read any other way then to say that if you use a — you can
use a weapon without holding it but you can’t possess a weapon without holding it.
And so that’s — that is the argument that | would make to the Court on those counts.

THE COURT: Okay. So, the Court is inclined to grant the petition in part and
deny in part. With respect to Count 1 and Count 8 Defendant’s petition is granted as
the state has failed to present slight or marginal evidence that the Defendant
possessed a firearm or a deadly weapon during the commission of the burglaries of
the Ramos residence or the vacant house. And the Court notes NRS 205.0560
subsection 4 specifically states: “A person convicted of a burglary who has in his or
her possession or gains possession of any firearm or deadly weapon at any time
during the commission of the crime, at any time before leaving the structure or upon
leaving the structure is guilty of a Category B Felony. Defendant must present slight
or marginal evidence that Defendant possessed — I'm sorry. Plaintiff must present
slight or marginal evidence that Defendant possessed a firearm or deadly weapon
as opposed to just using the weapon as set out in NRS 1 — NRS 193.165.” Because
the statutes are separate and require the state to prove different facts Brooks v.
State is inapplicable here and the state’s argument that it presented slight or
marginal evidence to support Counts 1 and 8 by providing evidence that Defendant
was aware that Cody David Winters has a firearm during the burglaries fails.

With respect to the Defendant’s argument with respect to Count 8

burglary while in possession of a deadly weapon should be dismissed because the

state failed to presents slight or marginal evidence that the Defendant intended to
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commit a felony inside the vacant house. Defendant’s petition is denied. The
indictment shows that the state asserts that the Defendant entered the vacant
property with the intent to commit murder therein which fulfills the intent requirement
for burglary. The state did provide slight or marginal evidence to support a finding of|
probable cause that the Defendant entered the vacant house with the intent to
commit murder. The state presented testimony from Officer William Moore that the
Defendant called for help at the vacant house as if she were Winters’ hostage but
that once she was pulled to safety by officers the Defendant began screaming for
Winters to shoot the officers. Officer Moore further testified that the Defendant told
him Winters wanted to commit suicide by cop. Further, the state presented
testimony from Detective McCarthy that the Defendant told him she has called out
for Winters to shoot the officers because she knew it was Winters intention to get
into a shootout with the police and be killed in the process. Intent to commit
burglary maybe inferred based on the Defendant’s conduct and other facts in this
case.

As to the defense argument that the state erred by presenting the
testimony from Detective McCarthy as opposed to Defendant’s recorded statement,
the Court is not persuaded by that argument. Defendant’s argument that the state
violated NRS 172.135 subsection 2 fails. The Court must consider whether the
evidence which was not presented to the Grand Jury would serve to explain away
the charges. The evidence does not explain the charges — does not explain away
the charges or where it supports a finding other than Defendant’s innocence. Here
there was no violation of NRS 172.145 as the statements Defendant references in
the petition would not serve to explain away the charges. These statements

Defendant cites certainly support an argument that the Defendant acted under
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duress but they do not only support a finding of innocence.

The Defendant’s argument that the state violated NRS 47.120
subsection 1 fails. The best evidence rule requires the production of an original
document or recording where the actual contents of the document or recording are
at issue and sought to be proved. Here the best evidence rule is inapplicable.
Detective McCarthy’s testimony was not to prove the contents of the Defendant’s
recorded statement but to testify regarding his interview with the Defendant. The
best evidence rule is not implicated in an instance where a recording of the interview
is not played for the jury.

The Defendant’s argument that the state improperly instructed the jury
— Grand Jury on the felony murder rule the Court is not persuaded by that argument.
In order for a robbery to serve as an underlying felony for a charge of a felony
murder rule the state must present evidence that the Defendant intended to commit
the robber before killing the victim. What intent the Defendant had and when that
intent was formed may be inferred from Defendant’s actions during the —
immediately after the killing. The Nevada Supreme Court has held that it is not
mandatory for the prosecuting attorney to instruct the Grand Jury on the law, instead
the Nevada Supreme Court limited the state’s responsibility to informing the Grand
Jury of the specific elements of any public offense which they may consider as the
basis of the indictment.

The state provided the following instruction to the Grand Jury on felony
murder. A murder which is perpetrated or which is committed during a perpetration
or attempted perpetration of a robbery or a burglary, or a home invasion is murder of|
a first degree whether the killing was intentional, unintentional or accidental. The

state did properly instruct the Grand Jury on felony murder as the instruction calls
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for the murder being perpetrated during the perpetration of or attempt to commit the
robbery, burglary, or home invasion. While the jury — while the Grand Jury
instructions does not provide the emphasis on when intent is formed to commit a
felony or a killing to constitute felony murder the state did provide that element as
required by Clay.

I'll ask the defense to draft an order for the Court’s signature. Please
runt he proposed order passed Ms. Weckerly before you submit it to me.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor. So, Counts 1 and 8 are
dismissed?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. WECKERLY: Could | just ask for a clarification as to Counts 1 and 8? Is
the Court striking while in possession of a deadly weapon or are you striking the
burglary as well?

THE COURT: As the matter was briefed the entire counts have been stricken.

MR. SILVERSTEIN: Thank you, Your Honor.

MS. WECKERLY: Okay.

[Proceedings concluded at 10:25:09 a.m.]

* % % % *

ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and correctly transcribed the
audio/video recording in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

U{/MMMW

NORMA RAMIREZ {/
Court Recorder

District Court Dept. XXII
702 671-0572
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, No. 67071,

Appellant, FILED
VS.

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,

Respondent.

ORDER OF REVERSAL AND REMAND

This is an appeal from a district court order granting in part a
pretrial petition for a writ of habeas corpus. Eighth Judicial District
Court, Clark County; Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, Judge.

Respondent, Natasha Jackson, along with Cody Winters,
allegedly.entered into a home to steal a car. During the course of the
crime, they killed one occupant and stabbed another. Jackson and
Winters then allegedly entered an abandoned house nearby where, after
attempting to shoot police officers, the officers shot and killed Winters and
arrested Jackson. At the grand jury indictment hearing, the State elicited
testimony that Winters carried a handgun throughout the course of
events. Although there was no testimony that Jackson handled the gun,
evidence was presented that she was aware that Winters had it, and at
times even gave Winters directions on what to do with: it. After the
hearing, the State charged Jackson via indictment with, among other
crimes, burglary while in possession of a firearm and burglary while in
possession of a deadly weapon.

In response to a pretrial petition for a writ of habeas corpus,
the district court struck the aforementioned charges in their -entirety

because there was no evidence that Jackson actually possessed the
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weapon. The district court ruled that “possession” for the purposes of NRS
205.060(4)’s definition of burglary while in possession of a firearm or
deadly weapon is only satisfied upon a showing of actual possession of the
weapon. We disagree.

“In reviewing a district court’s- order granting a pretrial
petition for writ of habeas corpus for lack of probable cause, . . . [t]his court
will not overturn the district court’s order unless the district court
committed substantial error.” Sheriff, Clark Cty. v. Burcham, 124 Nev.
1247, 1257, 198 P.3d 326, 332 (2008). In doing so, this court must
“determine whether all of the evidence received ... establishes probable
cause to believe that an offense has been committed and that the accused
committed it.” Kinsey v. Sheriff, Washoe Cty., 87 Nev. 361, 363, 487 P.2d
340, 341 (1971). A finding of probable cause may be based upon slight or
marginal evidence. State v. White, 130 Nev., Adv. Op. 56, 330 P.3d 482,
486 (2014).

“[Plossession necessary to justify statutory enhancement may
be actual or constructive ....” Anderson v. State, 95 Nev. 625, 630, 600
P.2d 241, 244 (1979), abrogated on other grounds by Brooks v. State, 124
Nev. 203, 180 P.3d 657 (2008).! Constructive possession occurs when an

unarmed participant in an underlying crime “has knowledge of the other

IIn Brooks, this court abrogated Anderson on the basis that the
ability to control the weapon, necessary for a constructive possession
analysis was not necessary for a “use” enhancement analysis because “use”
is satisfied when an “unarmed offender is liable as a principal for the
offense that is sought to be enhanced, another . . . is armed with and uses
a deadly weapon in the commission of the offense, and the unarmed
offender had knowledge of the use of the deadly weapon.” 124 Nev. at 209-
10, 180 P.3d at 661.
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offender’s being armed, and where the unarmed offender has... the
ability to exercise contral over the [weapon].” Id. at 630, 600 P.2d at 244.
This interpretation of “possession” is consistent with other holdings by
this court “involving interpretations of the term ‘possession.” Id. (citing
Glispey v. Sheriff, Carson City, 89 Nev. 221, 510 P.2d 623 (1973)); see also
Jones v. State, 111 Nev. 848, 852, 899 P.2d 544, 546 (1995) (concluding
that an unarmed offender constructively possessed firearms possessed by
his cohorts when he collected property of victims at gunpoint); Wallers v.
State, 108 Nev. 186, 189, 825 P.2d 1237, 1239-40 (1992) (concluding that
an unarmed offender did not constructively possess the knife used by the
armed offender because there was no evidence that he could have
controlled the armed offender); Moore v. State, 105 Nev. 378, 382, 776 P.2d
1235, 1238 (1989) (concluding that a defendant constructively possessed
the rock thrown by the armed offender when the defendant was able to
verbally deter the armed offender), overruled on other grounds by Peck v,
State, 116 Nev. 840, 7 P.3d 470 (2000), overruled on other grounds by
Rosas v. State, 122 Nev. 1258, 147 P.3d 1101 (2006). Control can be
demonstrated merely by the ability to give verbal instructions or
deterrence to the person with actual possession of the weapon. Moore, 105
Nev. at 382, 776 P.2d at 1238.

Jackson does not deny that she was aware that Winters was
armed. Further, the evidence presented appears to indicate that minutes
prior to the first home invasion, she loaded a commandeered NDOT van
with items from her and Winters’ car while Winters held the NDOT driver
at gunpoint.

The evidence also showed that Jackson had sufficient control

over the weapon. Jackson allegedly directed occupants in the first house
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based on the threat of the firearm. Additionally, Jackson allegedly
instructed Winters to shoot the police. officers. While there may be doubt
regarding her actual ability to control Winters and the firearm, there was
at least slight and marginal evidence to support a finding of probable
cause that Jackson was able to exercise control and thus had constructive
possession of the firearm.

Therefore, we conclude that the district court substantially
erred when it ruled that “possession” refers only to actual possession.
Moreover, we conclude that the district court substantially erred when it
failed to find slight or marginal evidence that Jackson constructively
possessed the weapon and when it struck the relevant counts, based on
our conclusion that there was sufficient evidence for a rational juror to
determine that Jackson both knew about the firearm and was able to
exercise control over it. Accordingly, we

ORDER the judgment of the district court REVERSED AND
REMAND this matter to the district court for proceedings consistent with
this order. 2

C.J.
Parraguirre

- Dﬁé ,d. Cl\M() 3.
ouglas | Cherry /

?Because we reverse the district court’s judgment, we need not reach
the issue of whether the district court erred in striking the counts in their
entirety rather the merely striking the possession language.

294




cc:  Hon. Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, District Judge
Attorney General/Carson City

Clark County District Attorney

Clark County Public Defender

Eighth District Court Clerk
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, Supreme Court No. 67071
Appellant, District Court Case No. C300032
VS,
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
Respondent.

REMITTITUR

TO: Steven D. Grierson, Eighth District Court Clerk 7

Pursuant to the rules of this court, enclosed are the following:

Certified copy of Judgment and Opinion/Order.
Receipt for Remittitur.

DATE: March 21, 2016
Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of Court

By: Joan Hendricks
Deputy Clerk

cc (without enclosures):
Hon. Jessie Elizabeth Walsh, District Judge
Clark County District Attorney
Attorney General/Carson City
Clark County Public Defender

RECEIPT FOR REMITTITUR

Received of Tracie Lindeman, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, the
REMITTITUR issued in the above-entitled cause, on MAR 2 5 2016

HEATHER UNGERMANN
Deputy District Court Clerk

RECEIVED

MAR 2 4 20%
CLERK OF THE COURT 1 16-08789
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
PAMELA WECKERLY
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006163

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

-Vs- CASE NO:
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, DEPT NO:

#1921058
Defendant.

Electronically Filed
09/06/2016 04:05:42 PM

%;.W

CLERK OF THE COURT

C-14-300032-1
X

NOTICE OF WITNESSES AND/OR EXPERT WITNESSES

[NRS 174.234]

TO: NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, Defendant; and

TO: DANNY SILVERSTEIN, DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER, Counsel of Record:
YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the STATE OF

NEVADA intends to call the following witnesses and/or expert witnesses in its case in chief:

BECK, KEVIN - LVMPD P#9629

CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS, CCDC

CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS, LVMPD DISPATCH

CUSTODIAN OF RECORDS, LVMPD RECORDS

MCCARTHY, JASON - LVMPD P# 4715

MOORE, WILLIAM - c¢/o CCDA/VWAC, 200 LEWIS AVE., LVN
RAMOS, DOMINIC - c/o CCDA/VWAC, 200 LEWIS AVE., LVN
RAMOS, JULIE - c/o CCDA/VWAC, 200 LEWIS AVE.,LVN

WA20142014F 1 2024\14F 12024-NWEW-(JACKSON__NATASHA)-001, DOCX
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UFERT, SCOTT - ¢/o CCDA/VWAC, 200 LEWIS AVE,, LVN
WILDEMAN, MARTIN - LVMPD P#3516
WILLIAMS, TOD - LVMPD P#3811
Expert Witnesses:
GAUTHIER, KELLIE — LVMPD P#8691 (or designee): Expert in the field of DNA

extractions, comparisons, analysis, and the identification of bodily fluids and is expected to
testify thereto.

GRAMMAS, KRISTIN K. - LVMPD P#7808 (or designee): CRIME SCENE
ANALYST: Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of
evidence and is expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection
and preservation of the evidence in this case.

KRUSE, TRACY - LVMPD P#9975 (or designec): CRIME SCENE ANALYST:
Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of evidence and is
expected to testify as an experi; to the identification, documentation, collection and
preservation of the evidence in this case.

LYNCH, SHANDRA — LVMPD P#13206 (or designee): CRIME SCENE ANALYST
II: Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of evidence and is
expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection and
preservation of the evidence in this case.

MACEOQ, ALICE — LVMPD P#7828 (or designee): LATENT PRINT EXAMINER -
Expert in the science and techniques of fingerprint comparison, and comparisons done in this
case and any reports prepared therefrom.

MACINTYRE, DR. ALLAN (or designee) - A medical doctor with the University
Medical Center. He is an expert in the area of emergency medicine and will give scientific
opinions related thereto. He is expected to testify regarding the injuries sustained by
RICHARD RAMOS on or about July 29, 2014.

MARTIN, TERRY — LVMPD P#5946 (or designee): CRIME SCENE ANALYST:

Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of evidence and is

2
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expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection and
preservation of the evidence in this case.

MOSES, D. ANGEL — LVMPD P#8002 (or designee): FIREARMS/TOOLMARK
EXAMINER with the Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department. She is an expert in the field
of firearm and toolmark comparisons and is expected to testify thereto.

SIMMS, DR. LARY (or designee): A medical doctor, employed by the Clark County
Coroner’s Office as the Chief Medical Examiner/Forensic Pathologist. He is an expert in the
area of forensic pathology and will give scientific opinions related thereto. He is expected to
testify regarding the cause and manner of death of RICHARD RAMOS.

SMITH, JEFFREY - LVMPD P#8177 (or designee): CRIME SCENE ANALYST:
Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of evidence and is
expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection and
preservation of the evidence in this case.

SZUKIEWICZ, JOSEPH - LVMPD P#5411 (or designee): CRIME SCENE"
ANALYST: Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of
evidence and is expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection
and preservation of the evidence in this case.

TAYLOR, ERINMARIE - LVMPD P#9619 (or designee): CRIME SCENE
ANALYST: Expert in the identification, documentation, collection and preservation of
evidence and is expected to testify as an expert to the identification, documentation, collection
and preservation of the evidence in this case.

These witnesses are in addition to those witnesses endorsed on the Information or Indictment
and any other witness for which a separate Notice of Witnesses and/or Expert Witnesses has
been filed.

I
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The substance of each expert witness’ testimony and copy of all reports made by or at
the direction of the expert witness has been provided in discovery.

A copy of each expert witness’ curriculum vitae, if available, is attached hereto.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY

[EL
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006163

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING
I hereby certify that service of the above and foregoing was made this _Mday of
September, 2016, by Electronic Filing to:

Clark Countz Public Defender's Office
DANNY SILVERSTEIN, ESQ.
E-mail: silverda@clarkcountynv.gov

E-mail: pdclerk@clarkcountynv.gov

(T~
Secretafy for the District Attorney's Office

tgd/MVU
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Curriculum Vitae

LARY A. SIMMS, D.O., M.P.H.

4548 SPECIAL COURT
LAS VEGAS, NEVADA 89130
Telephone: 702-658-3578
e-mail: MEDXMNR@aol.
Marital Status: Married (June Elizabeth Clee Simms)

PRESENT POSITION

Chief Medical Examiner

Clark County Coroner/Medical Examiner Office
1704 Pinto Lane

Las Vegas, Nevada 89106

702-455-3210

POSITION: Chief Medical Examiner

PREVIOUS WORK EXPERIENCE

Perry Memorial Hospital

Perry, Oklahoma

July 1979 to September 1981

POSITION: Private solo office and hospital practice in family medicine including
obstetrics (approximately 75 deliveries); 2000 hours of Emergency
Department coverage; total patient contacts for period: 6,000.

Rock County Hospital and Clinic

Bassett, Nebraska

September 1981 to July 1982

POSITION: Private solo office and hospital practice in family medicine and
obstetrics (approximately 10 deliveries); 2500 hours of Emergency
Department coverage; total patient contacts for period: 1,200.

Park Medical Centers

2255 Fort Street

Lincoln Park, Michigan 48146

313-385-7505

August 1982 to June 1986

POSITION: Member of 20+ physician group that renders primary care in the
Detroit and suburban area; hospital privileges at 250 bed acute
care hospital, total patient contacts for period: 30,000.

LARY A. SIMMS, D.C., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-1-

302



Taylor Physicians-Van Bormn Clinic, P.C.

21711 Van Born Road

Taylor, Michigan

313-562-6040

June 1986 to January 1987

POSITION: Member of four physician group that renders primary care in the
suburhan Detroit area and trains family practice residents at
Botsford General Hospital, hospital privileges at a 250 bed acute
care hospital and a 125 bed acute care hospital; total patient
contacts for period; 4500.

Michigan Health Care Center — Park Medical Centers, Inc.

2255 Fort Street

Lincoln Park, Michigan 48146

313-385-7505

January 1987 to June 1989

POSITION: Member of 60+ physician group that renders primary care in the
Detroit and suburban area; hospital privileges at 250 bed acute
care hospital; total patient contacts for period: 18,000.

Blodgett Memorial Medical Center

1840 Wealthy, S.E.

East Grand Rapids, Michigan 49506

616-774-7722

July 1, 1991 to January 30, 1993

POSITION: Independent contractor for autopsy services for in-house autopsies
and Kent County Medical Examiner autopsies; completed
approximately one hundred thirty autopsies on a fee-for-service
basis.

Cook County Office of the Medical Examiner

Stein Institute of Forensic Medicine

2121 West Harrison Street

Chicago, lllinois 60612-3705

312-666-0500

July 1, 1994 to August 15, 1998

POSITION: Deputy Medical Examiner performing approximately 500-600
medico-legal investigations per year and testify 10-15 times per
year.

BOARD STATUS

Board Certified in Anatomic Pathology and Clinical Pathology in 1993 by the
American Board of Pathology

Board Certified in Forensic Pathology in 1994 by the American Board of

Pathology
LARY A. SIMMS, D.Q., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-2
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1

LICENSES

Diplomate of the National Board of Osteopathic Medical Examiners (1979)
Active licenses in lllinois and Nevada
Inactive licenses in Nebraska, Michigan, Ohio and Oklahoma

EDUCATION

Oklahoma State University

Stillwater, Oklahoma

1970-71

Completed freshman year and transferred to University of Tulsa

University of Tulsa

Tulsa, Oklahoma

1971-74

MAJOR: Philosophy

G.P.A.:3.34

DEGREE:  Bachelor of Science (B.S.)

Oklahoma State University College of Osteopathic Medicine and Surgery
(formerly Oklahoma College of Osteopathic Medicine and Surgery)

1111 West 17" Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma

1974-78

DEGREE: Doctor of Osteopathy (D.O.)

Dallas Memorial Hospital (formerly Dallas Osteopathic Hospital)
5003 Ross Avenue

Dallas, Texas

One year rotating internship with elective time in anesthesiology
1978-79

Grand Rapids Medical Education Center/Michigan State University
200 Cherry Street

Grand Rapids, Michigan

Four year Anatomic and Clinical Pathology Residency

1989-1993

Office of the Medical Examiner of Cook County
Stein Institute of Forensic Medicine

2121 West Harrison Street

Chicago, lllinois 60612-3705

312-666-0500

Fellowship in Forensic Medicine

July 1, 1993 to June 30, 1984

LARY A. SIMMS, D.O., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-3-
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University of lllinois at Chicago

Office of the Dean {MC 922]

School of Public Health

2121 West Taylor Street

Chicago, lllinois 60612-7260

312-966-3832

MAJOR: Health Policy Administration and Health Information Management
G.P.A.: 4.56 (5 point grading system)

DEGREE: Master of Public Health (M.P.H.)

ASSOCIATION MEMBERSHIPS

National Association of Medical Examiners

International Association of Coroners and Medical Examiners
PRESENTATIONS, LECTURES AND ACADEMIC CONTRIBUTIONS

Ectopic Thyroid Gland in Neck: Report of a Case (clinical staff presentation 1983)

Simultaneous Intrauterine and Extra-uterine Pregnancies: Report of a Case
(clinical staff presentation 1984)

Heterozygous 21-OH Deficiency in the Father of a Neonate with Congenital
Adrenal Hyperplasia: Report of a Case (clinical staff presentation 1985)

Hyperprolactinemia in an Ambulatory Clinic: Incidence, Diagnosis and
Management (1985 unpublished manuscript)

Use of Plasmid Fingerprinting in the Diagnosis of Coagufase Negative
Staphylococcal Septicemia (Grand Rapids Research Day presentation 1992)

Forensic Aspects of DNA (1993 Office of the Medical Examiner staff lecture
series presentation)

Case Report: Lethal Morphine Doses Administered by Family Member in an
Elderly Patient Admitted to a Nursing Home (1994 unpublished manuscript)

Forensic Sciences and the Medical Examiner (1994 Office of the Medical
Examiner staff lecture series presentation)

Case Report: Sudden Death in A 60 Day Old Male Infant with Hypoplastic Right
Coronary Artery (1995 unpublished manuscript)

Modern Death Investigation (lllinois Histology Society Annual Meeting
presentation 1995)

LARY A. SIMMS, D.O., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-d -
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Database information System for Tracking Unknown Bodies in a Medical
Examiner System (1996 Office of the Medical Examiner staff lecture series
presentation)

Modemn Death Investigation (University of lllinois at Chicago Criminal Justice
Department presentation 1996)

Case Report: Sudden Death in a 6 Day Old Male Infant with Thymic Hypoplasia
and Congenital Heart Disease (1996 unpublished manuscript)

Case Report: Sudden Death and Right Ventricular Cardiomyopathy in an
Adolescent Male (1996 unpublished manuscript)

Medical Examiner Information Management System: Experience of a Practicing
Forensic Pathologist (1996 unpublished manuscript)

Case Report: Sudden Death in a Neonate with Congenital Aneurysm of the Right
Ventricle (in preparation)

Case Report: Sudden Death Due to Group A Streptococcal Necrofizing Fascitis
in an HiV-Positive Adult (in preparation)

Modemn Death Investigation (University of lllinois at Chicago Criminal Justice
Department presentation 1997)

Modern Death Investigation (Midwestern University Faculty Guest Lecture Series
presentation 1997)

Modern Death Investigation (Clinical Staff Cook County Department of
Corrections and Cermack Hospital presentation 1997)

Suicide and Hilinois Law (1897 Office of the Medical Examiner staff lecture series
presentation)

Total Quality management in a Medical Examiner System (1997 Master of Public
Health program}

Lymphoid Activation in Sudden Infant Death Syndrome: Histology of the Lymph
Nodes and Spleen in SIDS Deaths in Chicago. 1995-97 (grant application in
preparation)

LARY A. SIMMS, D.O., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-5-
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ACADEMIC APPOINTMENTS, AWARDS AND ACTIVITIES

Office of the Medical Examiner Liaison for the University of Illinois at Chicago
Department of Criminal Justice (1996 to 1998)

Medical Consultant to the Industrial Commission of the lllinois State Attorney
General's Office (1996 to 1998)

Grand Rapids Area Medical Education Council Research Foundation Award
(1982) for Clinical Research of Bacterial Plasmids

Chief Resident, Grand Rapids Area Medical Education Center/Michigan State
University Pathology Program (1991-1992)

Clinical Instructor, Michigan State University, Colleges of Human and
Osteopathic Medicine (1990-1992)

Clinical Instructor to clinical clerks from the College of Osteopathic Medicine in
Des Moines, lowa (1985 to 1989)

Clinical Instructor to Family Practice Residents at Botsford General Hospital and
Michigan Osteopathic Medical Center, Detroit, Michigan (1986-1989)

Advanced Trauma Life Support Certified, 1984
Advanced Cardiac Life Support Certified, 1983

Clinical Instructor to Emergency Medical Services, Rock County, Nebraska
(1981)

Chief of Staff, Perry Memorial Hospital in Perry, Oklahoma (1980-81)
Chief Physician, Noble County Planned Parenthood Clinic (1980-81)

Clinical Instructor, Emergency Medical Services, Noble County, Oklahoma
(1980)

Intern of the Year, Dallas Memorial Hospital, 1979
University of Tulsa President's Honor Roll (4.0 GPA) in 1973 and 1974

Published in the University of Tulsa Poetry Review for two consecutive years
(1973-74)

LARY A. SIMMS, D.O., M.P.H.
Curriculum Vitae
-8-
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Curriculum Vitae

ALLAN DAVID MACINTYRE, D.O.
2125 Desert Peak Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89134
Iviraumadave@yahoo.com

EDUCATION/HOSPTIAL TRAINING

2002 — Present Trauma Surgery Fellow
University of Nevada Schoo! of Medicine

1998 - 2002 General Surgery Residency
Garden City Osteopathic Hospital
Garden City, MI

1997 — 1928 Traditional Internship
Garden City Osteopathic Hospital
Garden City, Ml

1993 — 1997 University of Health Sciences College of Osteopathic
Medicine
Doctor of Osteopathic Medicine
Kansas City, Ml

1983 University of Detroit Mercy
Bachelor of Science in Biology
Detroit, Ml

EXPERIENCE

2002 — Present Trauma Surgery Fellow
University of Nevada School of Medicine

2002 — Present Instructor of Trauma and General Surgery
University of Nevada School of Medicine

2002 — Present Staff Trauma Surgery Clinic

2002 - Present Staff General Surgery Clinic

2003 — Present NSCAR Trauma Surgeon at Las Vegas Speedway
2002 - Present NHRA Trauma Surgeon at Las Vegas Speedway

2002 — Present Pediatric [CU Nursing Instructor of Trauma Surgical Care
ALLAN DAVID MACINTYRE

Curriculum Vitae
Page-1-
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2002 — Present Trauma Surgery Instructor
Michigan Osteopathic Hospitals

PROFESSIONAL APPOINTMENTS

2002 — Present Attending Surgeon, General Surgery
University of Nevada School of Medicine

2002 — Present Instructor of General Surgery
University of Nevada School of Medicine

2002 — Present Instructor of Trauma Surgery
University of Nevada School of Medicine

CERTIFICATION
2003 Board Eligible General Surgery
LICENSURE

Nevada #1060 (Active)
Michigan {Inactive)

PROFESSIONAL SOCIETY MEMBERSHIPS

American College of Osteopathic Surgeons
American Osteopathic Association

HONORS

2001 Featured in Trauma Life in the ER, Discovery Channel
Viva La Trauma

ALLAN DAVID MACINTYRE
Curriculum Vitae
Page-2 -
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: D. Angel Moses

Page; 1
LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
FORENSIC LABORATORY
STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS
Date: ! 06/24/10
Name: | D. Angel Moses P# | 8002 | Classification: Forensic Scientist Il
Current Discipline of Assignment: Firearms/Toolmarks
EXPERIENCE IN THE FéLLOWING.ﬂIfSCIPEfNE(S)
Controlled Substances Blood Alcohol
Toolmarks X Breath Alcohol
Trace Evidence Arson Analysis
Toxicology Firearms X
Latent Prints Crime Scene Investigations X
Serology Clandestine Laboratory Response Team
Document Examination DNA Analysis
Quality Assurance Technical Support /
| | EDUCATION 7
Institution Dates Atfended Major Degree
Completed
University of lllinois 8/90 — 5/95 Biophysics B.S.
B ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS |
Course / Seminar Location Dates
Association of Firearm & Tool Mark Examiners (AFTE) — | Las Vegas, NV 05/10
Annual Training Seminar
Shocting, Hunting, Outdoor, Trade Show (SHOT Show) Las Vegas, NV 01410
Association of Firearm & Tool Mark Examiners (AFTE) -~ | Miami, FL 05/09
Annual Training Seminar
AFTE-FBI Gun Shot Residue Pattern Analysis Workshop | Miami, FL 05/09
AFTE-ATF Silencer Workshop Miami, FL 05/09
AFTE-Taurus Factory Tour Miami, FL 05/09
Consecutively Rifled Glock Miami Barrel Study (EBIS) Las Vegas, NV 04/09
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: D. Angel Moses

Page: 2
 ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS d
Course / Seminar Location Dates
AHA - CPR/AED Las Vegas, NV 11/08
Innov-X (EDX) Training Las Vegas, NV 08/08
Sig Sauer Armorer Course Las Vegas, NV 07/08
Small Arms Review Workshops Las Vegas, NV 08/07
Innov-X (EDX) training Las Vegas, NV 08/07
AFTE - Annual Training Seminar San Francisco, CA 05/07
AFTE-Wound Ballistics Workshop San Francisco, CA 05/07
Bunter mark validation study (T. Johnson) Las Vegas, NV 05/07
Breechface & Firing Pin aperture validation study (KB} Las Vegas, NW 05/07
FBI Audit - NCIC Training Video Las Vegas, NV 0107
American Board of Forensic Document Examiners Las Vegas, NV 11/06
(ABFDE}) - Daubert Symposium
ATF-Security Awareness Online Training Las Vegas, NV 11/06
High Speed Video Training Las Vegas, NV 10/06
Long Mountain Outfitters LLC-A K 47 Factory Certified Henderson, NV 10/08
AFTE Annual Training Seminar Springfield, MA 06/08
AFTE-Digital Imaging / Photomicrography Workshop Springfield, MA 06/06
AFTE-Ruger GP100 Revolver Repair Course / Armory Springfield, MA 06/086
Workshop :
AFTE-Analysis & Reconstruction of Long Range Springfield, MA 06/06
Shootings
Officer Involved Shootings, What to Expect Las Vegas, NV 04/06
Colt Rifle Armorer Class Las Vegas, NV 08/05
AFTE Annual Training Seminar Indianapolis, IN 06/05
AFTE-Gradient Lens Workshop Indianapolis, IN 06/05
Digital Imaging Class with David Witske, Foray Las Vegas, NV 02/05
Technologies
Shot Show Las Vegas, NV 01/05
Forensic Shooting Scene Reconstruction Course Paulden, AZ 11/04
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Statement of Qualifications

Name: D. Angel Moses
: Page: 3
'ADDITION;%\L jRAlN]NG 1 SEMI NARS
Course / Seminar Location Dates

AHA - CPR/FA Las Vegas, NV 10/04
AFTE Annual Training Seminar Vancouver, Canada 05/04
AFTE- Hi-Point Armorer Workshop Vancouver, Canada 05/04
AFTE-1911 Armorer Workshop Vancouver, Canada 05104
NIBIN Users Group Meeting - ATF Dublin, CA 04/04
PMC Factory Tour Bcuider City, va 03/04
Bush Master Factory Tour Lake Havasu City, AZ 03/04
Ruger Factory Tour Prescott, AZ 03/04
Heckler & Koch, Inc. Armorer Class Las Vegas, NV 02/04
Smith & Wesson Academy Las Vegas, NV 01/04
Forensic Ballistics Workshop Yuma, AZ 12/03
Drivers Training Las Vegas, NV 10/03
LVMPD Civilian Orientation {Communication Skills) Las Vegas, NV 07/03
LVMPD Civilian Orientation Las Vegas, NV 06/03
CPR/AED Nashville, TN 09/02
National Integrated Ballistic Information Network (NIBIN) | Largo, FL 09702
training

Serial Number Restoration (ATF) Nashville, TN 03/02
Blood Spatter / Crime Scene Nashville, TN 11/00
Association of Firearm & Toolmark Examiners / Annual St. Louis, MO 06/00
Training Seminar

Bunter Toclmark Manufacturing Tour Greenbrier, TN 04/00
TN International Association for Investigation (TNIAI)- Nashville, TN 11/98
Gang Awareness

TNIAI-Saw Marks on Bones Nashville, TN 11/89
Savage Arms, Inc. / Basic Armorer Course Westfield, MA 10/99
New England Firearms Manufacturing Tour Massachusetts, Connecticut, New | 10/99

Hampshire, New York
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: D. Angel Moses

Page: 4
‘ COURTROOM EXPERIENCE o
Court Discipline Number of
Times
Clark County District Court Firearms & Toolmark 53
Nye County District Court Firearms & Toolmark 1
U. S. Federal Court Las Vegas, NV Firearms & Toolmark 2
Tennessee Circuit Courts Firearms & Toolmark 3
Rutherford, Madisan, Hayweod County
Tennessee Criminal Courts Firearms & Toolmark 7
Scott, Bledsoe, Shelby County
U.S. Federal Court/Memphis, TN Firearms & Toolmark 3
i . EMPLOYMEMT!HISTO&Y' - . o
Employer Job Title Date

LVMPD — Forensic Laboratory

Forensic Scientist 1l/Firearms Examiner

05/03-Present

TN Bureau of Investigation

Forensic Scientist 1l

08/00 — 03/03

TN Bureau of investigation

Forensic Scientist |

_PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

08/98 — 08/G0

Organization Date(s)
TN Division of International Association for Identification (TNIAF) 11/98-12/02

Association of Firearms & Toclmark Examiners (AFTE)

01/00-Present

 PUBLICATIONS / PRESENTATIONS:

University of Nevada, Las Vegas (UNLV) — Law Class (04/10)

UNLYV - Forensic Class (03/10)

CSA Academy-Firearms Training {(03/09)

UNLV-Forensic Class (02/09)

CSA Academy-Firearms Training (10/08)

Shadow Ridge High School-Forensic Class {05/08}

CSA Academy-Firearms Training (04/08)

UNLV-Forensic Class (10/07)

NIBIN Presentation to NLVPD (05/07)
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: D. Angel Moses
Page: 5

PUBLICATIONS / PRESENTATIONS:"

Western High School Forensic Presentation (03/07)

UNLV - Forensic Class (03/07)

Garnarelli Junior High Forensic Presentation (02/07)

CSA Academy-Firearms Training (12/06)

‘OTHER QUALIFICATIONS: @

None
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LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
FORENSIC LABORATORY

STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

Name: Alice V. Maceo

Date:

P#: 7828  Classification:

Current Discipline of Assignment;

06/24110

Forensic Lab Manager

Management of the Latent Print Detail

" EXPERIENCE IN.THE FOLLOWING DISCIPLINE(S)

Controlled Substances

Blood Alcohol

Toolmarks

Breath Alcohol

Trace Evidence

Arson Analysis

Toxicology Firearms
Latent Prints X Crime Scene Investigations X
Serology Clandestine Laboratory Response Team
Document Examination DNA Analysis
Quality Assurance Technical Support/
| EDUCATION
Institution Dates Altended Major Degree
Completed
University of Alaska, Anchorage 1/92 - 8/94 Biclogy BS
St. Mary's College of Maryland 9/90 - 12/91 Biology
. ADDITIONAL TRAINING /. SEMINARS _ o
Course / Seminar Location Dates
Leadership Development Las Vegas, NV 1/5 ~ 1/6/10
Diversity Las Vegas, NV 12/16/09

ASCLD/LAB-International Preparation

Course

Henderson, NV

1211 - 12/3/09

Leadership Development

Las Vegas, NV

11/17 - 11/18/09

Introduction to Mathematical Statistics

California State University — LB

813 - 9/8/09

1Al 94™ Educational Conference

Tampa, FL

8/17 — 8/21/09
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Statement of Qualifications

Name; Alice V. Maceo

‘ I ‘ — Page: 2
ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS C
Course / Seminar Location Dates
Fingerprints and Probability Nokesville, VA 7113 - 07/17/09
Introduction to Statistics UNLV, Las Vegas, NV 6/1 - 7/2/09

HFACS/HFIX Super-user Training

Las Vegas, NV

6/12/09

HFACS/HFIX Two-day Basic Training

Las Vegas, NV

6/10 - 6/11/09

Forensic Science for the 21% Century, ASU

Tempe, AZ

4/3/09 - 4/4/09

IAl 93™ Educational Conference

Louisville, KY

8/18 - 8/22/08

Application of Statistics to Ridgeology

Las Vegas, NV

03/31 - 04/04/08

And ACE-V Methodology

Forensic Imaging Techniques Las Vegas, NV 01/08
The Management Conference Las Vegas, NV 12/13/07
The Women's Conference Las Vegas, NV 10/22/07

Interpersonal Communication Skills for
Business Professionals

Las Vegas, NV

10/9 - 10/10/07

The Biometric Consortium Conference Baltimore, MD 9/11 - 9/13/07
Managing Emotions Under Pressure Las Vegas, NV 9/10/07
IAl 92™ Educational Conference San Diego, CA 7123 - 7127107

Indiana University Expert Cognitive
Psychology Study

Bloomington, Indiana

517 - 5120107

The Paradigm Shift in Forensic Sciences

Las Vegas, NV

11/9 - 11/10/06

ASCLD Meeting

San Francisco, CA

10/2 - 10/5/06

Management Problems of the Technical
Person in a Leadership Role

Las Vegas, NV

9/11/06

Forensic Digital Imaging

Thornton, CO

7124 - 7/26/06

IAl 91 Educational Conference

Boston, MA

713 -7/7/106

International Symposium on Fingerprints

Interpol Headquarters, Lyon,
France

5/17 - 5/18/06

Indiana University Latent Print Research
Consulting Meeting

Bloomington, Indiana

515 - 5/16/06
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Statement of Qualifications

Name: Alice V. Maceo

« Page: 3
VVVVV _ ADDITIONAL TRAINING./ SEMINARS M '
Course / Seminar Location Dates
NIST Latent Testing Workshop Gaithersburg, MD 4/5 - 4/6/06
Workshop on Ethical and Social European Commission on 12115 -12/16/05

Implications of Biometric Identification

Science and Society, Brussels,

Technology: Towards and International Belgium
Approach
New England Division 1Al Educational Burlington, VT 11/2/05 - 11/405

Conference

ANSUNIST Fingerprint Standard Update

Gaithersburg, MD

4/26 - 4/28/05

Fingerprint Society Lectures 30" Annual
Conference

Brighton, England

3/18 - 3/20/05

Daubert and The Comparative Sciences

Las Vegas, NV

10/28 - 10/30/04

Team Building is for Everyone

Las Vegas, NV

9/28/04

IAl 89" Educational Conference

St. Louis, MO

8123 - 8/2704

Problem Solving, Independent Decision Las Vegas, NV 8/12/04
Making Alt
Indiana University Expert Cognitive Bloomington, Indiana 12/15/03

Psychology Study

Indiana Division IAl Training Conference

Indianapolis, Indiana

10/21 -10/23/03

1Al 88" Educational Conference Ottawa, Ontario Canada 717 -7M11/03
Driver's Training Las Vegas, NV 4117103

28" Annual Educational Conference of Oxford, England 3/7 - 3/9/03
Fingerprint Society

FW21 and LEXS Upgrade User Methods NEC, Las Vegas, NV 2/5/03

and Operations

Southern California Association of
Fingerprint Officers (SCAFQO) Meeting

West Covina, CA

10/11- 10/12/02

lAl 87" Educational Conference

Las Vegas, NV

8/4 - 8/10/02

“The Daubert World: Past, Present, and
Future”

Las Vegas, NV

6/21 - 8/23/02

Physical Fracture Match Workshop

Arington, TX

12/01
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Page: 4

- ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS

Course / Seminar Location Dales

|

The Fingerprint Society Centennial
Conference on ldentification

London, England

6/25 - 6/29/01

Crime Scene Reconstruction

Miami, FL

8/00

IAI 85" Educational Conference

Charleston, WV

7123 - 7/29/00

Latent Print Searches in AFIS 21

Anchorage, AK

6/21 - 6/22/00

Combined Advanced Ridgeology,
Demystifying Palm Prints and Comparison
Techniques: Research and Graduate
Assistant

Salem, Oregon

10/18 - 10/29/99

1Al 84™ Educational Conference

Milwaukee, Wi

7M1 -7M7/99

Investigative Photography - Intermediate
Level

Anchorage, AK

4/99

Administrative Advanced Latent Fingerprint | Quantico, VA 3/8 - 3/26/99
School
Bloodstain Pattern Analysis Miami, FL 12/98

Combined Advanced Ridgeology,
Demystifying Palm Prints and Comparison
Techniques

Meridian, Mississippi

10/26 - 11/6/98

Crime Scene Investigation |l Miami, FL 8/98
Advanced Ridgeology Comparison Mesa, AZ 514 - 5/8/98
Techniques

Mastering Expert Testimony Mesa, AZ 4/27 - 5/1/98
Crime Scene Investigation Miami, FL 2/98

Methods of Instruction

Anchorage, AK

112 - 1/16/98

Photography

Anchorage, AK

11/13/97

Latent Fingerprint Development

Anchorage, AK

6/3 - 6/5/97

Uniform Investigator Training

Anchorage, AK

5/19 - 5/22/97
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Page: 5
_ _COURTROOMEXPERIENCE "~ .~ . .~
Court Discipline Number of
Times
District Court of Clark County Latent Print Examination 24
Nevada Grand Jury Latent Print Examination 12
Nevada Justice Court Latent Print Examination 11
Nevada Federal Court Latent Print Examination 8
Alaska Superior Court Latent Print Examination 5
Alaska Grand Jury Latent Print Examination 2
T euomewrmsroRv o -
Employer Job Title Date
Self-employed Forensic Instructor 12/06 - present
LVMPD Forensic Laboratory Forensic Lab Manager 7/06 - present
LVMPD Forensic Laboratory Latent Print Examiner || 9/02 - 6/06
Henderson Police Department Crime Scene Analyst || 8/01-7/02
Henderson Police Department Forensic Consultant 5/01 - 8/01

Latent Print Examiner i 4197 - 4101

State of Alaska Crime Laboratory

__ PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS

Organization Date(s)

Expert Working Group on Human Factors in Latent Print Analysis 2008 - present

Journal of Forensic ldentification Editorial Review Board 2007 - present

General Forensics Technology Working Group 2007 - 2009

The Fingerprint Scciety, Fellow 2002 - 2007

Scientific Working Group on Friction Ridge Analysis, Study and Technology
(SWGFAST)

2001 - present

International Association for Identification (IAl), Distinguished Member 2004 1997 - present
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Page: 6

_ PUBLICATIONS PRESENTATIONS:

Publications:

Maceo, Alice. “Qualitative Assessment of Skin Deformation: A Pilot Study”, Journal of Forensic
Identification, 59(4): 390-440.

Maceo, Alice. “Friction Ridge Skin - Morphogenesis and Overview” Criminalistics Section of the
Wiley Encyclopedia of Forensic Science, John Wiley & Sons, Ltd. Editors-in-Chief Allan Jamieson
and Andre Moenssens; Volume 3:1322-1331.

Maceo, Alice. "Documentation of Friction Ridge Impressions: From the Scene to the Conclusion”
Chapter 11 of the Friction Ridge Source Book, West Virginia University, In press 2010.

Maceo, Alice. “Anatomy and Physiology of Adult Friction Ridge Skin” Chapter 2 of the Friction
Ridge Source Book, West Virginia University, In press 2010.

Maceo, Alice. "Scars in Friction Ridge Skin”, Evidence Technology Magazine, July 2005, p.26-28.

Maceo, Alice. “The Basis for The Uniqueness and Persistence of Scars in the Friction Ridge Skin®,
Fingerprint Whorld, 2005, 31(121):147-161.

Maceo, Alice. “The Biology of Skin", Journal of Forensic ldentification 2003, 53(5):585-595.

Wertheim, Kasey and Maceo, Alice. “The Critical Stage of Friction Ridge and Pattern Formation”,
Journal of Forensic Identification, 2002, 52(1):23-73.

Maceo, Alice and Wertheim, Kasey. “Use of Ninhydrin in the Recovery of Latent Prints on
Adhesive Surfaces Attached to Porous Surfaces”, Joumnal of Forensic Identification, 2000,
50(6):581-594.

Presentations and Courses:

5/13 — 5/14/10 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Michigan State Police, Detroit, Ml

4/15 — 4/16/10 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, California Criminalistics Institute,
Sacramento, CA

3/25/10 “Careers and Internships in Forensic Science” UNLV College of Sciences, Las Vegas, NV

3/23/10 “Admissibility of Latent Print Evidence”, UNLV Law School, Las Vegas, NV

3/5 — 3/6/10 "Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Colorado Bureau of Investigation, Denver, CO

12/10 — 12/11/09 "Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Northern Colorado Regional Crime
Laboratory, Ft. Collins, CO

10/15 — 10/16/09 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Indiana IAl, Greenwood, IN

8/21/09 *Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 94™ |Al Educational Conference, Tampa, FL
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Page: 7
‘PUBLICATIONS / PRESENTATIONS: e ’

8/19/09 Panel Discussion: Potential Effects of Bias in Latent Print Examination

8/19/09 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 94™ |Al Educational Conference, Tampa, FL

8/18/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 94" JAl Educational Conference, Tampa, FL

4115 — 4117/09 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department,
Los Angeles, CA

3/19 - 3/20/09 “"Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints" San Bernardino County Sheriff's Office, San
Bernardino, CA

2/19 - 2f20/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” Oregon State Police, Clackamas, OR

2/9 - 2/10/09 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” LVMPD, Las Vegas, NV

1/22 — 1/23/09 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” California Criminalistics Institute,
Sacramenio, CA

8/22/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 93" JAl Educational Conference, Louisville, KY

8/21/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 93" |Al Educational Conference, Louisville, KY

8/19/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 93"‘ |Al Educational Conference, Louisville, KY

6/26 — 6/27/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” Minnesota BCA, St. Paul, MN

6/13/08 “Introduction to Forensic Lab Services” Nevada DPS, Las Vegas, NV

5/29 — 5/30/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” FBI Laboratory, Quantico, VA

2/22/08 “Daubert and Pattern Evidence” - Panel Discussion, American Academy of Forensic
Sciences, Washington DC

1/24 - 1/25/08 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints” Ohio Bureau of Criminal ldentification,
London, OH

1/16/08 “Introduction to Latent Print Collection”, LVMPD Laughlin Substation, NV

11/8/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, NEDIAI, Newport, RI

9/13/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Maryland State Police, Pikesville, MD

8/9 - 8/10/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Los Angeles County Sheriff's Department,
San Dimas, CA

7/27/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 92™ Al Educational Conference, San Diego, CA

7/25/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 92™ JAl Educational Conference, San Diego, CA

7/24/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 92" JAl Educational Conference, San Diego, CA
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Page: 8

PUBLICATIONSI PRESENTATIGNS

i

7/23/07 “Movmg Forward with Objectwlty” Panel Discussion, 92™ |Al Educational Conference,
San Diego, CA

6/18/07 "Latent Print Evidence”, LVMPD CSA Academy, Las Vegas, NV

8/6/07 “Introduction to Forensic Science: Latent Prints”, Clark County District Attorney’s Office, Las
Vegas, NV

531 - 6/1/07 “Analysis of Dlstomon in Latent Prints”, Contra Costa County Sheriff's Office,
Martinez, CA

5/23/07 "introduction to Latent Print Collection”, LVMPD Laughlin Substation, NV

5/14 -5/M86/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, LVMPD, Las Vegas, NV

513 - 5/4/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, New York Department of Criminal Justice,
Albany, NY

oL L —"nmmm

3/19 - 3/20/07 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Arizona Identification Council, Mesa, AZ

12/18 - 12/19/06 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Dutch National Police, Zoettermeer,
Netherlands

12/15/06 “Forensic Science Series: Latent Prints”, Clark County District Attorney’s Office, Las
Vegas, NV

11/10/06 "Error Rates in Non-Forensic Disciplines”, ABFDE Daubert Symposium, Las Vegas; NV

10/9/06 “Error Rates: Method, Theory, and Practice”, Indiana IAl Division 13" Annual Educational
Conference of Forensic Investigation, Examination and Identification, Indianapolis, IN

10/9/06 “Aging and Wound Healing of the Friction Ridge Skin", Indiana IAl Division 13" Annual
Educational Conference of Forensic Investigation, Examination and Identification, Indianapolis, IN

9/29/06 “Persistence of Scars in Friction Skin”, SCAFO 15" Annual Forensic Training Seminar,
Diamond Bar, CA

9/29/06 “Friction Ridge Skin Distortion”, SCAFO 15" Annual Forensic Training Seminar, Diamond
Bar, CA

8/24/06 "Biology of Friction Ridge Skin”, NSDIAI Tri-State Educational Conference, Las Vegas, NV

7/7/06 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 1Al 91 Educational Conference, Boston, MA

7/5/06 “Error Rates: Method, Theory, and Practice”, 1Al 91% Educational Conference, Boston, MA

7/4/06 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, IAl 91*! Educational Conference, Boston, MA

7/4/06 “Aging and Wound Healing in the Friction Ridge Skin®, 1Al 91% Educational Conference,
Boston, MA
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

Pagg: 9

LLLL L

LLLIE

i

PUBLICATIONSIPRESENTATIONS T R

7/3/06 “Analysrs of Distortion in Latent Prints”, 1Al 91% Educational Conference, Boston, MA

5/17/06 "Analysis of Distortion in Fingerprints”, International Sympos:um on Fingerprints, interpol
Headquarters, Lyon, France

12/16/05 “Biometrics: Gold Mine or Land Mine For Law Enforcement”, Workshop on Ethical and
Social Implications of Biometric Identification Technology: Towards an International Approach
organized by the European Commission on Science and Society, Brussels, Belgium

10/21/05 “Biological Basis of Uniqueness and Persistence of the Friction Ridge Skin”, Arizona
Identification Council Conference, Maricopa, Arizona

10/5/05 “Analysis of Distortion in Latent Prints”, Midwestern Association of Forensic Scienfists, St.
Louis, Missouri.

3/31/05 “Biological Basis of the Uniqueness, Persistence and Pattern Formation”, Wisconsin |Al
Educational Conference, Madison, Wi

LI R EL LI LU L

3/21/05 “Biological Basis of the Uniqueness, Persistence and Pattern Formation”, Dutch National
Police, Ridgeology Workshop, Zoettermeer, Netherlands

3/20/05 “Aging and Wound Healing of the Friction Ridge Skin”, Fingerprint Society Lectures,
Brighton, England

2/22/05 “Biological Basis of the Uniqueness, Persistence and Pattern Formation®, Toronto Police
Identification Conference, Toronto, Canada

1/13/05 “Introduction to Physical Evidence”, Nevada Department of Wildlife, Las Vegas, Nevada

12/15[04, “A Friction Ridge Story”, Phoenix Police Department, Phoenix, AZ

11/18/04, “The Impact of Check 21 on Latent Print Examinations”, International Association of
Financial Crimes Investigators, Las Vegas, NV

10/30/04, "A Friction Ridge Story”, Daubert and the Comparative Sciences, Las Vegas, NV

9/21/04, “Crime Scene Chemicals”, American Bio-Recovery Association, Las Vegas, NV

8/25/04, “A Friction Ridge Story”, IAlI 89™ Educational Conference, St. Louis, Missouri

5/12/04, “A Friction Ridge Story”, California State Division IAl Conference, Sacramento, California

4/8/04, "A Friction Ridge Story”, Nevada State Division |Al Conference, Las Vegas, Nevada

3/9/04, "CSI: The 9 Part Series - Session 3: Latent Print Examinations”, Clark County Bar
Association, Las Vegas, Nevada

10/23/03, “Scientific Working Groups Update”, Indiana Division Al Training Conference
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Alice V. Maceo

. _ ' Page: 10
~ PUBLICATIONS / PRESENTATIONS: Lo

10/21/03, "Pattern Formations in Nature and Fetal Ridge Formation”, Indiana Division Al Training.
Conference

7/8/03, “Patterns in Nature: Natural Selection vs. Physics”, 1Al 88™ Educational Conference,
Ottawa, Canada

3/9/03 “Biology of Friction Ridge Skin”, 28™ Annual Educational Conference of Fingerprint Society,
Oxford, England

10/11/02 “Biology of Friction Ridge Skin", Southern California Association of Fingerprint Officers
(SCAFQ) Meeting,
West Covina, CA

6/29/01 “Friction Ridge Skin and Pattern Formation During the Critical Stage: Fact and Theory”,
Centennial Conference
on ldentification - London, England

7/25/00 “Friction Ridge Skin and Pattern Formation During the Critical Stage: Fact and Theory", lAl
85" Educational Conference - Charleston, West Virginia

7/14/99 “Use of Ninhydrin in the Recovery of Latent Prints on Adhesive Surfaces Attached to
Porous Surfaces”, lAl 84" Educational Conference, Milwaukee, Wisconsin

OTHER QUALIFICATIONS;

Certified Latent Print Examiner by the International Association for Identification (1Al) 2001 to
present |

Certified Crime Scene Analyst by the International Association for Identification (iAl) 2000 - 2003
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LAS VEGAS METROPOLITAN POLICE DEPARTMENT
FORENSIC LABORATORY
STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

Name: Kellie M. (Wales) Gauthier

Date:

06/28/10

P#. 8691 Classification: Forensic Scientist 1]

Current Discipline of Assignment: DNA/Biology

EXPERIENGE IN THE FOLLOWING DISCIPLINE(S)

Controlled Substances

Blood Alcohol

Toolmarks

Breath Alcchol

Trace Evidence

Arson Analysis

Toxicology

Firearms

Latent Prints

Crime Scene Investigations

Serology X Clandestine Laboratory Response Team
Document Examination DNA Analysis
Quality Assurance Technical Support/ X
__EDUCATION . - -
Institution Dates Altended Major Degree
Completed
University of West Florida B/28 - 5/02 Biology B.S.
o _ ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS ~ R
Course / Seminar Location Dates

ASCLD/LAB- International Preparation
Course

Henderson, NV

12/01-12/03/09

Cold Case Analysis Training Chicago, IL 07/15-07/16/09
Hair Evaluation for DNA Analysis Las Vegas, NV (Online Course) | 01/14/08
Annual Review of DNA Data Accepted at Las Vegas, NV (Online Course) | 11/18/08

NDIS

Seminar: The Parachute Case Washington DC 02/22/08
Seminar. Bringing Forensic Science to the Washington DC 02/21/08
Battlefield

Seminar: Human Identification in a Post Washington DC 02/20/08

9/11 World
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Kellie M. Gauthier

—— : : Page: 2
. ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMlI\i_ARS _ ‘
Course / Seminar Location Dates

Workshop: DNA Mixture Interpretation Washington DC 02/19/08
Conference: American Academy of Forensic . 02/19/08-
Sciences 80™ Annual Meeting ’ Washington DC 02/23/08
Qrg)rllgal Review of DNA Data Accepted at Las Vegas, NV 01/31/08
Applied Biosystems Training on 3130x!
Genetic Analyzer Las Vegas, NV 11/01/07
Workshop: Forensic DNA Profiling Las Vegas, NV 01/25-26/07
Workshop: Forensic Population Genetics
and Statistics Las Vegas, NV 11/27/06
FBI CODIS Training McLean, VA 11/06
Conference: Bode Advanced DNA .
Technical Workshop Captiva Island, FL 06/08
Workshop: Presenting Statistics in the .
Courtroom Captiva Island, FL 06/06
Training: Differential Extraction Las Vegas, NV 06/06
Training: Serological Techniques and DNA
Screening - Colleen Proffitt, MFS Las Vegas, NV S/06
Conference: American Academy of Forensic g
Sciences 58" Annual Meeting Seatlle, WA 2/20/06-2/25/06
Seminar: Racial Profiling SNP’s Seattle, WA 2123108
Seminar: The Atypical Serial Killer Seattle, WA 2/22/06
Seminar: Bioterrorism Mass Disasters Seattle, WA 2{21/06
Workshop: Sexual Homicide - Fantasy
Becomes Reality Seattle, WA 2{21/06
Workshop: Advanced Topics in STR DNA Seattle. WA 2/20/06
Analysis ’
National Incident Management System
(NIMS} an Introduction Las Vegas, NV 8/0S

| Drivers Training !l Las Vegas, NV 7/05
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Statement of Qualifications
Name: Kellie M. Gauthier

—— - : Page: 3
ADDITIONAL TRAINING / SEMINARS: L
Course / Seminar Location Dates
Worshon:Fuure Tt I orensic ONA | oango, .
Workshop: Southern Association of
Forensic Scientists (SAFS) - Paternity Orlando, FL 9/04
Index DNA Statistics
Work_shop: Forensic Epidemiology - Joint
Matorsis and Public Hoall Offials on | ©endo. FL 7104
Investigative Response to Bio-terrorism
Depariment of Law Enforcement | Oriando, FL 4104
Biology Discipline Meeting Tampa, FL 3/04
Tethnology - Applied Biosystoma .| Ofando. FL 903
» _ COURTROOM EXPERIENCE - ]
Court Discipline Number of
Times
Clark County: Justice, District DNA 30
 EMPLOYMENTHISTORY
Emplayer Job Title Date
Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department Forensic Scientist 5/05 - present
Florida Dept. of Law Enforcement Forensic Technologist 8/03 - 5/05
'  PROFESSIONAL AEFILlATIOﬂs - ) o e
Organization Date(s)
American Academy of Forensic Sciences - Trainee Affiliate 10/06 - 12/09
- _ PUBLICATIONS / PRESENTATIONS: -
None
T OTHER QUALIFICATIONS:
None
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LAS VEGAS CRIMINALISTICS BUREAU
STATEMENT OF QUALIFICATIONS

Name: Kristin K. Grammas

P# 7808 Date: 8/14/03

CLASSIFICATION

MINIMUM QUALIFICATIONS

X | Crime Scene Analyst |

AA degree with major course work in criminal justice, forensic
science, physmal science or related field, including spemallzed
training in crime scene investigation

Crime Scene Analyst Il

18 months - 2 years continuous service with LVMPD as a
Crime Scene Analyst |

Senior Crime Scene Analyst

2 years as a Crime Scene Analyst li to qualify for the
promotional test for Senior Crime Scene Analyst

Crime Scene Analyst Supervisor

4 years continuous séervice with LYMPD and completion of
probation as a Senicr Crime Scene Analyst. Must have the
equivalent of a bachelor’s degree from an accredited college or
university with major course work in criminal justice, forensic
science, physical science or related field.

Institution

Major Degres/Dale

CCSN and UNLV

Major Course Work in Criminal

Employer

ADDITIONAL

Course / Seminar Date
Basic Forensic Science / American Institute of Applied Science (AIAS} 260 8/15/01
Nevada State Division of the International Association for Identification 9/30/02
{(Member # 00208) / NSDIAI
New Civilian Employee Orientation / LVMPD 42 10/15/02
Completion of Training — Collection of Samples from Biological 11/06/02
Fluids/Stains / Criminalistics Bureau — LVYMPD
Completion of Proficiency Exercise — Presumptive Semen/Acid 11/06/02
Phosphatase Test / Criminalistics Bureau ~ LVMPD
Crime Scene Analyst Academy / Criminalistics Bureau — LVMPD 160 10/14 to 11/7/02
Field Training Evaluation Program (FTEP) — Satisfactorily Completed / 11/12/02 to 2/19/03
LVMPD
Major Case Prints / LVMPD 4 4/02/03

Date

LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau/Field

08/12/02
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Curriculum Vitae

JEFFREY MARC SMITH
Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
P# 8177
EMPLOYMENT
11/03 — Present Las Vegas Metropolitan Police Department
CSA1 CSAll
EDUCATICN
12/95 Texas Tech. University
B. B. S. Degree, Accounting
> American Institute of Applied Science (AIAS)
Forensic Science 101, 230 hours
> American Institute of Applied Science (AIAS)
Forensic Science 201, 230 hours
COURT TESTIMONY

» District Court
+ Federal Court
s Justice Court
s  Grand Jury

JEFFREY MARC SMITH
Curriculum Vitae
Page - 1 -
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Name: Joseph Szukiewicz

Curriculum Vitae

Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
* Statement of Qualifications

P# 5411 Date: 10-1-03

Classification

Minimum Qualifications

Crime Scene Analyst [

AA Degree with major course work in Criminal
Justice, Forensic Science, Physical Science or
related field, including specialized training in Crime
Scene Investigation.

Crime Scene Analyst Il

18 months - 2 years continuous service with
LVMPD as a Crime Scene Analyst I.

Senior Crime Scene
Analyst

Two (2) years as a Crime Scene Analyst 1l to
qualify for the promotional test for Senior Crime
Scene Analyst.

Crime Scene Analyst
Supervisor

Four (4) years continuous service with LVMPD and
completion of probation as a Senior Crime Scene
Analyst. Must have the equivalent of a Bachelor's
Degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in Criminal Justice,
Forensic Science, Physical Science or related
field.

Institution

Major Degree/Date

UNLV

Criminal Justice

Bachelors Degree-1989

Employer

Title Date

LVMPD

8r. Crime Scene

Analyst

1-27-97

HAFRONTOFFISHIRLEYWORKAREAE DUCATIONISZUKIEWICZ_EDUCAT.WPD
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SZUKIEWICZ, JOSEPH P# 5411

CRIMINALISTICS BUREAU - FIELD

LU LL L L L LI I L

SENIOR CSA SS#: 530-86-0383 DOH: 01-27-97
DATE CLASS TITLE AGENCY CREDIT HOURS
1989 Criminal Justice UNLV Degree
0127 o Crime Scene Analyst Academy LVMPD 175
02-28-97
02-03-97 Hazard Communication Training Certificate - Video LYMPD
02-06-97 Ethics & Leadership LVMPD 7
‘ 02-10-97 Stress Management LVYMPD 4
02-12, 13, | Civilian Use of Force & Firearm Training LYMPD 21
& 02-19-97
02-17-97 | Civil & Criminal Law LVMPD 5
02-18-97 | CAPSTUN for Civilians LVMPD 2
03-17-97 | Combat Shooting Simulator/FATS LVYMFD 1
03-27-97 Ultraviolet {UV) Light Orientation and Safety Presentation LVMPD 1
03-03 to Criminalistics Bureau - Field Training LVMPD 360
05-02-97
03-30-97 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
04-03-97 | Driver Training - Level 2 LVMPD 8
05-20to _ | Top Gun Class LVMPD 21
05-22-97
06-13-97 | NCIC - Phase I - Video LVMPD 20 Min
07-02-97 | Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
07-21-97 Critical Procedures Test LYMPD
09-30-97 Duty Weapon Qualification LVYMPD 2
10-13-97 | Forensic Science - American Institute of Applied Science American Institute of Applied 260
Science
11-03 to Courtroom Presentation of Evidence: Effective Expert Witness CAT/NWAFS/SWAFS/SAT 7
11-07-97 Testimony Workshop Joint Meeting
12-31-97 | Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
1103 to Crime Scene Investigation. Workshop CAT/NWAFS/SWAFS/SAT 7
11-07-97 Joint Meeting
01-27-98 | Domestic Violence LVMPD 1
02-25-98 Clandestine Lab Dangers - Video LVMPD 30 Min.
03-06-98 Secondary Devices - Video LYMPD 30 Min.
03-31-98 Duty Weapon Qualification LYMPD 2

H:AFRONTOFF\SHIRLEYWWORKAREAIEDUCATION\SZUKIEWICZ_EDUCAT.WPD
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Mapping Techniques, Diagrams, and Measurements

06-12-08 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
06-22-98 | Trauma Shooting - Video LVMPD 30 Min.
07-15-98 Critical Procedures Test LVMPD 2
09-14 to Crime Scene Technology 11 Northwestern University, 40
09-18-98 Traffic Institute
12-03-98 | WordPerfect 8.0 - Basic LVMPD 4
12-08-98 | Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
12-30-98 | Training - Motor Home Driving LVMPD 4
02-23 10 Latent Print Identification Law Enforcement Officers 24
02-25-99 Training School
03-02-99 | Optional Weapon LVMPD
03-30-99 Duty Weapon Qualification LYMPD 2
04-30-99 | Critical Procedures Test LVMPD 2
06-08-99 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
08-16 10 Bloodstain Evidence Workshop [ Northwestern University, 40
08-20-99 Traffic Institute
(9-24-99 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
12-08-99 Combat Shooting Simulator/FATS LVMPD 1
01-19-00 Latent Fingerprint Development Workshop U.S. Secret Service 8
04-10 to LVMPD Clandestine Laboratory Safety Certification Course LVMPD 24
04-12-00
05-22 to Practical Homicide Investigation P.H L, Investigative Consultants, 24
05-24-00 (Advanced Course of Instruction) Ine.
12-23-00 | International Association for Identification - Crime Scene Cer- 1Al
tification Board - Qualified/Certified as a Crime Scene Analyst
10-03-01 Bloodstain Pattern Analysis = Angle of Impact Proficiency LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau 3
Exercise - Certificate # 07

03-30-02 Documentation of Footwear & Tire Impressions LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau 1
03-30-02 | Forensic Anthropology LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau 1.5
04-18-02 | Objective Approach to the Crime Scene LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau 1
04-25-02 Chemical Enhancements of Bloodstains, Preliminary Steps LVYMPD - Criminaliétics Burean 1
04-25-02 Clandestine Laboratory Safety - Fingerprint Processing LVMPD - Criminalistics Bureau 1
08-04 to 87" International Educational Conference - See below 1Al
08-10-02

« Advanced Documentation for Bleodstain Evidence Using * 3

H:AFRONTOFFISHIRLEVIWORKAREAEDUCATIONISZUKIEWICZ_EDUCAT.WPD
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Forensic Evidence in the Courts, Expert Testimony, Lab « 30 Min,
Assurance and Credibility
“ Fingerprints for the 21* Century: How Digital Imaging Can “ 30 Min.
Help Us Solve Crime
¢ The Effect of Un-du on Latent Print Developments “ 1
“ Investigating Cult and Occult Crime * 2
“ Suicide....Or is it? “ 1
02-03 to Shooting Incident Reconstruction - Forensic Identification LYMPD 24
02-05-03 Training Seminars

H:AFRONTOFFISHIRLEYWWORKAREAIEDUCATIONISZUKIEWICZ_EDUCAT.WPD
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Curriculum Vitae

Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
Statement of Qualifications

TAYLOR, Erinmarie  P#9619

N Date: 03-26-13
TCATIONE e

Classification Minimum Qualifications
AA Degree with major course work in Criminal
Crime Scene Analyst Justice, Forensic Science, Physical Science or related
field, including specialized training in Crime Scene
Investigation.

Crime Scene Analyst II 18 months - 2 years continuous service with LVMPD
: as a Crime Scene Analyst L

Senior Crime Scene Analyst | Two (2) years as a Crime Scene Analyst II to qualify
X for the promotional test for Senior Crime Scene
Analyst.

Four (4) years continuous service with LVMPD and
completion of probation as a Senior Crime Scene
Crime Scene Analyst Analyst. Must have the equivalent of a Bachelor’s

Supervisor Degree from an accredited college or university with
major course work in Criminal Justice, Forensic
Science, Physical Science or related field.

AGEDUCAT]

A

Institution Major ' Degree/Date
Baylor University Intro. to Blood Spatter Interp. | 24 Credit Hours
Public Agency Train. Council | Hostage Negotiation 35 Credit Hours
Baylor University Forensic Science B.S. - May 15, 2004

District Court, Justice Court, Grand Jury
U.S. District Court

Employer Title Date
LVMPD Senior CSA 02-05-11 to Present
LVMPD CSA Tl 10-23-08 to 02-05-11
LVMPD CSA 1 1 10-23-06 to 10-23-08
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Curmriculum Vitae

Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
Statement of Qualifications

GRS R S S i
Minimurn Qualifications

Crime Scene Analyst |

AA Degree with major course work in Criminal
Justice, Forensic Science, Physical Science or
related field, including specialized training in Crime
Scene Investigation.

Crime Scene Analyst i

18 months - 2 years continuous service with
LVMPD as a Crime Scene Analyst .

X Senior Crime Scene
Analyst

Two (2) years as a Crime Scene Analyst |l to
qualify for the promotional test for Senior Crime
Scene Analyst.

Crime Scene Analyst
Supervisor

Four (4) years continuous service with LVMPD and
completion of probation as a Senior Crime Scene
Analyst. Must have the equivalent of a Bachelor's
Degree from an accredited college or university
with major course work in Criminal Justice,
Forensic Science, Physical Science or related
field

Institution

Major | Degrée/baté |

U of Texas-San Antonio

Criminal Justice

Bachelors Degree-1996

Title

Sr. Crime Scene
Analyst

H:\FRONTOEF\ SHIRLEY \WORKAREA\EDUCATION\MARTIN EDUCAT.WPD
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MARTIN, TERRY P# 5946 CRIMINALISTICS BUREAU -

FIELD
SENIOR CSA SS#. 218-90-1956 DOH: 07-13-98
DATE , CLASS TITLE AGENCY CREDIT
HOURS
8-96 Criminal Justice U of Texas- San Antonio Degree
07-28-98 New Civilian Employee Orientation LVMPD 14
08-10-98 CAPSTUN for Civilians LVMPD 1.5
08-10-98 Stress Management : LVMPD 4
08-12-98 Civilian Use of Force & Firearms Training LVMPD 21
08-12-98 | Optional Weapon LVMPD
08-13-98 Combat Shooting Simulator - FATS LVMPD 1
07-13 to Crime Scene Analyst Academy - Criminalistics LVMPD 175
08-14-98 | Bureau . "
08-10-98 Stress Management LVMPD 4
10-20-98 Criminalistics Bureau - Field Training LVMPD 400
12-04-98 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2
12-07-98 Training - Motor Home Driving LVMPD 4
12-23-98 Class Il - Driver Training LVMPD 8
03-30-99 Duty Weapon Qualification/Off-Duty Weapon LVMPD 2
Qualification
04-16-99 Duty Weapon Qualification/Off-Duty Weapon . LVMPD 2
Qualification
04-21-99 Critical Procedures Test LVMPD 2
05-17-99 Forensic Science Certificate American Institute of 260
Applied Science (AIAS)

06-03-00 Optional Weapon LVMPD 15
08-30 to Clandestine Laboratory Safety Certification LVMPD 24
09-01-99 Course, QOccasional Site Worker
09-08-99 Combat Shooting Simulator/FATS LVMPD 1
09-13 to Crime Scene Technology 2 Northwestern University, 40
09-17-99 Traffic Institute
09-21-89 Duty Weapon Qualification LVMPD 2

H:\FRONTOFF\SHIRLEY \WORKAREA\EDUCATICN\MARTIN EDUCAT,WPD
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01-20-00 Latent Fingerprint Development Workshop U.S. Secret Service 8

12-23-00 Crime Scene Analyst Certification Certificate 1Al

09-20-01 LVMPD Defensive Driving Course LVMPD 8

12-03 to Advanced Practical Homicide Investigation P.H.l, Investigative 40

12-07-01 Consultants, Inc.

2-6-02 | Crime Scene Analyst (Level 2) 1Al

03-30-02 Documentation of Footwear & Tire LVMPD 1
Impressions

03-30-02 Forensic Anthropology LVMPD 1.5

04-01-02 | Clandestine Laboratory Safety - Fingerprint LVMPD 1
Processing

04-01-02 Chemical Enhancements of Bloodstains, LVMPD - Criminalistics 1
Preliminary Steps Bureau

04-01-02 Major Case Prints LVMPD 3

02-03 to Shooting Incident Reconstruction - Forensic LVMPD 24

02-05-03 ldentification Training Seminars

02-06 to Advanced Shooting Incident Reconstruction - LVMPD 24

02-08-03 Forensic ldentification Training Seminars

NN e R -y ey ... ]

H:\FRONTOFF\SHIRLEY\WORKAREA\EDUCATION\MARTIN EDUCAT.WPD
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X for the promotional test for Senior Crime Scene
Analyst.

I Curriculum Vitae
Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
Statement of Qualifications
Name: LYNCH, Shandr - . ,
Classification
AA Degree with major course work in Criminal
Four (4) years continuous service with LVMPD and

Crime Scene Analyst 1 Justice, Forensic Science, Physical Science or related
field, including specialized training in Crime Scene
completion of probation as a Senior Crime Scene

Crime Scene Analyst Analyst. Must have the equivalent of a Bachelor’s

Investigation.
Crime Scene Analyst I1 18 months - 2 years continuous service with LVMPD

Supervisor Degree from an accredited college or university with
major course work in Criminal Justice, Forensic

as a Crime Scene Analyst L.
Senior Crime Scene Analyst | Two (2) years as a Crime Scene Analyst II to qualify
Science, Physical Science or related field.
mﬁkm e

Institution Major Degree/Date

George Washington University | Crime Scene Investigations Master of Forensic Science/ Jan
2008

University of Tennessee Biochemistry & Molecular Bachelor of Science/ May 2006
Biology

University of Tennessee Anthropology Bachelor of Arts/May 2005
Bachelor of Arts/Dec 2001

University of Tennessee Psychology

e

Duate

Employer

LVMPD Senior CSA 06-23-12 to Present
LVMPD CSAII 03-10-10 to 06-23-12
LVMPD CSA1 03-10-08 to 03-10-10
US Secret Service/Sparks Personnel | Forensic Services Division | 01/07 - 02/08

_ Service Contractor
Naval Criminal Investigative Forensic Consultant 08/07 - 12/07

= Service Division Intern
Central Leasing Sales Associate ) | 11/04 - 07/06
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Curriculum Vitae

Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau
Statement of Qualifications

AA Depgree with major course work in Criminal

Crime Scene Analyst I Justice, Forensic Science, Physical Science or related
field, including specialized training in Crime Scene
Investigation.

Crime Scene Analyst I 18 months - 2 years continuous service with LVMPD

as a Crime Scene Analyst L.

X Senior Crime Scene Analyst | Two (2) years as a Crime Scene Analyst II to qualify
for the promotional test for Senior Crime Scene
Analyst.

Four (4) years continuous service with LVMPD and
completion of probation as a Senior Crime Scene
Crime Scene Analyst Analyst. Must have the equivalent of a Bachelor’s
Supervisor Degree from an accredited college or university with
major course work in Criminal Justice, Forensic
Science, Physical Science or related field.

DUGCATION! il
Institution Major Degree/Date
Lower Columbia College General Transfer AA 06/03
Eastern Washington Univ. Criminal Justice BA 08/05

Yes No

Employer Date
LVMPD SENIOR CSA 10-29-11 to present
LVMPD CSA I 05-14-09 to 10-28-11
LVMPD CSAI 05-14-07 to 05-14-09
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CLERK OF THE COURT

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

ke

STATE OF NEVADA CASE NO: C-14-300032-1
VS
NATASHA JACKSON

DEPARTMENT 10

NOTICE OF RESCHEDULING OF HEARING

Please be advised that the date and time of a hearing set before the Department 10,
District Court Judge has been changed. The Status Check, presently scheduled for
April 3, 2017, at 8:30 AM, has been rescheduled to the 5th day of April, 2017, at

8:30 AM.

By: \ﬁdb\-éb/u

20 SUsan Hann
21 Judicial Executive Assistant
Department 10
22
o) 23
]
2
x &£ %
g = 2
[\ %]
¥ o~
7 omag
g S -
27
z
Jﬁfﬁ 28
DISTRICT JUDGE
Departmant 10
\S VEGAS, NV 89155 @
.
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DISTRICT JUDGE
Dapartment 10

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

\S VEGAS, NV B3155

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on or about the date signed, a copy of this Order
was electronically served and/or placed in the attorney’s folders maintained by the
Clerk of the Court and/or transmitted via facsimile and/or mailed, postage prepaid,
by United States mail to the proper parties as follows:

Public Defender

309 S. Third Street
PO Box 552610

Las Vegas, NV 89155

Steven B Wolfson

Clark County District Attorney
200 Lewis Avenue, 3rd Floor
Las Vegas, NV 89155

S i

Susan Hann,
Judicial Executive Assistant
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AIND O%j‘ { t/ "’ A L F“.ED IN OPEN COURT

STEVEN B. WOLFSON D. GRIERSON

Clark County District Attorney CLERK OF THE COURT

Nevada Bar #001565 SEP 12

PAMELA WECKERLY 2017 s

Chief Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #006163 BY
200 Lewis Avenue '
LLas Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212

(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

DEBORAH MILLER, DEPUTY

C-14-300032-1
AIND

DISTRICT COURT Amendad Indictment
N 1T

THE STATE OF NEVADA, |

Plaintiff,

vs CASE NO. C-14-300032-1
DEPTNO. 3 {77

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
#1921058 AMENDED

Defendant. INDICTMENT
STATE OF NEVADA

ss:

COUNTY OF CLARK

The Defendant(s) above named, NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, is accused by the
Clark County Grand Jury of the crimes of MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON
(FIRST DEGREE) (Category A Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030.1, 193.165 - NOC 50006);
and ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category B Felony - NRS 200.380,
193.165 - NOC 50138), committed at and within the County of Clark, State of Nevada, on or
about the 29th day of July, 2014, as follows:

COUNT 1 - MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (FIRST DEGREE)

did willfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with malice aforeth.ought,, kill RICHARD
RAMOS, a human being, with use of a deadly weapon, to wit: a firearm, by shooting at and
into the body of the said RICHARD RAMOS, the said killing, (1) having been willful,
deliberate, and premeditated and/or (2) occurring the perpetration or attempted perpetration of

a burglary, robbery, and/or kidnapping. Said defendant being responsible under one or more

w20142014F\120024\14F 12024-AIND-(Jackson__ Natasha)-001.docx
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the followfng principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing the acts
constituting the offense; and/or (2) by engaging in a conspiracy to commit burglary, and/or
robbery and/or kidnapping and/or murder; and/or (3) by aiding and abetting CODY WINTERS
in the commission of the crime with the intent that a burglary and/or robbery and/or kidnapping
and/or murder occur by approaching the residence of RICHARD RAMOS with CODY
WINTERS and requesting to use a telephone and engaging in a course of conduct where
CODY WINTERS produced a gun and engaged in a struggle with RICHARD RAMOS, during
which Defendant NATASHA JACKSON stabbed RICHARD RAMOS with a screwdriver and
attacked JULIE RAMOS with the screwdriver with the intent to aid CODY WINTERS in the
commission of the burglary of the Ramos residence and/or robbery of RICHARD RAMOS
and/or kidnapping of RICHARD RAMOS and/or killing of RICHARD RAMOS.
COUNT 2 - ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously take personal property, to-wit:
keys, a cellular telephone, and/or an iPhone, from the person of SCOTT UFERT, or in his
presence, by means of force or violence, or fear of injury to, and without the consent and
against the will of SCOTT UFERT, with use of a deadly weapon, to-wit: a firearm and/or
knife; the Defendant NATASHA JACKSON being criminally liable under one or more of the
following principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing this crime; and/or
(2) by aiding or abetting with CODY WINTERS in the commission of this crime, with the
intent that this crime be committed by entering into a course of conduct whereby CODY
WINTERS pointed a firearm at the said SCOTT UFERT and demanded the property while
Defendant NATASHA JACKSON pulled out and wielded a large knife, by providing counsel
1
1
1
/I
/
1

WA20142014R 1 2002401 4F 1 2024- ATND-(JACKSON__NATASHA)001.DOCX
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and/or encouragement to one another by actions and words, and acting in concert throughout;

and/or (3) pursuant to a conspiracy to commit this crime,
STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

Chief Deputy District Attorn€y
Nevada Bar #006163

13BGJ137X/14F 12024 X/tgd-GJ
LVMPD EV# 1407290659
(TK2)

W2014120 14 2024\14F 1 2024-AIND-(JACKSON__NATASHARGI. DOCX
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GPA

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
PAMELA WECKERLY

FILED IN OPEN co
STEVEN D. GRIERS(;JNRT
CLERK OF THE COURT

SEP 12 2017

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006163

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

ORIGIA™

DISTRICT COURT -
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA g;;4-300032—1
Gullty Plea Agreement
4681623

TP IO
Plaintiff,
-vs- CASE NQ: C-14-300032-t
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, )
£1921058 DEPTNO: ¥ @_
Defendant.
GUILTY PLEA AGREEMENT

I hereby agree to plead guilty to: Count 1 - MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY
WEAPON (FIRST DEGREE) (Category A Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030.1, 193.165 - NOC
50006); and Count 2 - ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category B
Felony - NRS 200.380, 193.165 - NOC 50138), as more fully alleged in the charging document
attached hereto as Exhibit "1",

My decision to plead guilty is based upon the plea agreement in this case which is as
follows:

The parties stipulate to a sentence of twenty (20) years to Life for the Murder, with a
consecutive sentence of eight (8) to twenty (20) years for the deadly weapon enhancement.
The parties stipulate to a sentence of four (4) to fifteen (15) years for the Robbery, with a
consecutive three (3) to fifteen (15) year sentence for the deadly weapon enhancement. The

sentence in Count 2 will run consecutively to the sentence in Count 1. The total sentence will

CAUSERS\WECKERP\APPDATA\LOCALAMMICROSOFMWINDOWS\TEMPORARY INTERNET

FILES\CONTENT.OUTLOOK\DCHDY4TU\L4F12024-GPA-(JACKSON__NATASHA)-001.DOCX
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be thirty-five (35) years to Life.

I agree to the forfeiture of any and all weapons or any interest in any weapons seized
and/or impounded in connection with the instant case and/or any other case negotiated in
whole or in part in conjunction with this plea agreement.

I understand and agree that, if I fail to interview with the Department of Parole and
Probation, fail to appear at any subsequent hearings in this case, or an independent magistrate,
by affidavit review, confirms probable cause against me for new criminal charges including
reckless driving or DUI, but excluding minor traffic violations, the State will have the
unqualified right to argue for any legal sentence and term of confinement allowable for the
crime(s) to which I am pleading guilty, including the use of any prior convictions I may have
to increase my sentence as an habitual criminal to five (5) to twenty (20) years, life without
the possibility of parole, life with the possibility of parole after ten (10) years, or a definite
twenty-five (25) year term with the possibility of parole after ten (10) years.

Otherwise 1 am entitled to receive the benefits of these negotiations as stated in this
plea agreement.

CONSEQUENCES OF THE PLEA

I understand that by pleading guilty I admit the facts which support all the elements of
the offense(s) to which I now plead as set forth in Exhibit "1".

As to Count 1 - I understand that as a consequence of my plea of guilty, the Court must
sentence me to imprisonment in the Nevada State Prison for Life without the possibility of
parole OR Life with the possibility of parole with eligibility for parole beginning at twenty
(20) years; OR a definite term of fifty (50) years with eligibility for parole beginning at twenty
(20) years, plus a consecutive one (1) to twenty (20) year term for the deadly weapon
enhancement. I understand that the law requires me to pay an Administrative Assessment Fee.

As to Count 2 - ] understand that as a consequence of my plea of guilty, the Court must
sentence me to imprisonment in the Nevada Department of Corrections for a minimum term

of not less than two (2) years and a maximum term of not more than fifteen (15) years, plus a

2

CAUSERS\WECKERPAAPPDATAVLOCALWICROSOFTVWINDOWS\TEMPORARY INTERNET
FILES\CONTENT.OUTLOOK\DCHDY4TW\14F12024-GPA~JACKSON__NATASHA)-001.DOCX
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consecutive one (1) to fifteen (15) year term for the deadly weapon enhancement. The
minimum term of imprisonment may not exceed forty percent (40%) of the maximum term of
imprisonment.

I understand that, if appropriate, I will be ordered to make restitution to the victim of
the offense(s) to which I am pleading guilty and to the victim of any related offense which is
being dismissed or not prosecuted pursuant to this agreement. 1 will also be ordered to
reimburse the State of Nevada for any expenses related to my extradition, if any.

[ understand that I am not eligible for probation for the offenses in Count 1 and Count
2 to which I am pleading guilty.

I understand that I must submit to blood and/or saliva tests under the Direction of the
Division of Parole and Probation to determine genetic markers and/or secretor status.

I understand that if I am pleading guilty to charges of Burglary, Invasion of the Home,
Possession of a Controlled Substance with Intent to Sell, Sale of a Controlled Substance, or
Gaming Crimes, for which I have prior felony conviction(s), I will not be eligible for probation
and may receive a higher sentencing range.

I understand that if more than one sentence of imprisonment is imposed and I am
eligible to serve the sentences concurrently, the sentencing judge has the discretion to order
the sentences served concurrently or consecutively.

I understand that information regarding charges not filed, dismissed charges, or charges
to be dismissed pursuant to this agreement may be considered by the judge at sentencing.

[ have not been promised or guaranteed any particular sentence by anyone. I know that
my sentence is to be determined by the Court within the limits prescribed by statute.

I understand that if my attorney or the State of Nevada or both recommend any specific
punishment to the Court, the Court is not obligated to accept the recommendation.

I understand that if the offense(s) to which I am pleading guilty was committed while I
was incarcerated on another charge or while I was on probation or parole that I am not eligible

for credit for time served toward the instant offense(s).

3
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I understand that if T am not a United States citizen, any criminal conviction will likely

result in serious negative immigration consequences including but not limited to:

1. The removal from the United States through deportation;

2 An inability to reenter the United States;

3 The inability to gain United States citizenship or legal residency;

4. An inability to renew and/or retain any legal residency status; and/or
5 An indeterminate term of confinement, with the United States Federal

Government based on my conviction and immigration status.

Regardless of what [ have been told by any attorney, no one can promise me that this
conviction will not result in negative immigration consequences and/or impact my ability to
become a United States citizen and/or a legal resident.

I understand that the Division of Parole and Probation will prepare a report for the
sentencing judge prior to sentencing. This report will include matters relevant to the issue of
sentencing, including my criminal history. This report may contain hearsay information
regarding my background and criminal history. My attorney and I will each have the
opportunity to comment on the information contained in the report at the time of sentencing,
Unless the District Attorney has specifically agreed otherwise, the District Attorney may also
comment on this report.

WAIVER OF RIGHTS

By entering my plea of guilty, I understand that [ am waiving and forever giving up the
following rights and privileges:

1. The constitutional privilege against self-incrimination, including the right
to refuse to testify at trial, in which event the prosecution would not be
allowed to comment to the jury about my refusal to testify.

2. The constitutional right to a speedy and public trial by an impartial jury,
free of excessive pretrial publicity prejudicial to the defense, at which
trial I would be entitled to the assistance of an attorney, either appointed
or retained. At trial the State would bear the burden of proving gcyond
a reasonable doubt each element of the offense(s) charged.

3. The constitutional right to confront and cross-examine any witnesses who
would testify against me.

4
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4. The constitutional right to subpoena witnesses to testify on my behalf.
5. The constitutional right to testify in my own defense.
6. The right to appeal the conviction with the assistance of an attorney,

either appointed or retained, unless specifically reserved in writing and
agreed upon as provided in NRS 174.035(3). I understand this means I
am unconditionally waiving my right to a direct appeal of this conviction,
including any challenge based upon reasonable constitutional,
jurisdictional or other grounds that challenge the legality of the
proceedings as stated in NRS 177.015(4). However, | remain free to
challenge my conviction through other post-conviction remedies
including a habeas corpus petition pursuant to NRS Chapter 34.

VOLUNTARINESS OF PLEA

I have discussed the elements of all of the original charge(s) against me with my
attorney and I understand the nature of the charge(s) against me.

I understand that the State would have to prove each element of the charge(s) against
me at trial.

I have discussed with my attorney any possible defenses, defense strategies and
circumstances which might be in my favor.

All of the foregoing elements, consequences, rights, and waiver of rights have been
thoroughly explained to me by my attorney.

[ believe that pleading guilty and accepting this plea bargain is in my best interest, and
that a trial would be contrary to my best interest.

I am signing this agreement voluntarily, after consultation with my attorney, and I am
not acting under duress or coercion or by virtue of any promises of leniency, except for those
set forth in this agreement.

1
/
/
H
H
"
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I am not now under the influence of any intoxicating liquor, a controlled substance or
other drug which would in any manner impair my ability to comprehend or understand this
agreement or the proceedings surrounding my entry of this plea.

My attorney has answered all my questions regarding this guilty plea agreement and its

consequences to my satisfaction and [ am satisfied with the services provided by my attorney.

DATED this \ ‘3——day of #uri€, 2017.

Segt

A % JA
Defendant

AGREED TO BY:

PAMELA
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006163

6
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CERTIFICATE OF COUNSEL:

I, the undersigned, as the attorney for the Defendant named herein and as an officer of the court

hereby certify that:
1.

Dated: This }‘Z day of<dure, 2017.

[ have fully explained to the Defendant the allegations contained in the
charge(s) to which guilty pleas are being entered.

[ have advised the Defendant of the penalties for each charge and the restitution
that the Defendant may be ordered to pay.

[ have inquired of Defendant facts concerning Defendant’s immigration status
and explained to Defendant that if Defendant is not a United States citizen any
criminal conviction will most likely result in serious negative immigration
consequences including but not limited to:

a. The removal from the United States through deportation;

b. An inability to reenter the United States;

c. The inability to gain United States citizenship or legal residency;

d. An inability to renew and/or retain any legal residency status; and/or

e. An indeterminate term of confinement, by with United States Federal

Government based on the conviction and immigration status.

Moreover, | have explained that regardless of what Defendant may have been
told by any attorney, no one can promise Defendant that this conviction will not
result in negative immigration consequences and/or impact Defendant’s ability
to become a United States citizen and/or legal resident.

All pleas of guilty offered by the Defendant pursuant to this agreement are
consistent with the facts known to me and are made with my advice to the
Defendant.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the Defendant:

a. Is competent and understands the charges and the consequences of
pleading guilty as provided in this agreement,

b. Executed this agreement and will enter all guilty pleas pursuant hereto
voluntarily, and

intoxicating liquor, a controlled

C. Was not under the influenet
: ghe time Y consulted with the Defendant as

substance or other drug »
certified in paragraphs,

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

7
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STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
PAMELA WECKERLY
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #006163

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada §9155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff, .

vs CASENO. C-14-300032-1
DEPTNO. X

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,
#1921058 AMENDED

Defendant. INDICTMENT
STATE OF NEVADA

SS:

COUNTY OF CLARK

The Defendant(s) above named, NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, is accused by the
Clark County Grand Jury of the crimes of MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON
(FIRST DEGREE) (Category A Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030.1, 193.165 - NOC 50006);
and ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category B Felony - NRS 200.380,
193.165 - NOC 50138), committed at and within the County of Clark, State of Nevada, on or
about the 29th day of July, 2014, as follows:

COUNT 1 - MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (FIRST DEGREE)

did willfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with malice aforeth‘ought,, kill RICHARD
RAMOS, a human being, with use of a deadly weapon, to wit: a firearm, by shooting at and
into the body of the said RICHARD RAMOS, the said killing, (1) having been willful,
deliberate, and premeditated and/or (2) occurring the perpetration or attempted perpetration of

a burglary, robbery, and/or kidnapping. Said defendant being responsible under one or more

i XE Ii BH i 1 wi\20142014R 120124\ [4F12024-AIND-(Jackson__Natasha)-001.docx
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the following principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing the acts
constituting the offense; and/or (2) by engaging in a conspiracy to commit burglary, and/or
robbery and/or kidnapping and/or murder; and/or (3) by aiding and abetting CODY WINTERS
in the commission of the crime with the intent that a burglary and/or robbery and/or kidnappin.g
and/or murder occur by approaching the residence of RICHARD RAMOS with CODY
WINTERS and requesting to use a telephone and engaging in a course of conduct where
C(jDY WINTERS produced a gun and engaged in a struggle with RICHARD RAMOS, during
which Defendant NATASHA JACKSON stabbed RICHARD RAMOS with a screwdriver and
attacked JULIE RAMOS with the screwdriver with the intent to aid CODY WINTERS in the
commission of the burglary of the Ramos residence and/or robbery of RICHARD RAMOS
and/or kidnapping of RICHARD RAMOS and/or killing of RICHARD RAMOS.
COUNT 2 - ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously take personal property, to-wit:
keys, a cellular telephone, and/or an iPhone, from the person of SCOTT UFERT, or in his
presence, by means of force or violence, or fear of injury to, and without the consent and
against the will of SCOTT UFERT, with use of a deadly weapon, to-wit: a firearm and/or
knife; the Defendant NATASHA JACKSON being criminally liable under one or more of the
following principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing this crime; and/or
(2) by aiding or abetting with CODY WINTERS in the commission of this crime, with the
intent that this crime be committed by entering into a course of conduct whereby CODY
WINTERS pointed a fircarm at the said SCOTT UFERT and demanded the property while
Defendant NATASHA JACKSON pulled out and wielded a large knife, by providing counsel
I
I
1
1
i
I
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and/or encouragement to one another by actions and words, and acting in concert throughout;
and/or (3) pursuant to a conspiracy to commit this crime.
STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

Chief Deputy District Attorn€y
Nevada Bar #006163

13BGJ137X/14F12024X/1gd-GJ
LVMPD EV# 1407290659
(TK2)
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NOV-06-2017 MON 09:67 PM KLAS TV FAX NO. 7027922877 - P. 01/01
Py Elec‘lronlcally Filed

11/8/2017 2:22 PM
Steven D, Grierson

WOy BT 208 CLERK OF THE CO
- EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT & 6 ﬂuna—/

i CLARXK COUNTY NEVADA
Sta’te of Nevada

CASE NO: 0'1 4’300032‘1

PLAINTIFF
DEPT, NO; 3
Vs

MEDIA REQUEST AND ORDER ALLOWING
Natasha Jackson CAMERA ACCESS TO COURT PROCEEDINGS
¥ Please fux to (702) 671-4548 10 cnsure that

the request will be processed as quickly as peanible,

DEFENDANT

T o e e e N S e s v

Jon Cisowski KLAS-TV

(name), of

(mediy organizition);.

hereby requests permiszion to broadeast, record, phorograph ar tslevise proceedings in the shove-cntiled case in

Dept,Na,zo , the Hanorable JudgePOUglaS Herndon &

November 217

Presiding, on the day of

Thereby certify that 1 am famnilizr with, and will comply with Supreme Court Rules 229-246, inclusive. Ifthis vequest is being
submitted less than fwenty-four (24) bours bufore the above-described proceedings commence, the following fucls provide good
canse for the Court to grant the tequest on such short notis:

It is further understood that any media cametra pooling unung-:mr:nta shnl] be the sole u.SlelSlhﬂlly of the media and must be
arranged prior to coverage, without asking for the Court to mediate dispuley,

Dated this 6th day of November 30

SIGNATURE: / pRONE; 702-792-8870

WREHEFIERTTHL #%kaWwWﬂWWW***W*******************#*i**i**L*A*A*&WWWWWWWWWWKW&MKW****

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

[1 The medin request i3 denied because it was submitted Tess than 24 hours before the scheduled proceeding wag 1
contmence, and no “good cause™ has been shown (o justify granting the request on shorter notice,

[] The media requast is denied for the following reasons:

[ The media request is granted. The requested medis accass ramalns in effect 1or each and every hearing in the above-

centitled case, at the discretion of the Court, and unless otherwise notified. This order is made in sccordance with
Supreme Courl Rules 229-248, inclusive, at the diseretion of the judge, and is subject 10 reconsideration upon moticn
of any party to the action. Medis secess may be roveked if it 15 shown that aceess is distracling the partioipants,
impairing the dignity of the Courf, or ofherwise malerially interfering with the adminismation of justice.

[}  OTHER:

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that this document shall be made a part of the record of the proceedings in this case.

pued s T4 awyor_ A\ ombea__m_
o DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Case Number: C-14-300032-1

368



EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
)
State of Nevada ;
) CASE NO: C-14-300032-1
PLAINTIFF ) 3
) DEPT. NO:
-VS- )
)
Natasha Jackson ) NOTIFICATION OF
) MEDIA REQUEST
DEFENDANT )
)

TO: COUNSEL OF RECORD IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED CASE:

You are hereby notified pursuant to Supreme Court Rules 229-246, inclustve, that media representatives

from KLAS have requested to obtain permission to broadcast, televise, record or

take photographs of all hearings in this case. Any objection should be filed at least 24 hours prior to the subject

hearing.

7th

DATED this day of _INOVEmber

ﬂ' District Court

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION

7th November 20 17

I hereby certify that on the day of , service of the foregoing

was made by facsimile transmission only, pursuant to Nevada Supreme Court Rules 229-246, inclusive, this date by

faxing a true and correct copy of the same to each Attorney of Record addressed as follows:

Plaintiff : Defendant
District Attorney Public Defender
(702) 455-2294 (TC}@) 455-@

0
(/ y Eigthial District Court
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Electronically FileA

11/13/2017 2:40 P
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE C(
1 ¥

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
-Vs- CASE NO. C-14-300032-1
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, DEPT. NO. 1li
#1921058
Defendant.

JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION
(PLEA OF GUILTY)

The Defendant previously appeared before the Court with counsel and entered
a plea of guilty to the crime of COUNT 1 — MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY
WEAPON (FIRST DEGREE) (Category A Felony — NRS 200.010, 200.030.1,
193.165) and COUNT 2 - ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category
B Felony — NRS 200.380, 193.165), thereafter, on the 7™ day of November, 2017, the
Defendant was present in court for sentencing with her counsel CHRISTY CRAIG,
Deputy Public Defender, and good cause appearing,

THE DEFENDANT 1S HEREBY ADJUDGED guilty of said offense and, in
addition to the $25.00 Administrative Assessment fee, $150.00 DNA Analysis fee,
including testing to determine genetic markers, $250.00 Indigent Defense Civil
Assessment Fee, $3.00 DNA Collection Fee, and a $250.00 Fine, the Defendant is
sentenced as follows:

COUNT 1 - LIFE in the Nevada Department of Corrections with eligibility of
parole beginning after a MINIMUM of TWENTY (20) YEARS has been served; plus a
CONSECUTIVE sentence of a MINIMUM of NINETY-SIX (96) MONTHS and a
MAXIMUM of TWO HUNDRED FORTY (240) MONTHS for Deadly Weapon

11 Notle Prosacui (befors fial) Banch (Nor-Jury) Trial
gy i) {1 Dismissed {during {ri)
] 1 Assipeied
Guiity ith Bont {uzfore trlal) L] Guily Pioa with Sent. (dwing vial)

[ Transferred (beforofding t9)) £ Conviction
[ Other Manner of {sposition
Case Number: C-T47300032r "

370




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Enhancement, with an AGGREGATE sentence of LIFE with a MINIMUM of THREE
HUNDRED THIRTY-SIX (336) MONTHS in the Nevada Department of Corrections
(NDC);

COUNT 2 - to a MINIMUM of FORTY-EIGHT (48) MONTHS and a MAXIMUM
of ONE HUNDRED EIGHTY (180) MONTHS in the Nevada Department of
Corrections (NDC), plus a CONSECUTIVE sentence of a MINIMUM of THIRTY-SIX
(36) MONTHS and a MAXIMUM of ONE HUNDRED EIGHTY (180) MONTHS for the

‘Deadly Weapon Enhancement with an AGGREGATE sentence of a MINIMUM of

EIGHTY-FOUR (84) MONTHS and a MAXIMUM of THREE HUNDRED SIXTY (360)
MONTHS in the Nevada Department of Corrections (NDC);

COUNT 2 is to run CONSECUTIVE to COUNT 1, with an AGGREGATE
sentence of LIFE with eligibility for parole beginning after a MINIMUM of FOUR
HUNDRED TWENTY (420) MONTHS has been served, with ONE THOUSAND, ONE
HUNDRED NINETY-EIGHT (1,198) DAYS credit for time served.

DATED this § day of November, 2017.

\DOUGLYQAS W. HERNDON
%SI&ST JUDGE I

msf

2 S:\Forms\JOC-Plea 1 Ct/11/7/2017
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Defendant/Respondent

‘proceeding in Proper Person, moves this Honorable Court for an ORDER granting her permission fo

Electronically File
2/27/12018 10:49 A
Steven D. Grierso

‘ L C CLERK OF THE C
Netashe G. Joeksod 119558 &7‘»‘5

Flarence McClure Womens Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road )
Las Vegas, NV 89115 _ :
’ @i : ; .
In The Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and For the County of (" lacl¢. '

In the Matter of: § . .
|
State ol Muaﬁ‘o‘ | Case No.: C.- 14 -300032- 1
PlaintififPetitioner | ‘ 3 — -
v, { Dept No.:
Nodoshe & Tocksond 1 | e
,Ip Hearing: 3/20/2018

9:00AM
MOTION TO WITHDRAW COUNSEL -

_ COMES NOW, Defendant, Alatasha &. Jacksord

withdraw her present counsel of record in the procseding action,

This Motion is made based on all papers and pleadings on file with the Clerk of the Court
which are hereby incorporated by this reference, the Points and Authorities herein, and attached
Affidavit of Defendant. _ . . : ‘

Dated this )C\%day of Eb.’% ,20 18

In Propria Persona
Respecifully Submitted By: .

L Ll s

Sighature 74 ]
Matashs G Tackson)

Print Name

- JHNOD IHL 40 MU0 )
8102 92 834 ~ S
Q3A1303

L FR R . CL R
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POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

NRS 7.055 states in pertinent part:

1. An attorney who has been dsscharged by his client shall upon dermand and payment of the
fee due from the client, immediately deliver to the client all papers; documents, pleadings
and items of tanglble personal property which belong to or were prepared for that client.

2. .. tha court finds thal an attorrfey has, ithout just cause, refusad or neglected to obey
its order given under this section, the court may, after notice and fine or imprison him until
contempt purged. If the Court finds that the attorney has, without just cause, withheld the
client's papers, documents, pleadings, or other. property; the atiomey is lliable for costs
and attormey's feses.

Counsel in the above-entitled case was court-appo:nted due to Defendanl's Indigence.
Defendant does not owe counsel any fees.

WHEREFORE, Defendant prays this Honarable Court, GRANT her Motion to Withdraw
Counse! and that counsel deliver Defendant all papers, documents, pleadings, discovery and any
other tangible property wheih belong to or were prepared for.the Defendant to allpw Defendant the
proper assistance that Is needed to insure that justice Is served. )

Dated lhls_lﬂday of E M{ﬂ , 20 | g

In Propiia Persona

s Lhoo

Sigfature

.Ik_‘ms ha 5. TNJL.SOIO

Print Nama °

Page 2’ of 17
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Mot ashe & Secksom # 18858)
Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road

Las Vegas, NV 89115

In The ES% Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and For the County of _Clorle

In the matter of:

Case No.: C-14-3000372 < ]

|
Plaintiff/Petitioner | 3
V. _— I Dept No.:
Notashe &.Jacksord | _ .
Defendant/Respondent |
/
ORDER :
TO WITHDRAW COUNSEL

The Proper Person Motion of Defendant, requesting an Order to Withdraw Counsel in the
above-entitled action having moved the Court on this day, and in good cause appearing.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that Defendant's Motion to Withdraw Counsel is GRANTED.

IT IS HEREBY FURHTER ORDERED that Counsel deliver to Defendant at her address, all
documents, papers, pleadings, discovery and any other tangible property in the above-entitled case.

Dated this ‘ [ day of ﬁjomaéur , 20 l8 Dafed this day of , 20

In Propria Perscna

Respegtfully Submitted By:
: { , f Z Z DISTRICT COURT JUSTICE

ZZ:;&;;Y!W- 6‘ g-ﬁa/m' o)
ES_F1 4-2300032-1
g o |
(UMMM
10O IHL IO | | page of
g0z 97 934 :

WEREA 2
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Electronically Filed
3/7/2018 9:30 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERg OF THE CO

g g-TJ_ad&md #11885%]

Florenca McClure Womens Correctional Center

4370 Smiley
Lea Vegas, NV 80115
¥ ovade
in The Judiclal District Court of the State of Nevada
In and For the County of_Clouck. :
'n ma Mamr"o‘ﬁ B e ettt A S

Case No.: _C-| o -300032 - ,
Dept No.: 23

iy (.
Sdcotiends
Motosha & Tucksord
Defendant/Respondent

AFFIDAVIT

STATE of NEVADA }

coNTYol_Slark I

_ v Modgohs G Sackond - |
doea hereby swear under penally of perjury that the assertions f this davuaret:g:mp o Persan,

1. 1am the [ ] Plainti’ [ Defendant In the above-entitied act
lnowledga of the facta cantalned In above-antitied case and am combot::i émﬁ"ei facts.
The statementa n this Affidavit are true and comect to the best of my knowledge.

2. My persanal knuyledga ar personal observationa of the situation Is/ars as follows:
Q_’Tc‘i ndo withdraw cownsad

8

W
c}u)a "\*O\H\n_i(‘ﬁ :Hga_:t - CannoY ﬁ!g gﬂg M—H’W mOb oas
Lok g’,gﬁ :ggmm%—&! Qébgg. In %m&gﬂ& T
M\ oo + Corvichion Corpla. <
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MNotashe & Jacksond # 118S8
Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 89115

DATE: _ﬂm_wp}/l /Th2018 <

TO: ATTORNEY AT LAW
Chrishy L. Cyroia_Cnie TPD
309 ooty Third St 2™ Clagr
Po.Rx 55210
Los Vedas NV £9)55-2b10

RE: Termination of Counsel and Transfer of Records
Case No.; C - {M-300037.-1
Department No.: 2

Case Name: Stade of Newgda VS Madasha 5. Jadkson

Please be advised that from this date forward, your authority as Attorney of
Record in the above-entitled action is hereby terminated. All of the professional
relations of Attorney and Client do hereby cease.

Please enter in your withdrawal from this action with the Court immediately.
Pursuant to NRS 7.055, | respectfully request that you deliver to me,
forthwith, ali documents, papers, pleadings and tangible personal property that is in

your possession that relates to the above-named action.

Your prompt attention to this request is genuinely appreciated.

Respectiully,
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
STATE of NEVADA ;
s8
countyor_Claxk }
] [L( orashe. &. Tocksord _, do hereby:certify that | am the
Do ferdonrt In this matter and | am representing myself, In Propria

Persona, Case No.: _C 1M - 300032-) .
On this \q-‘h day of Yeoruamy ,20 )% _, I malled a copy of the following document(s)

1._Motion o wg%dmﬂ COW&Q.

2.

3.

4.

5.

By United States First Class Mall, Postage Prepald to the following adresses:

C\U\c. of Cowrks

Sdeupn (Griecsond

200 Lowis Frve. 3™ Floor
]g&[a%c«,s NV g9iol
D‘\S-\'ﬁc‘\‘ Eﬂg%é 0%&
Slephen LWO\ESORS

200 Lea1s ﬁ;\_,ag=3'c\‘Ffloov
Las\(%as AV 8901

DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

|, the undersigned, do hereby écknowledge that | executed the above and/or foregoing of my
free will and that | am of sound mind to do so. | understand that a false statement or answer to any

question In this declaration will subject me to penalties of perjury.
| declare, under tha penatty of perjury under the laws of the Unlted States of Ameriea, that the

abave Information Is accurate, comrect and true to the best of my knowledge executed within the tenns
of NRS 171.102 and NRS 208.168. See 28 U.S.C. 1748 and 18 U.S.C, 1821,

Datedthis " dayo {—a.\pfww 20 1%

%/M%% (88571

Sighature NDOC#
M(,Lig sho & J o-eJc.sorJ
Print Name

NRS 171.102 {2} Dadaration mada subject in penally of pecury.
NRS 206,185 A prisaner may exacute ary instrumant by signing his nama kmmed!ataly foliowing a declaration "under penally of perjury” with the same feqe) elfact as Hf
he had acknowisdged 1 or swom to Its truth before a person sulhorized fo administer caths. As usad in thia section, “prisonar” means a parson confinad in any j=i o

prizan, or any fadlity for the detention of juvenile aftenders, In thia state,
Page of
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3. |, the undersigned, do heraby acknawledga that | axacuted the above and/or foregolng of
my frae will and that | am of sound mind to da so. | undsmtandhqtafahaatalemﬂnrmwhany

Quastion In this deciaration will subject ma to penaities of perjury.

| declare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the Unlted States of America and the

Stats of Nevada, thet the abova and/or Information s eccura
of my knowledge. See NRS 171.102 and NRS 208,168, See 28 U.S.C. i

Dated tis__ 1" dayodeorM& 2018

Sigfiature

Ha{‘ﬁsha 6‘ —= l%{l o)

te, correct and true to tha best

748 and 18 U.8.C. 1621,

bt fpolew " gy
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ORDR

STEVEN B. WOLFSON .
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
TALEEN PANDUKHT

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #005734

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney fpr Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

-vs- CASE NO: C-14-300032-1
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, DEPT NO: 11 '
#1921058

Defendant.

Electronically Filed
4/18/2018 7:18 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
1 #-.

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW COUNSEL

DATE OF HEARING: 03/20/2018
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 A.M,

THIS MATTER having

20th day of March, 2018, the Defendant not being present, IN PROPER PERSON,
represented by Ronald Paulson, Deputy Public Defender, the Plaintiff being represented by
STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney, through TALEEN PANDUKHT, Chief Deputy
District Attomey, without argument, based on the pleadings and good cause appearing

- therefor,

1
i
1
i

come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on the

W:AZ01412014F\[20124114F12024-ORDR-(JACKSON__NATASHA)-001.DOCX

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendants' Motion to Withdraw Counsel, shall

‘be, and it is GRANTED.

DATED this (%~ day of April, 2018.

CT JUDGE

STEVEN B. WOLFSON @

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY /s/ Taleen Pandukht

TALEEN PANDUKHT
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #005734

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on the IZ‘ day of April, 2018, I mailed a copy of the foregoing Order

to:

Natasha Jackson, # 1188581

Florence McClure Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road

Las Vegas, 89115

BY /s/ Stephanie Johnson
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Office

14F12024X/saj/MVU

2
Wi2014\2014F\ ] 20:24\14F 12024-ORDR-(JACKSON__NATASHA)-001.DOCX
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_° £-14-300032-1
LSF
I\Mwlm G'MC,SO!\) #1189 S : :;23?:; Filing

CieleaaN |

Las Vegas, NV 89115

=~ InThe gﬂ" —Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada-- - -- - - -
In and For the County of __C{ ark

N ]

In the Matter of:
t
Yhe 57% 0/ /L/@dﬂd’@ I Case No.: ("~ [ '.300@32‘!
Plaintiff/Petitioner | L3 .
¥ _— i Dept Na.:
Nodoshe &. Taebsord |
Defendant/Respondent ‘['
ORDER . ‘
FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, PAPERS, PLEADINGS AND TANGIBLE PROPERTY
Upon reading the Motion for the Defendant, /%ﬁ;h%i 6 «Eﬂ/zjﬂ/\) 'J

in Proper Person, requesting an Order for the productlon of documents, papers, pleadings and
tangible property in the above-entitied action having moved the Court on this day, and in good cause

appearing.

T IS HEREBY ORDE ED that Defendant's Attorney named Cﬁrl'ﬂé’f L Cnm 9
DY I , will produce documents, papers, plefdings and tafgible
property ls'GRANTED v :

IT IS HEREBY FURHTER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court shall diract to the Attorney of

Record, CAristy L Craig.- , to prepare all documents,
papers, pleadings, and tangible property in the above-entitied case to the Defendant at the followmg

RS 870 Smitey Rondl
Las Veoas Mevada
591/5%

Dated this _S day of 1) M—ég 20/8 Dated this day of ,20_

In Propria Persona

Respectiully Submi
DISTRICT COURT JUSTICE
Qﬁé /%.aédod

gnature

Aétﬁ-zs; 4 (& u«o/a;o/Q

Print Name

Page of
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Electronically Filed
7/18/2018 9:18 AM
Steven D. Grierson

Hrtishe &. Tacksoo 118353
Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center

4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 89115

In The 8‘#‘ Judicial District Court of the State-of Navada
In and For the County.of __+(* I ax ¢

In the matter of: | ‘ ,

The State of Murada | CaseNo.: _{+1Y-Zovvz2-)

Piaintiff/Petitioner | N : 3 - '
. D X

Matpshs 6. Taclsord } | Deptio: o

Defendant/Respondent ;

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION
it is requested that the Motion for _&Moﬂ O'ﬂ Doamumﬁ‘

which was fledonthe S 7 dayof_ J e ll]
matter be submitted to the Court for decislon. ¢/

-

,20_{% , in the above-entitled

TFQ undersigned certifies that a copy of this request has been malled to alil counsel of record.

Datedthis (S dayof_:ﬂg—; 2018

In Propria Persona
Respectfully Submitted By:

E.—.?Z
Signature

Matdashe 6. Jacksond

PrintName

a
) A

Case Number: C-14-300032-1

S

CLERS OF THE CO#E
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Electronically Filed
7/18/2018 9:18 AM
Steven D. Grierson

Ajgi(ﬂm &. JacksorD 11RKSEI CLERK OF THE C
Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center . g . wﬁwﬂ-—-’

4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 89115

In The 8 I Judiclal District Court of the State of Nevada
Inand For the County of - Clark. . e

In the Matter of: - . l
“Yhe State of Mewada A Case No.: € -1 -300032 - |
Plaintiff/Petitioner _ } Dent
v, _— : apt No.: ___:[IL
Matasha &. Jacksord E _
/

Defendant/Respondent August 9, 2018 at 9:00 am

NOTICE OF MOTION

Please take notice that, the hereln named Defendant, will bring on for hearing the above
foregoing Motion for Production of Documents, Papers, Pleadings and Tangible Property of
Defendant, in Department _Thrae. (32) ofthe _ & Judiclal District Court of the
State of Nevada, at the hour of -M., or as soon as the matter raybe heard by the Court.-

Please take notice that, your failure to oppose, and or to otherwise respond to Defendant's
motion, will be deemed &s, the consenting to, and or the granting of Defendant's motion.

MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS,
APEBS. PLEADINGS MD TANGIBLE PROPERTY OF DEFENDANT

Date of Hearing: -l
Time of Hearing: ) "

"ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED [ ] YES [ ]NO®
COMES NOW, Defendant, Wmﬁa & JaclsorD

proceeding in Proper Person, movas this Honorable Court for its ORDER for the production of all '
documnents, papers. p1eadirzs and tangible property in the possession of: (‘,hrIS‘h,q L.
Cvr‘axcy e,mdu idodic DeQndesr ~J

Thls Motion Is made based on all papers and pleadings an flle with the Clerk of the Court
which are hereby incorporated by this referance, the Points and Authorities hereln, and attached
Affidavit of Defendant.

Dated this s.ﬂ‘day of il%__ 2018

In Propria Persona
Respectfully Submiitsd By:

Print Name
Page of

Case Number 143000321
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NRS 7.055(1), which deals with the duty of a discharged attomey, states:
“An attomey whe has been discharged by his client shall upon demand and payment of
the fea due from the client, immediately daliver to the cilent all papers, documents,
- - pleadings and tems of tangible personal property which belong to or.were prepared for-
that cilent.” ’

As can Be seen in this case, the defendant does not owe any fees, in féct. they, meaning
counsel(s) of record, were appolinted by the §ourt torapresent the defendant, who wes an indigent, in
Case Number C -14-30003) ~ | , In Department Number .

NRS 7.055(2) gives this Court the power to Order the Attomay(s) of racord to produce and
deliver to the defandant in her possessien, which states: ) '
"A cllent who, after demand therefore and payment of the fes duse from him, does not
recelve from his discharged attomey all papars, documents, pleadings and items of
tangible personal property may, by a motion filed after at least 5 days notice to the
attorney, obtain &n order for the production of his papers, documents, pleadings and other

property.”

In numerous cases throughout this great land, the courts have held éﬂumays to & high degree
of professional responsiblity and Integrity. This carried from the time of hiring to and through the
attomey's termination of amployment. .

Supreme Court Rule 173 states qulte clear that a withdrawn attorney awes his former client a
*...prompt accounting of all his cllent's...property in his possession.” This Is echoed in Canon 2 of the
Codse of Professlonal Responsibiiity of the American 8ar Assoclation, which states In pertinent part EC
2-32: "A lawyer should protect the welfare of his cllent by...dellvering to the client all papers and
property to which the client Is entitled.® Again In Disciplinary Rule 2-1 10(A)(2) of the ABA, thia Is
brought out that a withdrawn attorney must deliver to the client al) papers and comply with applicable
laws on the subject. T .

In the cases of In Re Yount, 93 Arlz. 322, 380 P.2d 780 (1963) and State v, Alvey, 215 Kan,
460, 524 P.2d 747 (1874), both of which dealt with a factual sftuation involving a withdrawn attomey
refusing to deliver to a former cllent his documents after being requested to do 50 by the client, The
court in Yount, supra, ordered the attornay disharred whils In Alvey, supra, the court had the attomey -
caensored, ,

While not the Intention of the Defandant in this case to have the attomney disbarred, these
cases da show a petter In the court in consldering the refusal to dsliver to a former cllent all his
documents and property after being requested to do so, a serious Infraction of the law and of
profassional ethics. Ses In Re Sullivan, 212 Kan.'233, 510 P.2d 1199 {1973),

In summary, this Court has jurisdiction through NRS 7.055 to Order the attomey(s} to produce
and deliver to the Defendant all documents and personal property In hisithelr possession belonging to
heror prepared for her. The Defandant has fulfilled her obligation in trying to obtaln the papers. The
attorney(s) I8 In discord with Cannon 2 of the Code of Professional raspons|bllity and the Nevada
Supreme Court Rules 173, 178 and 203,

Dated thia S"”‘ day of Tﬂi‘&i , 20 lg

In Propria Parsona
Res y Submitted By:

A Sl
«_

&.

Skgnature

Print Name

384




Pt

NNNNNNNNN-—-HHHt—-—-u— —
mﬂmuhu“.—o\ﬂﬂqauhu;!—‘c

C- I TS B S T Y RS

B T T L I L O LR T L S R
AUP LS ety e D R T i ."'.‘.‘,.',._2.‘
RN CE

Yy

Nahecha & .Jgcksod # 1168581

Florence McClure Womans Cerrectional Centar
4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 8915

¥

AFFIDAVIT

STATE of NEVADA ;
S8
COUNTY of C/ar/c }

JLM% in Proper Person,

does hetaby swear under penalty of perjury that the assertions of ihis Afidavit are true:

1. Lam tha[ ]Plaintiiif lvﬁ:)efendant In the abave-entitfed action. 1 have personal
knowledge of the facts-contained in above-entitied case and am competent to testify to these facts.
The statements In this Affidavit are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

2, parsonal knowledge or persanal cbservations of the situation Is/are as follows:
Ll & oan—fbwf‘/hc/rzawcbm breh wgs
ranted on Ao/ b# 20 fo receiye

2P docwwmen Wm.m Gtolic
(A mmmm

mm" lociuorunds. MY due prieess rigt]

&
7
u! £ m hm A

of

Page ___ _of -
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2 Datad th dsyot Jully 2/8
“ \P%M%/MA)

l‘.‘l'l"' I
1 d
/

2 /

4 7

5 e

/
6 e
7 pd
/
8 /
9 pd
/
10 /
11 Z
yd
12 /
13 L
/L
| 4
15 (|~
1
17
18 il s ndarulgned, do hersby acknowledge that | xecuted the above andior forsgoing of
19 myfreewillandmulamdsoundmhdtodnso.lundetstandthatafalsestatementoranswerumny
question In this declaration will subjact me to penalties of perjury, -
20 | daclare, undar the penalty of parfury under the laws of the United States of America and the
State of Nevada, that the above and/or foragoing information Is accurate, correct and true to the bast

21 || ot myknowledge. See NRS 171,102 and NRS 208.165. See 28 U.8.C. 1748 and 18 U.S.C, 1621.

24 {5 nature "QA ﬁ) N—l{!gc{ﬁ/

25 %%%/rﬁ & Jacksa

26 '

27

28 Panu__ol’___
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nsmnon UNDER'PENALTY OF PERIURY
Lmammmmﬂdmntafalsesmwmmhwmmﬂmmm

. daulmﬂonwlllsuhlulmstupam!ﬂuol

erfury.
ldedm,mdﬂ\apmdwf mmmwmwusmommmm
above and/or foregolng ihformation is sccurate, comect and trua to fhe best of my knowledge
%gﬁtmdmmh the tarma anRB*lTi.W!mdNRSMGﬁ. Seomu.sc.iﬂﬂand 18US.C.

Da}nd, 544‘ dayof T "\Ag ) , 20 _[ﬁ’_ .
g//‘;acﬁéi#méw ' 1198581
nature . Woock

/ﬁ >. _ZCJ or)

ﬁg{'ﬂ mmw o hwwm-m . tpﬁrvnln— du-l
' hebat adrinkslarocthe. As mm'un pocaan Gandined In oy,
R 0y ey i G o vt S b g v o wihtn .

anm.nss Execation of instrament by prisoner. A prisona may exsouts any mmmmn;mnnor'
muwnormummam-mwmﬁm&mmmmmm .

mﬂn“pﬂmm’mamwnﬁndhmhﬂum«wmﬁrmmmw
offondera, in this stale.
(Added to NRS by 1983, 1643)
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RECEIVED

- STATE iaf'NEVAnﬁ_«
countyor_ Clark

3 : , do hareby certlf; that | am the
, ' in this matter end | am representing myself, In Propria
Persona, Case No.: C-14-200052 -1 . e

Onthis _S ‘“ " day of ,20____,Imalled @ cupy o the following document(s):

1 07;d” 74} 07 aamn‘%S
2, o) of ety
3. .

4, P

8 ,/

By United Statea First Class Mall, Postage Prepald to the followhg' adresges;

Chpifert Gyl Cag e
EhTudicll ConF TSI T
200 Lgpis e 21 F] das Leaas NV £9/0]

- O

// ‘ . /;‘/_/
i — L

ya
DEGLARATION UNDER PENALTY QF PERJURY

I, the undersigned, do hereby acknowlsdge that | exacuted the above and/or foragoing of my
frae will and that | am of sound mind to do so. | understand that a false stetement or answar to any
question in this declaration will subject me to penaltles of perjury.

| daclare, under tha penalty of perjury under the laws of the Unitsd States of Americs, that the
ahove Inforratlon Is accurate, carract and true fo the bast of my knowledge exacuted within the terms
of NRS 171,102 and NRS 208.168. See 28 U.S.C. 1748 and 18 U.8.C. 1621, .

Dated tis, G 7° _dayof ]ﬂi; 0l
il AL frloo) 15858

Slanature ' V4 NDOCH
. S, '

Print Name

RRB 208168 A At poy it by g Immectately folowing & dacturstion “uodar pertay®
sonsr Yy 3 name '] an wih iha
had nar":ymmumnm-mmmnmum Mwhmvmmgmlmmﬁm:"

huwﬂyhhaﬂﬂmdhﬂnmmmm
Pege _____of

>
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Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 89115

InThe S%

" FILED
NOV 0 1208 ]

Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada
In and For the County of _(> lari<

In the matter of:

Stade of Mevada

Plaintiff/Petitioner

|

I

|

Madosha Tacksor> i
/

Defendant/Respondent

The Petitioner, /(/ a)é a:xmcmj

olanket 727,208
€ G0 AW\
CZseoNo.: C’l"('500032"
Depf No.. TIL

MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT
F TIME IN WHICH TO FILE:
wst Convickion Wirit of
Hobeas Corjpns

( Request)’

, In Proper Person,

moves this Court for an Enlargement Of Ti

-

390

ﬁu@of |20 days (/20) from--257% _ day of
Y ,20/8  toand including,éiday of -
,20 /9, inwhichtofile | '

Write s Corpus £ost COnWC;ﬁorO . This motion is based upon
the attached Statement of Facls. .

Dated this ZSPL dayof (' Detpbon 218
in Propria Persona
Resp lly Submitted By: -
Signature (_/

ha 0
Print Nama
aaru—sunuszq
-':'7%"0"

o 3063
m
5 % 2 WM

S -
52 =9

B! =] r_i_'t
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. Ma.arwmo/ ,L-#uw Nmk‘/o#e.dw/copﬂﬂurﬁon S'Z"f/g

STATEMENT OF FA&TS :
(h 2:2018 T hled o motion o withdraw covpselehick,
wao pambed on 320/, T #//awu/w éq (i r%nq @ [eter
to Christy L. C’,M 0031912 aod 57918 i bt et

ond 018 regum#n?f an /nv-emé;;_az‘rom of reasons Sor Lhe
P ‘ e A _

Cowrt Mindes. T condueted the AR ‘S oo pnd (S yet

WWIMSMMWH{%O/} o-27:19. )(ﬂk(ms'm»q
Yhe Jpstitutional /aw/émru T Rlec o mrotisn 4o fgadﬂc-e_—
Lo cuvments pihick cias quJccP on 8918 T 'Q//owu/up Eq
&a_- g Mrs. Cra 9 4)("1[&. 20, Cd’%/c{; end) (P} chA&%
00 8:20)8 and 83048 wohi cAf!m a.éso gone wocgswereol
€0 (041718 T contocted e 2D % am@wﬂ@# _

. (Dawrus QICAMJS . /Cb(_mtn /71 ; X
-—g//ow( wp on 10:23)% and spoles. Nnu\ /4- g,mwz;

is i /m - pot /.e_c/
ont as soon as possible . On 10285719 T rallil the FIDS

&@m ;éwQ(/ogg W on :ﬂwm prfDrme 4 fﬁg Kichasds’ abasence

ngm@ﬁa&%d% Me. Zuchmiw f/dvlzu%c/*/om..
ot he 0’ —g//ow MP -.L P Yes) MQUMDQ%!S exkension dug

o ngqligence Fooon e ﬁQ"ffm‘w L.l -y {

"/O/Or_o-kcf r:rjf Due fPveesa rngJS.

Page 2 of 2’
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

STATE OF NEVADA
COUNTY OF CLARK

I am the D Plalntlff/PetJ.tloner m Defendant/Respondent :

/{/%ﬂféﬁ é \./QCAS'O/Q ) for Case No: C 14 300032,"’\
On this 25‘”\ day of OC'!O&JU’ : y 20 lg I malled a copy of the

Following document(s) /V/o')[; - ﬁ;r&/mqane,mt 0!7[1 74[)*)6
O

o /
. /
;. * /

4

By United States First Class Mail, to the following addresses:

. Clork of Covnt 2. /
ﬁ%TuﬁﬂlC{G.Q Cowf'l' ' /
200 hewis Ave 32F /

}_ao'\/a&as AV 89155-]lk0 /

7 7
7 | 7
7 /

4

Dated this ZS% day of 00&)621’ : i’ 20 fg .

Respectfully submitted,

%ﬂ. aaéoefra
gignature V

Meatasha Jacksord

Printed Name

Page 1 of 21
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11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

. DECLARA TION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJ URY A
I, the uuders:gned, understand that a false sratement or arxswer to any questwn in this declamnon will
subject me :0 pena!tzes of perjury.
i~ Ideclare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States ofAmerrca,I
that the abave and]or foregoing information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my knowledge, executed
within the terms of ‘"NRS 171.102 and *NRS 208.165. See’28 U.S.C. 1746 and 18 U.S.C. 1621.

ated this -25’1% ALY dayof (QéTLDéM | , 20 ’g
(’\/ 444&4073 S _[/88s&(

S:gnamf";/ Nevada Department of Corrections ID #

! NRS 171.102

! NRS 208.165

* 28 v.5.c.

§1746. Unsworn declarations under penalty of perjury
18 U.8.C.

§ 1621. Perjury generally

Page 2 of 2
! l
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Electronically Filed
11/8/2018 3:41 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CC
CERT &;‘»ﬁ ﬂu

PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556

CHRISTY L. CRAIG, CHIEF DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER
NEVADA BAR NO, 6262

PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE

309 South Third Street, Suite 226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Telephone: (702) 455-4685

Facsimile: (702) 455-5112

Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, )
Plaintiff, g CASE NO. C-14-300032-1
V. % DEPT. NO. 1II
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, g
Defendant, g
)
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the gt day of November, 2018, mailed the following client
file, discovery and filings to Defendant, NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, currently
incarcerated in Nevada Department of Correction (NDOC) at Florence McClure Womens

Correctional Center:

1. LVMPD Officer’s Report; Event #: 140729-0659, for July 29, 2014; Officer T. Williams
& Officer J. McCarthy;

2. LVMPD Officer’s Report; Event #: 150729-0659; Arrest/Detective Report for August 5,

2014; Officer J. Hans;

LVMPD Arrest Report, 7/29/14;

Las Vegas Review Journal Articles;

LVMPD Application For Telephonic Search Warrant, Event #140729-0659;

LVMPD Consent to Search Card Reg: Julie Ramos, Antonio Amaro, Neil Lott;

LVMPD Consent To Search Form (Scott Ufert), Duplicate Search Warrant; Search

Warrant Return; Duplicate Original Search Warrant & Return(s);

NS, kW

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.

33.

34.

35.

. LVMPD Application for Telephonic Search Warrant, Event # 140729-0659 on July 29,

2014,

LVMPD Photo Line-Up Witness Instructions, 7/29/14, Scott Ufert;

LVMPD Photo Lineup ID: 33302, 29 July 2014;

LVMPD Photo Line-Up Witness Instructions, Dominic Ramos, 7/29/14;

LVMPD Lineup ID: 33304, 29 July 2014,

LVMPD Photo Line-Up Witness Instructions, Jasmine Ramos, 7/29/14;

LVMPD Photo Lineup ID: 33303, 29 July 2014;

LVMPD Major Incident Log, Briefing Log;

LVMPD - Communication Center Event Search;

Clark County Coroner-Medical Examiner Autopsy Report;

Clark County Office of the Coroner/Medical Examiner Inventory of Personal Effects;
Clark County Coroner/Medical Examiner Report of Investigation;

Sunrise Hospital & Medical Center Implant Sheet, Autotransfusion Record;

LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report;

LVMPD Evidence Impound Report;

LVMPD Property Report;

LVMPD ODV Field Tests For Methamphetamine Checklists and Results;

LVMPD Impound Vehicle Release;

LVMPD Vehicle Release From Criminalistics Bureau;

LVMPD Vehicle Recovery Report,

LVMPD Impound Report;

Ewing Bros. Auto Body Towing Delivery Receipt — 627657,

LVMPD Impound Report, Vehicle Recovery Report;

LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report; Crime Scene Analyst S. Lynch P#13206;
LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report; Crime Scene Analyst Bradley Grover
P# 4934;

Crime Scene Map, LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report Officer Involved
Shooting-Fatal/Homicide;

Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Appellant’s Reply Brief — Appeal From Order
Granting in Part Jackson’s Pretrial Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus;

Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Respondent’s Answering Brief;
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36. State’s Return to Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically filed on 10/24/2014;

37. Defendant’s Reply In Support of Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically
Filed on 10/29/2014;

38. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, Electronically Filed on 12/04/2014;

39, Order, Electronically Filed on 12/02/2014;

40. Guilty Plea Agreement;

41. Amended Indictment;
42. Supreme Court of the State of Nevada, Order of Reversal and Remand, Filed February

25, 2016.

Case file was deposited in the United States mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, in a sealed envelope,

postage prepaid to:

Case Name:
Case No.:
Dept. No.:

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, BAC #1188581

FLORENCE MCCLURE WOMENS CORRECTIONAL CENTER
4370 SMILEY ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89115

By: /s/ Sara Ruano
Secretary for the Clark County Public Defender’s Office

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON
C-14-300032-1

District Court, Department 111
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CERT

Electronically Filed
11/27/2018 8:15 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 6025

PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556

CHRISTY L. CRAIG, CHIEF DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER
NEVADA BAR NO, 6262

PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE

309 South Third Street, Suite 226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Telephone: (702) 455-4685

Facsimile: (702) 455-5112

Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA, )
Plaintiff, g CASE NO. C-14-300032-1
V. % DEPT. NO. 1II

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, g
Defendant, g
)

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on the 27th day of November, 2018, mailed the following

additional discovery and filings to Defendant, NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, currently

incarcerated in Nevada Department of Correction (NDOC) at Florence McClure Womens

Correctional Center:

BN~

Judgment of Conviction (Plea of Guilty) Electronically Filed on 11/13/2017,

District Court Odyssey Register of Actions for Case No. C-14-300032-1;

District Court Indictment, Case No. C-14-300032-1; Electronically Filed on 08/08/2014;
District Court Indictment Warrant and Indictment Warrant Return for Case No. C-14-
300032-1, Electronically filed 08/08/2014;

Media Request and Order Allowing Camera Access to Court Proceedings Electronically
Filed by KTNV for 08/18/2014 Hearing;

Defendant’s Motion to Compel Disclosure of Exculpatory Evidence, Electronically filed
on 08/26/2014;

Defendant’s Motion to Extend Deadline to File Pretrial Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus; Electronically filed on 09/02/2014;

State’s Opposition to Defendant’s Motion to Compel Disclosure of Exculpatory Evidence
Electronically Filed on 09/03/2014;

Defendant’s Reply in Support of Motion to Compel Disclosure of Exculpatory Evidence,
Electronically filed on 09/04/2014;

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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10.
11.
12.
13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21
22,

23.
24,
25.
26.

27,

Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically Filed on 10/06/2014;

Order for Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically filed on 10/16/2014;

Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically Filed on 10/22/2014;

State’s Return to Writ of Habeas Corpus; Electronically Filed on 10/24/2014;
Defendant’s Reply in Support of Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus, Electronically Filed
10/29/2014;

Recorder’s Transcript Re: Hearing heard on September 10, 2014,

Order, Electronically Filed on 12/02/2014;

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, Electronically Filed 12/04/2014;
State’s Notice of Appeal, Electronically Filed 12/12/2014;

Case Appeal Statement, Electronically Filed 12/12/2014;

Notice of Entry of Order; Electronically Filed 12/16/2014;

. Findings of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Order; Electronically Filed 12/04/2014;

Rough Draft Recorder’s Transcript of Hearing Re: Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus
hearing heard on November 10, 2014;

Supreme Court of the State of Nevada Clerk’s Certificate, Judgment, Remittitur Filed on
03/25/2016, Supreme Court No. 67071;

State’s Notice of Witnesses and/or Expert Witnesses Electronically filed 09/06/2016;
Amended Indictment, Case No. C-14-300032-1; filed in Open Court September 12, 2017;
Guilty Plea Agreement; Case No. C-14-300032-1; Filed in Open Court September 12,
2017,

Reporter’s Transcript of Grand Jury Proceedings: August 7, 2014,

Case file was deposited in the United States mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, in a sealed envelope,

postage prepaid to:

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, BAC #1188581

FLORENCE MCCLURE WOMENS CORRECTIONAL CENTER
4370 SMILEY ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89115

By: /s/ Sara Ruano
Secretary for the Clark County Public Defender’s Office

Case Name; NATASHA GALENN JACKSON
Case No.: C-14-300032-1

Dept. No.: District Court, Department I11
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CERT

PHILIP J. KOHN, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 0556

CHRISTY L. CRAIG, CHIEF DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER
NEVADA BAR NO, 6262

PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE

309 South Third Street, Suite 226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Telephone: (702) 455-4685

Facsimile: (702) 455-5112

Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,
V.
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,

Defendant,

S S et et et et s’ et o et

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

DEPT. NO. III

Electronically Filed
11/28/2018 4:23 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 6025

CASE NO. C-14-300032-1

I hereby certify that on the 28th day of November, 2018, I mailed the following

additional redacted copy of discovery and filings to Defendant, NATASHA GALENN

JACKSON, currently incarcerated in Nevada Department of Correction (NDOC) at Florence

McClure Womens Correctional Center:

BN~

Hamer;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Marcus Wymers;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Officer Daniel Weber P# 14457,
Records from New Hampshire Public Defender’s Office Regarding Natasha Hamer;
School Records from Central High School, Manchester, New Hampshire Reg: Natasha

5. Records from Seventh Judicial District Court — Bonneville County Reg: Cody David

Winters;

6. Clark County Detention Center Records and Medical Records for NaphCare, Inc. at Clark

County Detention Center Reg: Natasha Jackson;

7. Transcript of Academic Record from Cochise College Reg: Natasha Jackson;
8

. Penobscot Job Corps Center Wellness Center Records;

9. Lahey Hitchcock Clinic Medical Records and Dental Records;

10. Records from Idaho Department of Corrections Reg: Cody David Winters;
11. Mental Health Center of Greater Manchester Medical Records Reg: Natasha Hamer;
12. LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by K-9 Officer Thomas Moore, P#

3878,

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Officer Cesar Urena P# 9037;
LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Officer Millard Walt P#9165;
LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Marcus Wymers;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Julie Keop;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by John Hastrich;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Raymond Deadrick;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Antonio Amaro;

LVMPD Transcript of Voluntary Statement given by Toni Silver;

Journals of Natasha Jackson.

Casc file was deposited in the United States mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, in a sealed envelope,

postage prepaid to:

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, BAC #1188581

FLORENCE MCCLURE WOMENS CORRECTIONAL CENTER
4370 SMILEY ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89115

By: /s/ Sara Ruano
Secretary for the Clark County Public Defender’s Office

Case Name: NATASHA GALENN JACKSON

Case No.: C-14-300032-1

Dept. No.:  District Court, Department IIT
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RECEIVED

' A/afm/m Jneksors 83551

APE 1§ 2019
 CLERK OF THE COURT

Florence McClure Women's Correctional Center - .
. FILED

4370 Smiley Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89115 )
: Nia APR 18
in The ﬂs Judicial Distrlcé(jour‘t( of the State of Nevada 2013
In and for the County of e bl '
e

Case No: Q‘!‘_‘l -Joeez2-|
Dept No.: E

In the matter of:

LS‘f?nlt cﬁ ,A/wad A

Plaintiff/Petitioner

VL'[afd;S }’IcL U'C'L( f’u‘SOn)

Defendant/Respondent

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION
It is requested that the Motion for

;;;/zwfurrw‘n‘)[ 0/7 wie o ,L/a,

which was ﬂled on the / b day of /4391 , 12019 inthe above-entitled matter be submitted

to the Court for decision.
The undersigned certifies that a copy of this request has been mailed to all counsel of record.
e
Dated this /¢ day of /f?u/ 20{9

Respectfully submitted,

/4

Q{gnature

Matisha J_a!//éﬁﬁlo

Print Name
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DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

I, the undersigned, understand that a false statement or answer to any question in thts declaration will sub}ect
me to penalties of perjury.

1 declare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, that the above
and/or foregoing information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my knowledge, executed within the
terms of 'NRS 171.102 and “NRS 208.165. See°28 US.C. 1746 and 18 U.S.C. 1621.

Dated this ;w day of j{ﬂ'z 209

L%/ m%@émw . __J/58SB/

Szﬁatm " Nevada Department of Corrections ID #

L nns 171102
2 NRS 208.165

28usc
§1746. Unsworn declarations urider penalty of perjury

- 18 U.S.C
§ 1621, Perjury generally
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

STATE OF NEVADA
COUNTY OF CLARK

I am the O Plaintiff/Petitioner V Defendant /Respondent j/ﬂ]{dﬂ/]d
::‘/;(_CLSO/O _ for Case No: C“/l/-‘BOOOBZ'I
On this ﬂ day of /4}9“/ , 20 /‘] + I mailed a copy of the
Following document {S) /(Z) fllbY) ‘gr g”l /'&Ag‘ewn f [% )/';)ﬁc" ‘71(‘-» ’C /e’
[ [
2.
3.
4.
-5,
By United States .E‘irst Class Mail, to the following addresses:

L. C / UL D'f GM/}; \Skt/!n \D 6rier5tlo 2 L]}sﬁ-;‘c/' /4 '#DrnJ,e: f ﬁtf,uan O LJJ/ x@r_vx)

; . , J
200 Jowis Ae FF 200 Luwis Ave GOLux 552212+
Las V{c‘,’jax ANV 89155~ jlb0 Las L@;as;/\/\/ EULS - 2242

Dated this Zk#day of /@Wi/ , 20 /9 .
Respectfully sybmitted,
“'5/(;[&4/(& edaor)

fignature //

A/afa&h[ Jc; cf(,soA_)

Printed Name

Page 1 of

404




10
11
12

13

14

15

16

17
18

19
20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

I, the undersigned, understand that a false statement or answer to any question in this declaration will
subject me to penalties of perjury. v : .
1 declare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America,
that the above and/or foregoing information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my knowledge, executed
within the terms of 'NRS 171.102 and *NRS 208.165. See’28 U.S.C. 1746 and 18 US.C. 1621.

Dated this day of ' , 20

Signature ' Nevada Department of Corrections ID #

! NRS 171,102

? NRS 208.165

28 v.s.c. : .
§1746. Unsworn declarations under penslty of perjury
18 v.s.c. '

§ 1621. Perjury generally

Page 2 of Z
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[\N]
[=)]

APR 1 $32018;

My (§ 2004
/(/tr/ao/;a Jackso> [/88SS/ ¢ ? o A FILED

Florence McClure Women’s Correctional Center APR 19 ZGE
4370 Smiley Rd.

Las Vegas, NV 89115 %:M
OF COU

al .
In the ETH Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada

In and for the County of Cﬂﬁﬂ#&

In the matter of:

Q(CJ'Q VF NQU&CIG\ Case No: £ l"l 20032 -]

T

Plaintiff/Petitioner

Dept No.:‘JII:

—

‘Madasha Jackson

Defendant/Respondent

MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO FILE

COMES NOW Petitioner, /Uéjﬁﬁbd ;chkSCAD , In Proper

Person and moves this Court for an Enlargement of Time of )SO days (

% )
from the Z&’ day of }%prl’ , 20 I? , to and including the

day of C:Cf0£ﬁ4’ , 20 /? . in which to file

M iy ] v
7ot Ccnwcﬁ'm) (/dm‘ '7{‘::’ Ha.ééa s C:r'pu:s

)

) 3%

This Motion based upon the attached Statement of Facts.

Dated this [(;%day of /%pw/' , 20 (9

Respectfully submitted,

AT A

Qﬁgnature /

/V ﬁﬁb/m Jd L'AS'D/J

Print Name

t OF THE COURT

CLER
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' DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

I, the undersigned, understand that a false statement or answer to any question in this declaration will éub]ect
me to penalties of perjury.

t declare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, that the above and/or
faregoing information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my knowledge, executed within the terms of 'NRS

171,102 and *NRS 208.165. See 28 U.5.C. 1746 and 18 U.S.C. 1621.

Dated this [k # dayofJ])r '/ 20/9
CL o Dk - /s8SS|

Signature -/ ) Nevada Department of Corrections ID Number
Aetasha Tackscr)
Print Name

1 NRs 171102 Complaint defined; oath or declaration required. The complaint is a written statement of the essential facts constituting
the public offense charged. it must be mode upon:

1. Oath before a magistrate or a notary public; or

2. Declargtion which is made subject to the penaity for perjury.

{Added to NRS by 1967, 1400; A 1369, 387; 1983, 446)

z NRS 208.165 Execution of instrument by prisoner. A prisoner may execute any instrument by signing his or her nome immediately following
a decloration “under penalty of perjury” with the same legal effect s if he or she had acknowledged it or sworn to its truth before o person
authorized to administer vaths. As used in this this section, “prisoner” means a person confined in any jail or prison, or any faciiity for the
detention of juvenile affenders, In this stote.

{Added to NRS by 1985, 1643)

f28usc

§1746. Unsworn declorations under penalty of perjury

Wherever, under any low of the United States or under any rule, regulation, order, or requirement made pursuant to law, any matter Is
required or permitted to be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by the sworn deciaration, verification, certificate, statement, oath,
ar affidavit, in writing of the person making the same {other than a deposition, or an oath of office, or an oath required to be taken before a
specified official other than a notary public), such motter may, with like force and effect, be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by
the unsworn declaration, certificate, verification, or statement, in writing of such person which Is subscribed by him, as true under penatty of
perjury, ond dated, in substantially the following form:

(1) if executed without the United States: *1 declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
States of America that the foregoing Is true and correct. Executed on (dute). (Signature)”.

{2) if executed within the United States, its territories, possessions, or commonwealths: *I declare {or certify, verify, or state) under
penalty of perjury that the foregoing Is true ond correct. Executed on (date).(Signature}”.
(Added Pub. L. 94-550, §1(a), Oct. 18, 1976, 90 Stat. 2534.)

' PRIOR PROVISIONS
A prior section 1746 was renumbered section 1745 of this title.

§ 1621, Perjury generofly

Whoever—

{1) having taken an ooth before a comperent tribunai, officer, or person, in any case in which a faw of the United States authorizes an

onth to be administered, that he will testify, declare, depose, or certify truly, or that any written testimony, declaration, deposition, or
certificate by him subscribed, is true, willfully and contrary to such ooth states or subscribes any material matter which he does not believe
to be true; or

{2) in any detlaration, certificate, verification, or statement under penolty of perjury as permitted under section 1746 of title 28, United States
Code, willfully subscribes as true any materia! matter which he does not believe to be true; is guiity of perjury and shall, except os otherwise
expressly provided by law, be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than five years, or both. This section is applicable whether the
statement or subscription is made within or without the United States.

(June 25, 1948, ch. 645, 62 Stat. 773; Pub. L. 88-619,§ 1, Oct. 3, 1964, 78 Stat. 995; Pub, L. 94-550, § 2,0ct. 18, 1976, 90 Stat. 2534; Pub. L.
103-322, title

XXXill, § 330016(1)(1), Sept. 13, 1994, 108 Stat.2147.)
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STATEMENT OF FACTS
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ORDR

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
TALEEN PANDUKHT

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #005734

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, NV 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff,

V8- CASE NO: C-14-300032-1

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, DEPT NO: II
#1921058

Defendant.

Electronically Filed
6/4/2019 3:07 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERE OF THE CO!EE

ORDER GRANTING DEFENDANT'S PRO PER MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT

DATE OF HEARING: 05/14/2019
TIME OF HEARING: 9:00 AM.

THIS MATTER having come on for hearing before the above entitled Court on the
14th day of May, 2019, the Defendant not being present, IN PROPER PERSON, the Plaintiff
being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, District Attorney, through TALEEN
PANDUKHT, Chief Deputy District Attorney, without argument, based on the pleadings and

good cause appearing therefor,
"
i
i
i

OF TIME TO FILE

WI20142014F 1 20040 14F12024-0RDR-(JACKSON __NATASHAJ-002.DOCK

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant's Pro Per Motion for Enlargement of
Time, shall be, and it is GRANTED.
DATED this L day of May, 2019.

@S yICT JUDGE
STEVEN B. WOLFSON .
Clark County District Attorney

Nevada Bar #001565

BY /s/ Taleen Pandukht .
TALEEN PANDUKHT
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #005734

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on the ﬂ day of June, 2019, I mailed a copy of the foregoing Order
to:
Natasha Galenn Jackson # 1188581
Florence McClure Women's Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Road
Las Vegas, NV 89115

BY  /s/ Stephanie Johnson
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Oflice

14F12024X/s2j/MVU

2
WAZ0140201 4R12002414F 12024-ORDR-JACKSON__ NATASHA)-002.DOCX
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« H McClure Wi ’s Correctional Center - ' |
orence ure Women's Correctional Lenter | FI LED

4370 Smiley Rd,
Las Vegas, NV 89115 - . . AUG
<& 9
In The 3" udicial Distrlé:'t pozn of the State of Nevada 09 2019
In and for the County of _C/</ : Qé Al
CLERK ’t‘)F COURT
In the matter of: .
he Stete of Nhveide } Case No: &' -/4- 3cce5e~/
Plaintiff/Petitioner } ' 2
A — ) Dept No.:_~~
’ /'Lécﬁid'./m é Jecksci )
Defendant/Respondent
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION
It is requested that the Motion for
& , 7oy 7
(/bé/! ;szf of ';4/)45 /é )4 ,5_
v
K .
which was filed on the & _day of ﬁg{t st ,20_/1{ , in the above-entitled matter be submitted

to the Court for decision.

The undersigned certifies that a copy of this request has been mailed to all counsel of record.

i /

Dated this {z”_ day of Lot 2041
Respectfully submitted,
. s Yy
L% va \,l// Jeeborers
Signature /.
A./éa/é'.)/{& &, Jecksos
Print Name
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DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
I the undersigned, understand that a false statement or answer to aﬁy question in this declaration will subject
me to penalties of perjury. ' - ' , .

Ideclare, under the penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, that the above
and/or foregoing information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my knowledge, executed within the
terms of 'NRS 171.102 and *NRS 208.165. See %28 US.C. 1746 and 18 US.C. 1621.

Datedthis_("__dayof Fgnst 2047
& . / A ,1.. o o ) !
froke Y, g oo /8558
S e ,7 T ' Nevada Department of Corrections ID #

L nis 171102
2 s 208.165

usc
$1746. Urisworn declarations under penaity of perfury

. 18USEC .
§ 1621, Perjury generally
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. FiED,
’,Aé{m_séa_gﬁcérw Jkess) O agose |

1 f Florence McClure Women’s Correctional Center
4370 Smiley Rd. : . 4
Q ; 2 ||Las Vegas, NV» 89115 : o ' a R’K%FOOURT N
G T
4 . In the g Jud:.c:.al D;LstrJ.ct Court of tha State of Nevada - -
5 . In and for the Count:y of G/a‘/bé

6 || In the matter of:

7 \/ﬁf&éﬁa//l/md& . ( v .. Ca:.'se No? 0'7‘5/'.3000‘32'/

)
g || pratneise/peritioner ) ept wo. September 3, 2019
Aletasha Gadonn Tacksord ) 9:00 AM
9 Defendant/Respondent
10 - - MOTION FOR EN’LARGEMENT O'E‘ TIME TO FILE ,
11 COMES NOW Petltloner, /lé)/ddéﬂ 6- J;CASOD ./ In Proper
12 || Person and moves thls Court for an Enlargament of Tme of qv TV days {
13° from the day of 7@@7‘ A ‘,20 /7 , to and including the ﬂ
14 || day of A/émnb.&- © 20 ﬂ , in which to file
15 P /Qmwﬁbﬁ) N,.;L p?"faém-r npns b E@J.w%as:s#nw% Covarsed
16
17 This Motion based upor't. the a'ttached'State_ment’ of Facts.
i . t
18 . ) .
, # o !
19 Dated this (7 day of /4((/%67[' , 20/
20 N ‘
21 : ) Respectfully submitted,
Al { N
22
23
. ignature
24 J—
MNotosha 6. Jackson
) ) Print Name
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DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERIURY
s I, the undersigned, understand that a false statement or answer to any question in this declaration will éubiect
me to penalties of perjury. : :
I declare, under the penalty of petjury under the laws of the Unlted States of America, that the above and/or

foregoing Informatlon is accurate, correct and trye to the best of my knowledge, executed wuthln the terms of NRS
171.102 and NRS 208. 165. See 28 U.S.C. 1746 and 18 U S.C. 1621 ’

Dated this @ day of MJ% . , 20 /7
C%’MA?@/ Lo éms : /10,

Sfgnature Nevada Department of Corrections ID Number

Aé?l/,aj‘/;z’ & d aoéjofo

Print Name

t NRS 171.202° ‘Complaint defined; oath or declaration required. The complaint Is a written statement of the essential facts constituting
the public offense charged. It must be made upon:

1. Octh before a magistrate or o notary public; or

2. Decloration which is made subject to the penolty for perfury.

{Added to NRS by 1967, 1400; A 1969, 387; 1983, 446)

2 NRS 208.165 Execution of instrument by prisoner. A priscner may execute any instrument by slgning his or her nome immediately following
a declaration “under penalty of perjury” with the same legal effect as if he or she had acknowledged it or sworn to its truth before o person
authorized to administer oaths. As used in this this section, "prisoner” means a person confined in any jail or pnson, or any facility for the
detention of Juvenile offenders, in this state.

{Added to NRS by 1985, 1643)

3 us.c

§1746. Unsworn declarations under penalty of perjury

Wherever, under any law of the United States or under any rule, regulation, arder, or requirement made pursuant to lgw, any matter Is
required or permitted to be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by the sworn declaration, verification, certificate, statement, ooth,
or affidavit, in writing of the person making the same (other than a depasition, or an aath of office, or an oath required to be taken before a
specified official other than o notary public), such matter may, with like force and effect, be supported, evidenced, established, or proved by
the unsworn declaration, certificate, verification, or statement, in writing of such person which is subscribed by him, as true under penalty of
perjury, and doted, in substantiolly the following form:

{1) if executed without the United States: ‘I declare {or certify, verlfy, or state) under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
States of America that the foregoing Is true and correct. Executed on {date), (Signature)”,

(2} if executed within the United States, its territories, possessions, or commonweaiths: “4 declare {or certify, verify, or state) under
penally of perjury that the foregoing is true ond correct. Executed on {date).(Signature)”.
{Added Pub. L. 94-550, §1{a}, Oct. 18, 1976, 90 Stat. 2534.)

PRIOR PROVISIONS
A prior section 1746 was renumbered section 1745 of this title.

§ 1621. Perjury generaily

Whoever—

(1) having taken an oath before o r.'ampetent tribunal, officer, or person, in any case in which a faw of the United States authorizes an

oath to be administered, that he will testify, declare, depose, or certlfy trufy, or that any written testimony, declaration, deposition, or
certificate by him subscribed, is true, willfully and contrary to such oath states or subscribes any material matter which he does not belleve
to be true; or

(2) In any declaration, certificate, verification, or statement under penalty of perfury as permitted under section 1746 of title 28, United States
Code, willfully subscribes as true any material matter which he does not belleve to be true; Is guilly of perjury and sholl, except as otherwise
expressly provided by law, be fined under this title or Imprisoned not more than five years, or both, This sectfon is applicable whether the
statement or subscription is mode within or without the United States.

{lune 25, 1948, ch: 645, 52 Stat. 773; Pub, L. 88-619,§ 1, Oct. 3, 1964, 78 Stat. 995; Pub, L. 94-550, § 2,0ct, 18, 1976, 90 Stat. 2534; Pub. L.
103-322, title

XXX, § 330026{1)(1), Sept. 13, 1994, 108 Stat,2147.}
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

STATE OF NEVADA .
COUNTY 'OF CLARK

I am the O Plalntlff/Petltlonerﬂﬂ:Defendant/Respondent Zéxﬁéﬁél

é7 / WO (_/Méso/o - ___ for Case No: C’—/ﬁ/-é’ooosz-/

on thls (é day of ;¢¢Qnuw£ - , 20 }7' , I mailed a copy of the
Feoll d t( ) /
o ow1ng ocument (s //%Jp7£/£/ %74”76(76;/
2. N\

4. __ ] \ :
o N

h]

By United States Firét Class Mail, to the follow1ng addresses:

l.ﬁléran.d). Grierson: Cﬁr)é Mg G)w)ts 2 ljé‘(&'\ﬁ vdaﬂ:sau ﬂm‘vﬁ‘#%rmf

200 fowsis Avegme, Z oot 260 Luwsis Avenue, 00 fro 552232
Lt Vggs, NV BIIES-1/0 Lac Vogs, NV 89/85°- 2212

AN
AN

Y

# ey ot A 7
Pated this &' day of Awsuot . 20 .
u .
Respectfully submltted;

&/M#Jdaw

Slgnature

Aé?éwﬂa &. dac/doD

Printed Name

Page 1 of
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L ECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY 3
1 the understgned undersrand that a false statemenr or answer {o any questzon in this declamnon erl
subject me to penalrzes of perjury. - .
L I declare, under rhe penalty of peryury urider the laws of rhe Umred States qf Amerzca
that the above and/ar faregomg information is accurate, correct and true to the best of my !mowledge, executed

within tke terms af’NRS 171.102 andzNRS208.165 See’28 USC 1746and18 USC 162]
Dated thzs (Q day of M% _,20] 9
w@sﬂﬂw L ; 1/885%/

/ Signature -' ~ Nevada Departmént‘of Carrectrons ID #

! NRS 171.102

2 NRS 208.165

! 28 v.8.C.

§1746. Unswozn daa.laratiana under penalty of pe.rjuzy
ig8 v.s.cC.

§ 1621. Perjury generally

Page 2 of 2
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Electronically Filed
9/6/2019 3:46 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CC
CERT &;‘»ﬁ ﬂh

DARIN F. IMLAY, PUBLIC DEFENDER

NEVADA BAR NO. 5674

CHRISTY L. CRAIG, CHIEF DEPUTY PUBLIC DEFENDER
NEVADA BAR NO. 6262

PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE

309 South Third Street, Suite 226

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155

Telephone: (702) 455-4685

Facsimile: (702) 455-5112

Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff, CASE NO. C-14-300032-1

V. DEPT. NO. III
NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,

Defendant,

S S et et v et s’ et "t ot

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING
I hereby certify that on the 6th day of September, 2019, mailed the following
discovery and filings to Defendant, NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, currently incarcerated in

Nevada Department of Correction (NDQC) at Florence McClure Womens Correctional Center:

1. Defendant’s Motion To Extend Deadline to File Pretrial Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus, Electronically Filed 09/02/2014;

State’s Notice of Witnesses and/or Expert Witnesses w/ Curriculum Vitae; Electronically
filed 09/06/2016;

Lary A, Simms, D,O., M.P.H. Curriculum Vitae;

LVMPD Forensic Laboratory Statement of Qualifications;

Las Vegas Criminalistics Bureau Statement of Qualifications;

Defendant’s Motion to Extend Deadline to File Pretrial Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus, Electronically Filed 09/02/2014;

7. LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report;

8. LVMPD Evidence Impound Report;

9. LVMPD Property Report;

10. LVMPD ODV Field Tests for Methamphetamine Checklists and Results;

11. LVMPD Impounded Vehicle Release;

12. Redacted copy of LVMPD Vehicle Release from Criminalistics Bureau;

13. Redacted copy of LVMPD Vehicle Recovery;

14. Redacted copy of LVMPD Impound Report;

15. Redacted copy of Ewing Bros. Auto Body Towing Delivery Receipt;

W

Sk

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25.
26.
27,
28.

29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44,
45.
46.
47.
48.

49

50.
51
52.
53.
54.
35.
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.

. Redacted copy of LVMPD Impound Report;

. Crime Scene Evidence Maps;

. LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report;

. Crime Scene Photographs;

. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Antonio Amaro;
. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by John Hastrich;

. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Toni Silver;

. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Julie Keop;

. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Marcus Wymers;
Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Raymond Deadrick;
Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Cesar Urena;
Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Daniel Weber;

P#3878;

Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Millard Walt P#9165;
Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Scott Ufert;
Redacied hand written LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Scott Ufert;
Criminal Complaint;

LVMPD Temporary Custody Records;

LVMPD Declaration of Arrest;

LVMPD Arrest Report;

Redacted copy of LVMPD Major Incident Log;

Briefing Log;

LVMPD - Communication Center Event Search;

Unit Log By Incident Number — LVMPD;

LVMPD Incident Recall;

Clark County Coroner-Medical Examiner Anatomical Diagram;

Facebook Photos;

LVMPD Booking Photos Reg: Natasha Jackson;08/20/2005; 07/29/2014;
Criminal History Work Card/Bus License Print Out Document;

LVMPD Advisement for Custodial Interrogation;

Transcript of LVMPD Surreptitiously Recorded Statement given by Natasha Jackson;
Google Earth *Map Used During Jackson Statement;

LVMPD Officer’s Report; Officer J. Hans P#6999;

. Natasha Jackson Handwritten Notes/Statements 08/05/2014;

LVMPD Officer’s Report; Officer J. Hans P#6999°

LVMPD Arrest Report;

LVMPD Temporary Custody Record;

LVMPD Declaration of Arrest;

Sunrise Hospital & Medical Center Records;

Redacted Copy of Clark County Coroner Medical Examiner Report of Investigation
LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report;

LVMPD Autopsy Report;

LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report;

LVMPD Crime Scene Investigation Report Continuation,

LVMPD Evidence Impound Report;

LVMPD Property Report;

LVMPD ODV Field Tests For Methamphetamine Checklists and Results;

421

Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by K-9 Officer Thomas Moore
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63. LVMPD Consent to Secarch Card;

64. LVMPD Consent to Search Form;

65. Duplicate Original Search Warrant and Return;

66. LVMPD Application for Telephonic Search Warrant and Return;

67. Duplicate Original Search Warrant;

68. LVMPD Application for Telephonic Search Warrant and Return;

69. Handwritten Journal #1, Page 1 and Page 2;

70. Handwritten Journal #2, Page 1 and Page 2;

71. Transcript of Journal of Natasha Jackson Journal #1;

72. Transcript of Journal of Natasha Jackson Journal #2;

73. LVMPD Consent to Search Form and Return;

74. LVMPD Incident Recall;

75. Redacted Copy of LVMPD Arrest/Detective Report;

76. LVMPD Vehicle Release From Criminalistics Bureau;

77. LVMPD Impounded Vehicle Release;

78. LVMPD Vehicle Recovery;

79. LVMPD Impound Report;

80. Ewing Bros. Auto Body Delivery Receipt — 627657;

81. LVMPD Impound Report;

82. Record Access Request;

83. Order to Show Cause Why Temporary Writ of Restitution Should Not Issue; Case No.
14C005364; Summons;

84. Complaint for Unlawful Detainer; Case No. 14C005364;

85. Trustee’s Deed Upon Sale;

86. Application for Order To Show Cause Why Temporary Writ of Restitution Should Not
Issue;

87. Affidavit for Order To Show Cause;

88. LVMPD Photo Line-Up Witness Instructions;

89. LVMPD Photo Line Up ID: 33302;

90. Redacted LVMPD Photo Line Up Witnesses Instructions;

91. Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Eric Myrold, P#13064;

92, Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Michael Santoyo P#13942;

93. Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Stephen Mohler, P#13810;

94, Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Dominic Ramos;

95. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Julie Ramos;

96. Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Benjamen Cobb, P#14099;

97. Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Kristopher Hibbetts, P#
14320;

98. Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Officer Russell Shoemaker, P#
14458,

99. LVMPD NATASHA JACKSON Booking Photo 08/20/2005;

100, LVMPD Natasha Jackson Booking Photo 07/29/2014;

101. Alerts[2] Criminal History Work Card/Business Lic;

102. LVMPD Advisement for Custodial Interrogation;

103. Transcript of LVMPD Surreptitiously Recorded Statement given by Natasha
Jackson;

104. Google earth Map Used During Jackson Statement;

105. LVMPD Officer’s Report; Officer J. Hans, P# 6999;
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106. Natasha Jackson’s Handwritten Notes; 08/05/2014;

107. LVMPD Officer’s Report; Officer J. Hans, P#6999;

108. Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Jasmine Ramos;

109, Redacted Transcript of LVMPD Voluntary Statement given by Michael Ramos
(Juvenile).

Case file was deposited in the United States mail in Las Vegas, Nevada, in a sealed envelope,

postage prepaid to:

Case Name:
Case No.:
Dept. No.:

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON, BAC #1188581

FLORENCE MCCLURE WOMENS CORRECTIONAL CENTER
4370 SMILEY ROAD

LAS VEGAS, NV 89115

By: /s/ Sara Ruano
Secretary for the Clark County Public Defender’s Office

NATASHA GALENN JACKSON
C-14-300032-1
District Court, Department ITT
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Electronically Filed
) 3/11/2020 10:51 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE CO
ORDR W ,Em.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON

Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #0015635

KAREN MISHLER

Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #013730

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
. CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintif] CASENO: C-14-300032-1
v DEPTNO: I
NATASHA JACKSON,
#1921058
Defendant. ORDER FOR TRANSCRIPT

Upon the ex-parte application of the State of Nevada, represented by STEVEN B.
WOLFSON, Clark County District Attorney, by and through, KAREN MISHLER, Deputy
District Attorney, in order to create a full and accurate record on appeal and necessary for the
State to prepare its Court ordered Response, good cause appearing therefor,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a transcript of the Entry of Plea heard on the 12 day
of August, 2017, be prepared by Sara Richardson, Court Recorder for the above-entitled Court
within 14 days by March 19, 2020.

DATED this __&f day of March, 2020.

DISTRICTJUDGE ~ G¢
STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
BY SO
N MISHLER

Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #013730
jg/CAU

Wi2013R013B\GIN3NI3BGJ137-ORDR-{JACKSON__NATASHA)-001.DOCX

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

Vs.

NATASHA JACKSON,

Defendant.

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

DEPT. 1l

Nt et o s o Vo ot g Vo s g ot

Electronically Filed
3/12/2020 8:37 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERS OF THE 0025

CASE NO: C-14-300032-1

BEFORE THE HONORABLE DOUGLAS W. HERNDON, DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 12, 2017

RECORDER’S TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING RE:

APPEARANCES:

For the State:
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Las Vegas, Nevada; Tuesday, September 12, 2017

[Proceeding commenced at 9:27 a.m.]

THE COURT: Christy, you ready on yours?

MS. CRAIG: Ifit's stamped, I'm ready.

THE COURT: Pardon?

THE CLERK: Stamped?

THE COURT: Oh. Okay.

MS. CRAIG: | gave her a guilty plea --

THE COURT: Gotit.

MS. CRAIG: -- on Natasha Jackson. Pam’s here.

THE COURT: All right. Ms. Jackson is present in custody.

MS. CRAIG: Sheis.

THE COURT: This is 300032. We do also have an amended
indictment that was filed. Ms. Jackson, my understanding is -- and first off, we're
gonna interlineate at line 12 of pages 1 on both the amended indictment and
guilty plea to reflect Department 3 instead of Department 10.

MS. WECKERLY: Oh.

THE COURT: That's okay. Ms. Jackson, my understanding is that
you're going to be pleading guilty this morning to one count of first degree murder
with use of a deadly weapon and one count of robbery with use of a deadly
weapon. s that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: That you and your attorney and the State have all

stipulated to a sentence of 20 years to life for the first-degree murder charge;
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with a consecutive 8 to 20 years for the deadly weapon enhancement. Is that
your understanding?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So that would be 28 years to life on the first-degree
murder charge.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Additionally, you and your attorney and the
State have stipulated to a sentence of 4 to15 years for the robbery charge; with a
consecutive 3 to15 years for the deadly weapon enhancement on the robbery
charge. Is that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So that would be a 7 to 30-year sentence for the
robbery with a deadly weapon charge. You understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And furthermore, that the parties are agreeing that the
robbery with the deadly weapon charge will run consecutively to the murder with
a deadly weapon charge. So that would be a total of 35 years to life for the two
charges combined. Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. And you're in agreement with those
negotiations?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. And is your true name Natasha Galenn
Jackson?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.
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THE COURT: How old are you Ms. Jackson?

THE DEFENDANT: 38.

THE COURT: And how far did you go in school?

THE DEFENDANT: High School.

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

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: You've received a copy of the amended indictment in
this case that lists those two charges that we just discussed?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And you've had a chance to discuss those charges
with your attorney?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And you believe you understand the nature and
elements of those charges and what they're alleging that you did wrong?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And | would assume that as part of your discussions
entering into today’s plea agreement, you had discussions with your attorney
particularly with regard to the murder charge about the varying degrees of a
homicide charge including first-degree murder, second-degree murder, voluntary
manslaughter, and involuntary manslaughter.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And you're comfortable that you understand the
distinctions between those different levels of a homicide charge.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. How do you plead to count one, murder with
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use of a deadly weapon, first degree?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: Count two, robbery with use of a deadly weapon?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty.

THE COURT: Before | accept your pleas, | need to make sure they're
freely and voluntarily made. Are they?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Anybody force you or coerce you or threaten you in
any way to get you to plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Anybody make any promises to you other than the
agreed upon sentencing structure, to get you to plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Anybody -- okay. | have before me as well a -- | was
getting ready to repeat myself that's why | stopped. I'm sorry. | have before me
a written plea agreement which looks like it has your signature on page 6. Did
you sign that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Did you have a chance to read that before you signed

THE DEFENDANT: Mm-hmm.
THE COURT: And that’s interlineated to reflect a September date on

MS. CRAIG: Your Honor, if | could, she and | had been talking about

this negotiation since January.
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THE COURT: Right.

MS. CRAIG: So we've had very long term discussions over the last --

THE COURT: Well, | notice that --

MS. CRAIG: -- nine months or so.

THE COURT: -- the plea agreement was originally dated in June --

MS. CRAIG: That's correct.

THE COURT: -- so obviously this particular offer has been
outstanding for some period of time.

MS. CRAIG: Yes.

THE COURT: Is that correct, Ms. Jackson?

MS. CRAIG: Yes, that's accurate.

THE COURT: Okay. So you did have a chance to read the plea
agreement before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And was your attorney available to answer any
guestions you had before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And do you believe you understood everything in it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Did you all discuss the six constitutional rights listed on
pages 4 and 5 that you waive and give up by entering a plea?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes -- okay. Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Do you remember what I'm talking about in there?

THE DEFENDANT: Mm-hmm.

THE COURT: Okay. And you're comfortable that you understand
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those?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. You understand that for the charges you're
pleading to, on the murder charge, there’s a variety of sentences that would be
available under the law. Separate apart from what you agreed upon with your
attorney and the State. And that includes the sentence of life without the
possibility of parole; life with the possibility of parole with eligibility for parole
beginning after 20 years has been served; or a definite term of 50 years with
eligibility for parole beginning after 20 years. You understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: And that there is a consecutive mandatory sentence of
not less than 1, nor more than 20 years for the weapon enhancement.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: You understand that for count two, the law provides for
a sentence of not less than 2, nor more than 15 years for the robbery portion; as
well as a mandatory consecutive sentence of not less than 1, nor more than 15
years for the weapon enhancement.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: You understand that for the two charges you're
pleading guilty to, you are not eligible for probation. So you have to serve the
prison sentence.

THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: And you understand that sentencing is completely up
to the Court. No one’s in a position to guarantee you a particular sentence.

THE DEFENDANT: Right.
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THE COURT: Okay. You have any --

MS. CRAIG: And she wouldn’t have to -- she would be eligible for
parole. At some point.

THE COURT: Oh, yeah.

MS. CRAIG: Yes. | just want to make --

THE COURT: Just not eligible to be placed on probation for the
charges.

MS. CRAIG: Right.

THE COURT: Okay. You have any questions for myself or your
attorney before | accept your plea?

THE DEFENDANT: No, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. My understanding is you're pleading guilty here
today because on or about July 29, 2014, here in Clark County, Nevada, you did
at that time, willfully, unlawfully and feloniously and with malice aforethought, kill
Richard Ramos with use of a deadly weapon that being a firearm by shooting at
and into the body of that gentleman. That killing having been willful, deliberate,
and premeditated and/or having occurred during the perpetration or attempted
perpetration of a burglary, robbery and/or a kidnapping. Is that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Right. Yes.

THE COURT: And that you're guilty of that charge under one or more
of the following principals of liability: Number 1, that you directly committed those
acts or that you engaged in a conspiracy and/or a conspiracy to commit a
burglary and/or robbery and/or kidnapping and/or murder and/or 3) by aiding and
abetting Cody Winters in the commission of that crime with the intent that a

burglary, robbery or kidnapping and/or murder occur by approaching the
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residence of Mr. Ramos with Mr. Winters; requesting to use a telephone and
engaging in a course of conduct where Mr. Winters produced a gun, struggled
with Mr. Ramos, during which time period you stabbed Mr. Ramos with a
screwdriver and attacked Julie Ramos with the screwdriver with the intent to aid
Mr. Winters in the commission of the burglary of the Ramos residence and/or the
robbery of Mr. Ramos and/or kidnapping and/or killing of Mr. Ramos. Is all of
that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. With regard to count two, same date here in
Clark County, Nevada you willfully, unlawfully and feloniously took personal
property to wit, keys, cellular telephone and/or an iPhone from the person of
Scott Ufert, U-F-E-R-T. Or in his presence by means of force or violence or fear
of injury to that gentleman and without the consent and against his will and that
you used a deadly weapon to wit, a firearm and/or a knife during the perpetration
of that crime. That you are criminally liable either by directly committing that
crime and/or by aiding and abetting Mr. Winter’'s in the commission of that crime
with the intent that the crime be committed. By entering into a course of conduct
where by Mr. Winters pointed a firearm at Mr. Ufert and demanded property while
you pulled out and wielded a knife and by providing counsel and encouragement
to one another during the course of that crime and/or pursuant to a conspiracy.
Is all that correct as well?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. Court finds the Defendant’s pleas are freely and
voluntarily made and she understands the nature and consequences of her

pleas. Set sentencing in 50 days and refer the matter to Department of Parole
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and Probation for preparation of a sentencing report.
THE CLERK: October 31% at 9:00 a.m.
THE COURT: You need any more time than
MS. CRAIG: Yeah --
THE COURT: -- 50 days?

MS. CRAIG: -- I'm gonna be out of town that day.

THE COURT: Okay. Do you need any more time than the 50 days or

justa --
MS. CRAIG: No --
THE COURT: -- different date?

MS. CRAIG: --just like one more day | come back.

THE COURT: Okay.
MS. CRAIG: | fly back that day.

THE COURT: We will continue it to the week following that.

THE CLERK: Let's do November 7™ at 9:00
MS. CRAIG: Thank you.
THE COURT: Allright. Calendar call and tri

ladies. Thank you.

a.m.

al date are vacated,

[Proceeding concluded at 9:38 a.m.]
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ATTEST: | do hereby certify that | have truly and correctly transcribed the
audio/video proceedings in the above-entitled case to the best of my ability.

Soy Koy

Stacey Ray
Court Recorder/Tra
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

e CASE NO: A-20-810845-W
NATASHA JACKSON, €300032-1
#1921058 DEPT NO: X

Defendant.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND ORDER

DATE OF HEARING: FEBRUARY 11, 2021
TIME OF HEARING: 8:30 AM

THIS CAUSE having come on for hearing before the Honorable TIERRA JONES,
District Judge, on the 10 day of February, 2021, the Petitioner being present, proceeding in
proper person, the Respondent being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County
District Attorney, by and through MICHELLE FLECK, Chief Deputy District Attorney, and
the Court having considered the matter, including briefs, transcripts, testimony and arguments
by counsels, and documents on file herein, now therefore, the Court makes the following
findings of fact and conclusions of law:

I
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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On August 8, 2014, the State charged Respondent Natasha Jackson (“Petitioner”) with
Count 1 — Burglary While in Possession of a Firearm (Category B Felony - NRS 205.060);
Counts 2 and 3 — Attempt Robbery with use of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS
200.380, 193.330, 193.165); Count 4 — Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon (Category A
Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.165); Count 5 — Attempt Murder with use of a Deadly
Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.330, 193.165); Count 6 — First
Degree Kidnapping (Category A Felony - NRS 200.310, 200.320); Count 7 — Robbery with
use of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 200.380, 193.165); and Count 8 — Burglary
while in Possession of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 205.060).

On October 6, 2014, Petitioner filed a Pretrial Petition for Writ Of Habeas Corpus
(“Pretrial Writ”). The State filed its Return on October 24, 2014. Petitioner filed a Reply on
October 29, 2014. On November 10, 2014, the District Court granted Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ
in part and denied it in part. Specifically, the District Court dismissed Counts 1 and 8. The
Order was filed December 4, 2014. On December 12, 2014, the State appealed the Court’s
ruling. On March 25, 2016, the Nevada Supreme Court reversed the District Court’s dismissal
of the two (2) counts and remanded the case back to the District Court.

On September 12, 2017, Petitioner pled guilty to Count 1 — Murder with use of a Deadly
Weapon (First Degree); and Count 2 — Robbery with Use of a Deadly Weapon pursuant to a
Guilty Plea Agreement (“GPA”).

On November 17, 2017, the Court sentenced Petitioner as follows: Count 1 — twenty
(20) years to life, plus a consecutive sentence of ninety-six (96) to two hundred forty (240)
months for the deadly weapon enhancement; and Count 2 — forty-eight (48) to one hundred
eighty (180) months, plus a consecutive sentence of thirty-six (36) to one hundred eighty (180)
months for the deadly weapon enhancement. Petitioner’s aggregate sentence was thirty-five
(35) years to life. The Judgment of Conviction was filed on November 13, 2017, Petitioner did

not file a direct appeal.

2
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On February 27, 2018, Petitioner’s counsel filed a Motion to Withdraw as counsel. On
March 20, 2018, the Court granted counsel’s Motion.

On July 18, 2018, Petitioner filed a Motion for the Production of Documents, Papers,
Pleadings and Tangible Property of Defendant. On August 9, 2018, the Court granted
Petitioner’s Motion.

On November 1, 2018, Petitioner filed a Motion for Enlargement of Time in Which to
File Post-Conviction Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. On November 27, 2018, the Court
granted Petitioner’s Motion, and ordered a briefing schedule set should Petitioner file a
Petition.

On April 19, 2019, Petitioner filed a second Motion for Enlargement of Time to file.
The Court granted Petitioner’s Motion on May 14, 2019 and ordered Petitioner to file any
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by August 13, 2019.

On August 9, 2019, Petitioner filed a third Motion for Enlargement of Time to File. On
August 15, 2019, the Court granted Petitioner’s Motion, and ordered Petitioner to file any
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by December 12, 2019. On February 20, 2020, the Court
set another briefing schedule and ordered Petitioner to file a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
by April 23, 2020.

On February 26, 2020, Petitioner filed the instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
(Post-Conviction) (“Petition”). On March 25, 2020, the State filed a Response to Petitioner’s
Petition. On February 11, 2021, this Court made the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law.

ANALYSIS
L PETITIONER RECEIVED EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL

Courts must dismiss a petition if a petitioner plead guilty and the petitioner is not
alleging “that the plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered, or that the plea was entered
without effective assistance of counsel.” NRS 34.810(1)(a). Further, substantive claims—even
those disguised as ineffective assistance of counsel claims—are beyond the scope of habeas

1
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and waived. NRS 34.724(2)(a); Evans, 117 Nev. at 646-47, 29 P.3d at 523; Franklin, 110 Nev.
at 752, 877 P.2d at 1059.

The United States Supreme Court has long recognized that “the right to counsel is the
right to the effective assistance of counsel.” Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686, 104
S. Ct. 2052, 2063 (1984); see also State v. Love, 109 Nev. 1136, 1138, 865 P.2d 322, 323

(1993). To prevail on a claim of ineffective assistance of trial counsel, a petitioner must prove
he was denied “reasonably effective assistance” of counsel by satisfying the two-prong test of
Strickland, 466 U.S. at 686-87, 104 S. Ct. at 2063-64. See also Love, 109 Nev. at 1138, 865
P.2d at 323. Under the Strickland test, a petitioner must show first that his counsel's
representation fell below an objective standard of reasonableness, and second, that but for
counsel's errors, there is a reasonable probability that the result of the proceedings would have
been different. 466 U.S. at 687-88, 694, 104 S. Ct. at 2065, 2068; Warden, Nevada State
Prison v. Lyons, 100 Nev. 430, 432, 683 P.2d 504, 505 (1984) (adopting the Strickland two-

part test). “[T]here is no reason for a court deciding an ineffective assistance claim to approach
the inquiry in the same order or even to address both components of the inquiry if the defendant
makes an insufficient showing on one.” Strickland, 466 U.S. at 697, 104 S. Ct. at 2069.

A habeas corpus petitioner must prove the disputed factual allegations underlying his
ineffective-assistance claim by a preponderance of the evidence. Means v. State, 120 Nev.

1001, 1012, 103 P.3d 25, 33 (2004). Claims of ineffective assistance of counsel asserted in a

petition for post-conviction relief must be supported with specific factual allegations, which if

true, would entitle the petitioner to relief. Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498, 502, 686 P.2d 222,

225 (1984). “Bare” and “naked” allegations are not sufficient, nor are those belied and repelled
by the record. Id. NRS 34.735(6) states in relevant part, “[Petitioner] must allege specific
facts supporting the claims in the petition][.| . . . Failure to allege specific facts rather than just
conclusions may cause your petition to be dismissed.” Id. at 502-03, 686 P.2d at 225.

“There are countless ways to provide effective assistance in any given case. Even the
best criminal defense attorneys would not defend a particular client in the same way.”

Strickland, 466 U.S. at 689, 104 S. Ct. at 689. “Strategic choices made by counsel after

4
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thoroughly investigating the plausible options are almost unchallengeable.” Dawson v. State,

108 Nev. 112, 117, 825 P.2d 593, 596 (1992); see also Ford v. State, 105 Nev. 850, 853, 784

P.2d 951, 953 (1989). Counsel cannot be ineffective for failing to make futile objections or
arguments. Ennis v. State, 122 Nev., 694, 706, 137 P.3d 1095, 1103 (2006).

In order to meet the “prejudice prong” of the Strickland test when a conviction is the
result of a guilty plea, the petitioner must show a “reasonable probability that, but for counsel’s
errors, he would not have pleaded guilty and would have insisted on going to trial.” Kirksey,
112 Nev. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107 (quoting Hill, 474 U.S. at 59, 106 S.Ct. at 370) “A

reasonable probability is a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome.”
Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694, 104 S. Ct. at 2068. “Bare” or “naked” allegations are not sufficient
to show ineffectiveness of counsel. Hargrove, 100 Nev. at 502, 686 P.2d at 225.

Here, Petitioner claims of ineffective assistance of counsel center around pretrial
investigation and obtaining discovery after Petitioner was sentenced. Petitioner’s claims do
not allege that counsel’s actions made her plea unknowing, unintelligent, or involuntary; or
that she entered her plea without effective assistance of counsel. Therefore, Petitioner waived
her ability to raise these claims and this Court should summarily dismiss the instant Petition.
However, even on the merits of Petitioner’s claims, the Court nevertheless denies this Petition
as all of Petitioner’s claims are either belied by the record or bare and naked assertions devoid
of factual support.

A. Petitioner’s claims in Ground 1 fail,

In Ground 1, Petitioner raises several claims dealing primarily with the adequacy of

counsel’s investigation and trial preparation prior to her guilty plea. Petition at 1-3 & 6.

Counsel is expected to conduct legal and factual investigations when developing a

defense so they may make informed decisions on their client’s behalf. Jackson v. Warden, 91
Nev. 430, 433, 537 P.2d 473, 474 (1975) (quoting In re Saunders, 2 Cal.3d 1033, 88 Cal Rptr.
633, 638, 472 P.2d 921, 926 (1970)). “[D]efense counsel has a duty ‘to make reasonable
investigations or to make a reasonable decision that makes particular investigations

unnecessary.” Love, 109 Nev. at 1138, 865 P.2d at 323 (guoting Strickland, 466 U.S. at 691,

5
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104 S. Ct. at 2066). A defendant who contends his attorney was ineffective because he did not
adequately investigate must show how a better investigation would have rendered a more
favorable outcome. Molina, 120 Nev. at 192, 87 P.3d at 538.

Petitioner first argues that counsel failed to note inconsistencies between witness

statements and the physical evidence. Petition at 1. Specifically, Petitioner notes that the

medical examiner’s Grand Jury testimony conflicted with Julie Ramos’s statement. The
medical examiner testified, while Julie Ramos stated that Petitioner hit her husband with a

wrench and stabbed her with a screwdriver. Petition at 2. Petitioner further notes that Julie

Ramos’s statement conflicted with Petitioner’s statement to the police and therefore, Julie
Ramos 1s not to be believed. Petition at 2. As a result of these inconsistencies, Petitioner
appears to claim that Count 8 was disingenuous and counsel should have challenged it. Petition
at 2.

Petitioner’s claim is belied by the record. Counsel did challenge the factual basis for
Count 8 in the Pretrial Writ filed on October 6, 2014. Pretrial Writ, at 5-7. Initially, counsel
appeared to be successful because, the District Court granted Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ in part

and dismissed Counts 1 and 8. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, at 2. It was

the Nevada Supreme Court who disagreed with counsel’s interpretation and reversed the

Court’s decision on March 25, 2016. Order of Reversal and Remand at 4. Counsel can hardly

be expected to do more. Further, any additional challenge would have been futile, given that
even the Nevada Supreme Court stated there was a sufficient factual basis supporting Count
8. As such, Petitioner’s claim that counsel did not investigate any inconsistencies or challenge
the evidence is belied by the record. Regarding any other inconsistencies counsel allegedly
failed to investigate, Petitioner does not demonstrate what specific information that
investigation would have revealed or how it would have resulted in her deciding to proceed to
trial. Molina, 120 Nev. at 192, 87 P.3d at 538.

Petitioner next claims that counsel failed to prepare a trial strategy. Petition at 2.
Petitioner claims this shows that counsel’s only plan of action was for Petitioner to plead

guilty. Id. at 2. Not only is this a bare and naked claim unsupported by any specific facts, but

6
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whether counsel prepared for trial is irrelevant because Petitioner pled guilty over two (2)
months before the scheduled trial date. As Petitioner pled guilty, there was no need for trial
strategy and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for allegedly not preparing one. United

States v. Cronic, 466 U.S. 648, 657 n.19, 104 S.Ct. 2039, 2046 n. 19 (1984) (“The constitution

does not require that defense counsel do what 1s impossible or unethical. If there is no bona
fide defense to the charge, counsel cannot create one and may disserve the interests of his
client by attempting a useless charade™).

Third, Petitioner accuses counsel of ineffectiveness because the State’s offer was
extended three and a half years after her arrest and allegedly did not change. Petition at 2.
Counsel had no control over the timing or the substance of the State’s offer. From December
2014 until March 2016, this matter was pending before the Nevada Supreme Court on appeal
and the District Court did not have the jurisdiction to do anything, including accept a guilty
plea. Once the Nevada Supreme Court remanded the matter back to the District Court, counsel
immediately began discussing offers with the State. That the offer conveyed by the State did
not change is not something counsel had any control over, and Petitioner fails to provide any
authority stating otherwise. Indeed, common sense dictates that defense counsel cannot be
deemed ineffective for failing to do something they had no control over. Additionally,
Petitioner had six (6) months to decide whether to plead guilty and the plea canvass established
that when Petitioner did plead guilty, she did so freely and voluntarily.

Moreover, Petitioner cannot show prejudice because she does not claim she would have
rejected a better or earlier conveyed offer and insisted on proceeding to trial. Kirksey, 112
Nev. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107. Indeed, she cannot, as such a claim would be logically
inconsistent. Had counsel received a better offer, because Petitioner accepted the instant
negotiation, Petitioner would not have likely accepted a more favorable offer. As such, this
claim fails.

Fourth, Petitioner claims counsel should have challenged the deadly weapon
enhancement and that she would have received a lesser sentence had counsel done so. Petition

at 6. To the extent Petitioner claims counsel should have challenged the deadly weapon

7
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enhancement pre-plea, such a claim was waived when she pled guilty and is further belied by
the record. In Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ, counsel expressly argued that there was not sufficient
evidence supporting the deadly weapon enhancement. Pretrial Writ, at 5-7. To the extent
Petitioner is claiming counsel should have challenged the enhancement post-plea, Petitioner
continues to fault counsel of ineffectiveness for failing to make a futile motion or argument.
Ennis, 122 Nev. at 706, 137 P.3d at 1103. Petitioner pled guilty to Murder with Use of a Deadly
Weapon (First Degree). GPA at 1. Once Petitioner did so, the deadly weapon enhancement
could not be removed from the charging document. As such, Petitioner’s claim is baseless and
otherwise belied by the record.

Fifth, Petitioner’s final claim raised in Ground 1 revolves around her police
interrogation. Petitioner first claims counsel should have filed a motion to admit the
interrogation at the Grand Jury so they could assess the accuracy of Detective McCarthy’s
version of Petitioner’s story, intent, and lucidity. Petition at 6. Second, Petitioner claims
counsel should have attempted to suppress the interrogation as the statements were made while
she was under the influence of methamphetamine and experiencing delusional thoughts, erratic
speech patterns and sporadic loss of consciousness. Id. Petitioner’s first claim is belied by
counsel’s arguments in the Pretrial Writ. Counsel argued that the charges against Petitioner
should be dismissed because the State should have, and failed to, admit Pectitioner’s
interrogation to the Grand Jury to highlight the inconsistencies in Detective McCarthy’s
statement. Pretrial Writ, at 7-12. As counsel has no control over what evidence the State
presents to a Grand Jury save for a pretrial writ, counsel did all they could and cannot be
deemed ineffective. Second, Petitioner’s claim that counsel should have moved to suppress
her statements is meritless because Petitioner pled guilty in lieu of trial. When Petitioner pled
guilty, any question of her state of mind during the police interrogation became irrelevant as
there was no longer a trial where her statement could or could not be admitted. Moreover,
Petitioner does not establish that counsel could have successfully suppressed her statement.
Counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for failing to make a futile motion. Ennis, 122 Nev. at

706, 137 P.3d at 1103. Finally, Petitioner does not explain that had counsel attempted to
8
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suppress her statement, she would have insisted on proceeding to trial. Therefore, Petitioner’s
claim fails.
B. Petitioner’s claims in Ground 2 fail.

The crux of Petitioner’s claims in Ground 2 revolve around the speed with which
defense counsel provided copies of her discovery post-sentence. Petitioner claims that counsel
ignored Court orders to send Petitioner her discovery in a timely fashion. Petition at 4.
Petitioner then claims that even when she received her file from counsel, the file did not
include a transcript of the plea canvass and did not include emails between counsel and the
state regarding negotiations. Id. at 7.

As an initial matter, counsel’s actions after she was sentenced and transported to prison
had absolutely no bearing on the validity of her plea. Therefore, there is no way Petitioner can
demonstrate that counsel’s actions impacted her decision to plead guilty and her claim is
dismissed.

Further, Petitioner cannot show prejudice. The court allowed Petitioner to file the
instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus over two and a half years after the Judgment of
Conviction was filed because Petitioner continued to inform the Court she did not have all of
the information necessary to file a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. Moreover, Petitioner
has not established that any email communication between the State and counsel regarding
negotiations exists. Counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for failing to provide nonexistent
information. Finally, counsel did not provide a copy of the transcript of Petitioner’s plea
canvass because that transcript was not prepared until the State requested the Court prepare it
after Petitioner filed her Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction). Order for
Transcript, filed on March 11, 2020. Therefore, Petitioner’s claim in Ground 2 should fail.

Petitioner also appears to claim in Ground 2 that she was sentenced on incorrect
information. Petition at 7. Such a claim is nothing more than a bare and naked claim
unsupported by specific facts in the record. Petitioner does not point to specific facts that she
alleges to be incorrect. Hargrove, 100 Nev. at 502, 686 P.2d at 225. To the extent Petitioner

claims the Court incorrectly sentenced her on the Deadly Weapon enhancement, as explained

9
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above, because Petitioner pled guilty to Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon (First Degree),
she admitted to using a deadly weapon. As such, the Court did not err in considering that fact
when sentencing her and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for not making a futile
objection. Ennis, 122 Nev. at 706, 137 P.3d at 1103.

C. Petitioner’s plea was knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily made.

Petitioner appears to claim that counsel was ineffective in advising her to accept the

State’s plea deal of a stipulated aggregate sentence of thirty-five (35) years to life. Petition at
3. Petitioner claims counsel did not elaborate on the terms outlined in the Guilty Plea
Agreement and led her to believe it was in her best interest to plead guilty and file an appeal
after. Petition at 6. Petitioner further claims that counsel did not warn her that by pleading
guilty, she would be waiving her right to file a direct appeal. Petition at 6. Petitioner’s claim
is belied by the record.

To establish a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel for advice regarding a guilty

plea, a defendant must show “gross error on the part of counsel.” Turner v. Calderon, 281 F.3d

851, 880 (9th Cir. 2002). It is true that defendant is entitled to effective assistance of counsel
in the plea-bargaining process and in determining whether to accept or reject a plea offer.
Lafler v. Cooper, 566 U.S. 156, 163, 132 S. Ct. 1376, 1384 (2012); see also McMann v.
Richardson, 397 U.S. 759, 771, 90 S. Ct. 1441 (1970) (the Constitution guarantees effective

counsel when accepting guilty plea). In considering the defendant’s “right to make a
reasonably informed decision whether to accept a plea offer,” importantly, the question is not
whether, “counsel’s advice [was] right or wrong, but . . . whether that advice was within the
range of competence demanded of attorneys in criminal cases.” Id. {quoting United States v.

Day, 969 F.2d 39, 43 (3rd Cir. 1992), and McMann, 397 U.S. 771, 90 S. Ct. at 1449,

Petitioner’s claim that counsel was ineffective when advising her to accept the plea deal
was 1S nothing more than a bare and naked claim. Petitioner offers no specific facts indicating
that counsel’s advice to plead guilty was unreasonable. Petitioner was charged with eight (8)
serious felony counts, including Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon, and First-Degree

Kidnapping, both of which carried potential sentences of life without the possibility of parole.
10
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Had Petitioner proceeded to trial, and had Petitioner been convicted of only those two (2)
counts, she could have been sentenced to two {2) consecutive life sentences. As such, counsel
was very reasonable in recommending that Petitioner accept the State’s offer to stipulate to an
aggregate sentence of thirty-five (35) years to life. Moreover, it was Petitioner’s decision of
whether to plead guilty and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for offering candid advice.
Further, Petitioner’s claim that counsel did not spend time reviewing the GPA with her
or that counsel forced her to plead guilty is belied by the record. First, in signing the GPA,

Petitioner acknowledged that she knew and understood she was waiving the right to file a

direct appeal. Guilty Plea Agreement at 5. The Court confirmed that she understood that
waiver during the plea canvass. Plea Canvass at 6. During the plea canvass, Petitioner further
confirmed that she had been discussing and reviewing the GPA with counsel for nine (9)

months and that counsel had reviewed the entire GPA with her:

MS. CRAIG: Your Honor, if I could, she and I had been talking about this
negotiation since January.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. CRAIG: So we’ve had very long term discussions over the last --
THE COURT: Well, I notice that --

MS. CRAIG: -- nin¢ months or s0.

THE COURT: -- the plea agreement was originally dated in June --

MS. CRAIG: That’s correct.

THE COURT: -- so obviously this particular offer has been outstanding
for some period of time.

MS. CRAIG: Yes.

THE COURT: Is that correct, Ms. Jackson?

MS. CRAIG: Yes, that’s accurate.

THE COURT: Okay. So you did have a chance to read the plea
agreement before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And was your attorney available to answer any
questions you had before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And do you believe you understood everything in it?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Did you all discuss the six constitutional rights listed
on pages 4 and 5 that you waive and give up by entering a plea?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes -- okay. Yes, sir.

11
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THE COURT: Do you remember what I’m talking about in there?
THE DEFENDANT: Mm-hmm.

THE COURT: Okay. And you’re comfortable that you understand
those?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir

Recorder’s Transcript of Hearing Re: Murder Team Assignment (“Plea Canvass™), at 6-7

(emphasis added).

Therefore, the record is clear that Petitioner understood the consequences outlined in
the GPA, which belies her claim that counsel did not review the entirety of the GPA or that
she did not understand what rights she was waiving by pleading guilty. Id. at 5-6. Finally,
Petitioner confirmed that her attorney reviewed the agreement with her and answered all of
her questions. Id. at 6. As such, Petitioner knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily pled guilty,
and Petitioner has failed to demonstrate otherwise.

II. PETITIONER IS NOT ENTITLED TO POST-CONVICTION COUNSEL

Under the U.S. Constitution, the Sixth Amendment provides no right to counsel in post-
conviction proceedings. Coleman v. Thompson, 501 U.S. 722, 752, 111 S. Ct. 2546, 2566
(1991). In McKague v. Warden, 112 Nev. 159, 163, 912 P.2d 255, 258 (1996), the Nevada

Supreme Court specifically held that with the exception of NRS 34.820(1)(a) (entitling
appointed counsel when petitioner is under a sentence of death), one does not have “any
constitutional or statutory right to counsel at all” in post-conviction proceedings. Id. at 164,
012 P.2d at 258.

Although NRS 34.750 gives courts the discretion to appoint post-conviction counsel,
that discretion should be used only to the extent “the court is satisfied that the allegation of
indigency is true and the petition is not dismissed summarily.” NRS 34.750. NRS 34.750
further requires courts to “consider whether: (a) the issues are difficult; (b) the Defendant is
unable to comprehend the proceedings; or (¢) counsel is necessary to proceed with discovery.”
Id.

Here, Petitioner is not entitled to counsel. First, her claims are either waived or belied
by the record. Moreover, Petitioner’s claims are not complex, and no additional discovery is
needed. As such, Petitioner’s Motion for Appointment of Counsel is denied.

12
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ORDER

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Petition for Post-Conviction Relief
Dated his 41h day of Merch, 2027

and Metion for Appointment of Counsel shall bs, and it i, hereby denisd,

STEVEN B, WOLF3ON ARS BOR - 974
Clark County District Attorney %}B@%@B %%g Dovas
Nevada Bar #001363 District Court Judge

BY /¢ TALEEN PANDUKHT
TALEEN PANDUKHT
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #5734

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

L certify that on the 2nd day of March, 2021, T mailed a copy of the foregeing proposed

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order to:

NATASHA JACKSON, #1188581
FLORENCE MICCLURE WONEN'S CC
4370 SMIILEY ROAD

LASVEGASNY 89115

BY /3/J HAYES
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Urlice

14F12024TB/b/ WM YU
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Natasha Jackson, Plaintiff(s) CASE NO: A-20-810845-W
VS, DEPT. NO. Department 10

State of Nevada, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District
Court. The foregoing Final Accounting 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: 3/4/2021

Dept 3 Law Clerk deptO3lc@clarkcountycourts.us
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Electronically Filed
3/10/2021 11:07 AM
Steven D. Grierson

NEO
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
NATASHA JACKSON,
Case No: C-14-300032-1
Petitioner, Dept No: X
VS.
THE STATE OF NEVADA,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FINDINGS OF FACT,
Respondent, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on March 4, 2021, the court entered a decision or order in this matter, a
true and correct copy of which is attached to this notice.

You may appeal to the Supreme Court from the decision or order of this court. If you wish to appeal, you
must file a notice of appeal with the clerk of this court within thirty-three (33) days after the date this notice is

mailed to you. This notice was mailed on March 10, 2021.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CLERK OF THE COURT

/s/ Amanda Hampton
Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk

CERTIFICATE OF E-SERVICE / MAILING

I hereby certify that on this 10 day of March 2021, I served a copy of this Notice of Entry on the
following:

M By e-mail:
Clark County District Attorney’s Office
Anorney General’s Office — Appellate Division-

M The United States mail addressed as follows:
Natasha Jackson # 1188581
4370 Smiley Rd.
Las Vegas, NV 89115

/s/ Amanda Hampton
Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk

1

Case Number: C-14-300032-1
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Electronically Filed
03/04/2021 8,21 AM_

CLERK OF THE COURT

FFCO

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
TALEEN PANDUKHT

Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #5734

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500

Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,
Plaintiff,

e CASE NO: A-20-810845-W
NATASHA JACKSON, €300032-1
#1921058 DEPT NO: X

Defendant.

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW AND ORDER

DATE OF HEARING: FEBRUARY 11, 2021
TIME OF HEARING: 8:30 AM

THIS CAUSE having come on for hearing before the Honorable TIERRA JONES,
District Judge, on the 10 day of February, 2021, the Petitioner being present, proceeding in
proper person, the Respondent being represented by STEVEN B. WOLFSON, Clark County
District Attorney, by and through MICHELLE FLECK, Chief Deputy District Attorney, and
the Court having considered the matter, including briefs, transcripts, testimony and arguments
by counsels, and documents on file herein, now therefore, the Court makes the following
findings of fact and conclusions of law:

I
"
"
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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On August 8, 2014, the State charged Respondent Natasha Jackson (“Petitioner”) with
Count 1 — Burglary While in Possession of a Firearm (Category B Felony - NRS 205.060);
Counts 2 and 3 — Attempt Robbery with use of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS
200.380, 193.330, 193.165); Count 4 — Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon (Category A
Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.165); Count 5 — Attempt Murder with use of a Deadly
Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.330, 193.165); Count 6 — First
Degree Kidnapping (Category A Felony - NRS 200.310, 200.320); Count 7 — Robbery with
use of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 200.380, 193.165); and Count 8 — Burglary
while in Possession of a Deadly Weapon (Category B Felony - NRS 205.060).

On October 6, 2014, Petitioner filed a Pretrial Petition for Writ Of Habeas Corpus
(“Pretrial Writ”). The State filed its Return on October 24, 2014. Petitioner filed a Reply on
October 29, 2014. On November 10, 2014, the District Court granted Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ
in part and denied it in part. Specifically, the District Court dismissed Counts 1 and 8. The
Order was filed December 4, 2014. On December 12, 2014, the State appealed the Court’s
ruling. On March 25, 2016, the Nevada Supreme Court reversed the District Court’s dismissal
of the two (2) counts and remanded the case back to the District Court.

On September 12, 2017, Petitioner pled guilty to Count 1 — Murder with use of a Deadly
Weapon (First Degree); and Count 2 — Robbery with Use of a Deadly Weapon pursuant to a
Guilty Plea Agreement (“GPA”).

On November 17, 2017, the Court sentenced Petitioner as follows: Count 1 — twenty
(20) years to life, plus a consecutive sentence of ninety-six (96) to two hundred forty (240)
months for the deadly weapon enhancement; and Count 2 — forty-eight (48) to one hundred
eighty (180) months, plus a consecutive sentence of thirty-six (36) to one hundred eighty (180)
months for the deadly weapon enhancement. Petitioner’s aggregate sentence was thirty-five
(35) years to life. The Judgment of Conviction was filed on November 13, 2017, Petitioner did

not file a direct appeal.

2
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On February 27, 2018, Petitioner’s counsel filed a Motion to Withdraw as counsel. On
March 20, 2018, the Court granted counsel’s Motion.

On July 18, 2018, Petitioner filed a Motion for the Production of Documents, Papers,
Pleadings and Tangible Property of Defendant. On August 9, 2018, the Court granted
Petitioner’s Motion.

On November 1, 2018, Petitioner filed a Motion for Enlargement of Time in Which to
File Post-Conviction Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. On November 27, 2018, the Court
granted Petitioner’s Motion, and ordered a briefing schedule set should Petitioner file a
Petition.

On April 19, 2019, Petitioner filed a second Motion for Enlargement of Time to file.
The Court granted Petitioner’s Motion on May 14, 2019 and ordered Petitioner to file any
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by August 13, 2019.

On August 9, 2019, Petitioner filed a third Motion for Enlargement of Time to File. On
August 15, 2019, the Court granted Petitioner’s Motion, and ordered Petitioner to file any
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus by December 12, 2019. On February 20, 2020, the Court
set another briefing schedule and ordered Petitioner to file a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
by April 23, 2020.

On February 26, 2020, Petitioner filed the instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
(Post-Conviction) (“Petition”). On March 25, 2020, the State filed a Response to Petitioner’s
Petition. On February 11, 2021, this Court made the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law.

ANALYSIS
L PETITIONER RECEIVED EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL

Courts must dismiss a petition if a petitioner plead guilty and the petitioner is not
alleging “that the plea was involuntarily or unknowingly entered, or that the plea was entered
without effective assistance of counsel.” NRS 34.810(1)(a). Further, substantive claims—even
those disguised as ineffective assistance of counsel claims—are beyond the scope of habeas

1
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and waived. NRS 34.724(2)(a); Evans, 117 Nev. at 646-47, 29 P.3d at 523; Franklin, 110 Nev.
at 752, 877 P.2d at 1059.

The United States Supreme Court has long recognized that “the right to counsel is the
right to the effective assistance of counsel.” Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686, 104
S. Ct. 2052, 2063 (1984); see also State v. Love, 109 Nev. 1136, 1138, 865 P.2d 322, 323

(1993). To prevail on a claim of ineffective assistance of trial counsel, a petitioner must prove
he was denied “reasonably effective assistance” of counsel by satisfying the two-prong test of
Strickland, 466 U.S. at 686-87, 104 S. Ct. at 2063-64. See also Love, 109 Nev. at 1138, 865
P.2d at 323. Under the Strickland test, a petitioner must show first that his counsel's
representation fell below an objective standard of reasonableness, and second, that but for
counsel's errors, there is a reasonable probability that the result of the proceedings would have
been different. 466 U.S. at 687-88, 694, 104 S. Ct. at 2065, 2068; Warden, Nevada State
Prison v. Lyons, 100 Nev. 430, 432, 683 P.2d 504, 505 (1984) (adopting the Strickland two-

part test). “[T]here is no reason for a court deciding an ineffective assistance claim to approach
the inquiry in the same order or even to address both components of the inquiry if the defendant
makes an insufficient showing on one.” Strickland, 466 U.S. at 697, 104 S. Ct. at 2069.

A habeas corpus petitioner must prove the disputed factual allegations underlying his
ineffective-assistance claim by a preponderance of the evidence. Means v. State, 120 Nev.

1001, 1012, 103 P.3d 25, 33 (2004). Claims of ineffective assistance of counsel asserted in a

petition for post-conviction relief must be supported with specific factual allegations, which if

true, would entitle the petitioner to relief. Hargrove v. State, 100 Nev. 498, 502, 686 P.2d 222,

225 (1984). “Bare” and “naked” allegations are not sufficient, nor are those belied and repelled
by the record. Id. NRS 34.735(6) states in relevant part, “[Petitioner] must allege specific
facts supporting the claims in the petition][.| . . . Failure to allege specific facts rather than just
conclusions may cause your petition to be dismissed.” Id. at 502-03, 686 P.2d at 225.

“There are countless ways to provide effective assistance in any given case. Even the
best criminal defense attorneys would not defend a particular client in the same way.”

Strickland, 466 U.S. at 689, 104 S. Ct. at 689. “Strategic choices made by counsel after

4
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thoroughly investigating the plausible options are almost unchallengeable.” Dawson v. State,

108 Nev. 112, 117, 825 P.2d 593, 596 (1992); see also Ford v. State, 105 Nev. 850, 853, 784

P.2d 951, 953 (1989). Counsel cannot be ineffective for failing to make futile objections or
arguments. Ennis v. State, 122 Nev., 694, 706, 137 P.3d 1095, 1103 (2006).

In order to meet the “prejudice prong” of the Strickland test when a conviction is the
result of a guilty plea, the petitioner must show a “reasonable probability that, but for counsel’s
errors, he would not have pleaded guilty and would have insisted on going to trial.” Kirksey,
112 Nev. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107 (quoting Hill, 474 U.S. at 59, 106 S.Ct. at 370) “A

reasonable probability is a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome.”
Strickland, 466 U.S. at 694, 104 S. Ct. at 2068. “Bare” or “naked” allegations are not sufficient
to show ineffectiveness of counsel. Hargrove, 100 Nev. at 502, 686 P.2d at 225.

Here, Petitioner claims of ineffective assistance of counsel center around pretrial
investigation and obtaining discovery after Petitioner was sentenced. Petitioner’s claims do
not allege that counsel’s actions made her plea unknowing, unintelligent, or involuntary; or
that she entered her plea without effective assistance of counsel. Therefore, Petitioner waived
her ability to raise these claims and this Court should summarily dismiss the instant Petition.
However, even on the merits of Petitioner’s claims, the Court nevertheless denies this Petition
as all of Petitioner’s claims are either belied by the record or bare and naked assertions devoid
of factual support.

A. Petitioner’s claims in Ground 1 fail,

In Ground 1, Petitioner raises several claims dealing primarily with the adequacy of

counsel’s investigation and trial preparation prior to her guilty plea. Petition at 1-3 & 6.

Counsel is expected to conduct legal and factual investigations when developing a

defense so they may make informed decisions on their client’s behalf. Jackson v. Warden, 91
Nev. 430, 433, 537 P.2d 473, 474 (1975) (quoting In re Saunders, 2 Cal.3d 1033, 88 Cal Rptr.
633, 638, 472 P.2d 921, 926 (1970)). “[D]efense counsel has a duty ‘to make reasonable
investigations or to make a reasonable decision that makes particular investigations

unnecessary.” Love, 109 Nev. at 1138, 865 P.2d at 323 (guoting Strickland, 466 U.S. at 691,
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104 S. Ct. at 2066). A defendant who contends his attorney was ineffective because he did not
adequately investigate must show how a better investigation would have rendered a more
favorable outcome. Molina, 120 Nev. at 192, 87 P.3d at 538.

Petitioner first argues that counsel failed to note inconsistencies between witness

statements and the physical evidence. Petition at 1. Specifically, Petitioner notes that the

medical examiner’s Grand Jury testimony conflicted with Julie Ramos’s statement. The
medical examiner testified, while Julie Ramos stated that Petitioner hit her husband with a

wrench and stabbed her with a screwdriver. Petition at 2. Petitioner further notes that Julie

Ramos’s statement conflicted with Petitioner’s statement to the police and therefore, Julie
Ramos 1s not to be believed. Petition at 2. As a result of these inconsistencies, Petitioner
appears to claim that Count 8 was disingenuous and counsel should have challenged it. Petition
at 2.

Petitioner’s claim is belied by the record. Counsel did challenge the factual basis for
Count 8 in the Pretrial Writ filed on October 6, 2014. Pretrial Writ, at 5-7. Initially, counsel
appeared to be successful because, the District Court granted Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ in part

and dismissed Counts 1 and 8. Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, at 2. It was

the Nevada Supreme Court who disagreed with counsel’s interpretation and reversed the

Court’s decision on March 25, 2016. Order of Reversal and Remand at 4. Counsel can hardly

be expected to do more. Further, any additional challenge would have been futile, given that
even the Nevada Supreme Court stated there was a sufficient factual basis supporting Count
8. As such, Petitioner’s claim that counsel did not investigate any inconsistencies or challenge
the evidence is belied by the record. Regarding any other inconsistencies counsel allegedly
failed to investigate, Petitioner does not demonstrate what specific information that
investigation would have revealed or how it would have resulted in her deciding to proceed to
trial. Molina, 120 Nev. at 192, 87 P.3d at 538.

Petitioner next claims that counsel failed to prepare a trial strategy. Petition at 2.
Petitioner claims this shows that counsel’s only plan of action was for Petitioner to plead

guilty. Id. at 2. Not only is this a bare and naked claim unsupported by any specific facts, but

6
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whether counsel prepared for trial is irrelevant because Petitioner pled guilty over two (2)
months before the scheduled trial date. As Petitioner pled guilty, there was no need for trial
strategy and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for allegedly not preparing one. United

States v. Cronic, 466 U.S. 648, 657 n.19, 104 S.Ct. 2039, 2046 n. 19 (1984) (“The constitution

does not require that defense counsel do what 1s impossible or unethical. If there is no bona
fide defense to the charge, counsel cannot create one and may disserve the interests of his
client by attempting a useless charade™).

Third, Petitioner accuses counsel of ineffectiveness because the State’s offer was
extended three and a half years after her arrest and allegedly did not change. Petition at 2.
Counsel had no control over the timing or the substance of the State’s offer. From December
2014 until March 2016, this matter was pending before the Nevada Supreme Court on appeal
and the District Court did not have the jurisdiction to do anything, including accept a guilty
plea. Once the Nevada Supreme Court remanded the matter back to the District Court, counsel
immediately began discussing offers with the State. That the offer conveyed by the State did
not change is not something counsel had any control over, and Petitioner fails to provide any
authority stating otherwise. Indeed, common sense dictates that defense counsel cannot be
deemed ineffective for failing to do something they had no control over. Additionally,
Petitioner had six (6) months to decide whether to plead guilty and the plea canvass established
that when Petitioner did plead guilty, she did so freely and voluntarily.

Moreover, Petitioner cannot show prejudice because she does not claim she would have
rejected a better or earlier conveyed offer and insisted on proceeding to trial. Kirksey, 112
Nev. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107. Indeed, she cannot, as such a claim would be logically
inconsistent. Had counsel received a better offer, because Petitioner accepted the instant
negotiation, Petitioner would not have likely accepted a more favorable offer. As such, this
claim fails.

Fourth, Petitioner claims counsel should have challenged the deadly weapon
enhancement and that she would have received a lesser sentence had counsel done so. Petition

at 6. To the extent Petitioner claims counsel should have challenged the deadly weapon

7
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enhancement pre-plea, such a claim was waived when she pled guilty and is further belied by
the record. In Petitioner’s Pretrial Writ, counsel expressly argued that there was not sufficient
evidence supporting the deadly weapon enhancement. Pretrial Writ, at 5-7. To the extent
Petitioner is claiming counsel should have challenged the enhancement post-plea, Petitioner
continues to fault counsel of ineffectiveness for failing to make a futile motion or argument.
Ennis, 122 Nev. at 706, 137 P.3d at 1103. Petitioner pled guilty to Murder with Use of a Deadly
Weapon (First Degree). GPA at 1. Once Petitioner did so, the deadly weapon enhancement
could not be removed from the charging document. As such, Petitioner’s claim is baseless and
otherwise belied by the record.

Fifth, Petitioner’s final claim raised in Ground 1 revolves around her police
interrogation. Petitioner first claims counsel should have filed a motion to admit the
interrogation at the Grand Jury so they could assess the accuracy of Detective McCarthy’s
version of Petitioner’s story, intent, and lucidity. Petition at 6. Second, Petitioner claims
counsel should have attempted to suppress the interrogation as the statements were made while
she was under the influence of methamphetamine and experiencing delusional thoughts, erratic
speech patterns and sporadic loss of consciousness. Id. Petitioner’s first claim is belied by
counsel’s arguments in the Pretrial Writ. Counsel argued that the charges against Petitioner
should be dismissed because the State should have, and failed to, admit Pectitioner’s
interrogation to the Grand Jury to highlight the inconsistencies in Detective McCarthy’s
statement. Pretrial Writ, at 7-12. As counsel has no control over what evidence the State
presents to a Grand Jury save for a pretrial writ, counsel did all they could and cannot be
deemed ineffective. Second, Petitioner’s claim that counsel should have moved to suppress
her statements is meritless because Petitioner pled guilty in lieu of trial. When Petitioner pled
guilty, any question of her state of mind during the police interrogation became irrelevant as
there was no longer a trial where her statement could or could not be admitted. Moreover,
Petitioner does not establish that counsel could have successfully suppressed her statement.
Counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for failing to make a futile motion. Ennis, 122 Nev. at

706, 137 P.3d at 1103. Finally, Petitioner does not explain that had counsel attempted to
8
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suppress her statement, she would have insisted on proceeding to trial. Therefore, Petitioner’s
claim fails.
B. Petitioner’s claims in Ground 2 fail.

The crux of Petitioner’s claims in Ground 2 revolve around the speed with which
defense counsel provided copies of her discovery post-sentence. Petitioner claims that counsel
ignored Court orders to send Petitioner her discovery in a timely fashion. Petition at 4.
Petitioner then claims that even when she received her file from counsel, the file did not
include a transcript of the plea canvass and did not include emails between counsel and the
state regarding negotiations. Id. at 7.

As an initial matter, counsel’s actions after she was sentenced and transported to prison
had absolutely no bearing on the validity of her plea. Therefore, there is no way Petitioner can
demonstrate that counsel’s actions impacted her decision to plead guilty and her claim is
dismissed.

Further, Petitioner cannot show prejudice. The court allowed Petitioner to file the
instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus over two and a half years after the Judgment of
Conviction was filed because Petitioner continued to inform the Court she did not have all of
the information necessary to file a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. Moreover, Petitioner
has not established that any email communication between the State and counsel regarding
negotiations exists. Counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for failing to provide nonexistent
information. Finally, counsel did not provide a copy of the transcript of Petitioner’s plea
canvass because that transcript was not prepared until the State requested the Court prepare it
after Petitioner filed her Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction). Order for
Transcript, filed on March 11, 2020. Therefore, Petitioner’s claim in Ground 2 should fail.

Petitioner also appears to claim in Ground 2 that she was sentenced on incorrect
information. Petition at 7. Such a claim is nothing more than a bare and naked claim
unsupported by specific facts in the record. Petitioner does not point to specific facts that she
alleges to be incorrect. Hargrove, 100 Nev. at 502, 686 P.2d at 225. To the extent Petitioner

claims the Court incorrectly sentenced her on the Deadly Weapon enhancement, as explained

9
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above, because Petitioner pled guilty to Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon (First Degree),
she admitted to using a deadly weapon. As such, the Court did not err in considering that fact
when sentencing her and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for not making a futile
objection. Ennis, 122 Nev. at 706, 137 P.3d at 1103.

C. Petitioner’s plea was knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily made.

Petitioner appears to claim that counsel was ineffective in advising her to accept the

State’s plea deal of a stipulated aggregate sentence of thirty-five (35) years to life. Petition at
3. Petitioner claims counsel did not elaborate on the terms outlined in the Guilty Plea
Agreement and led her to believe it was in her best interest to plead guilty and file an appeal
after. Petition at 6. Petitioner further claims that counsel did not warn her that by pleading
guilty, she would be waiving her right to file a direct appeal. Petition at 6. Petitioner’s claim
is belied by the record.

To establish a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel for advice regarding a guilty

plea, a defendant must show “gross error on the part of counsel.” Turner v. Calderon, 281 F.3d

851, 880 (9th Cir. 2002). It is true that defendant is entitled to effective assistance of counsel
in the plea-bargaining process and in determining whether to accept or reject a plea offer.
Lafler v. Cooper, 566 U.S. 156, 163, 132 S. Ct. 1376, 1384 (2012); see also McMann v.
Richardson, 397 U.S. 759, 771, 90 S. Ct. 1441 (1970) (the Constitution guarantees effective

counsel when accepting guilty plea). In considering the defendant’s “right to make a
reasonably informed decision whether to accept a plea offer,” importantly, the question is not
whether, “counsel’s advice [was] right or wrong, but . . . whether that advice was within the
range of competence demanded of attorneys in criminal cases.” Id. {quoting United States v.

Day, 969 F.2d 39, 43 (3rd Cir. 1992), and McMann, 397 U.S. 771, 90 S. Ct. at 1449,

Petitioner’s claim that counsel was ineffective when advising her to accept the plea deal
was 1S nothing more than a bare and naked claim. Petitioner offers no specific facts indicating
that counsel’s advice to plead guilty was unreasonable. Petitioner was charged with eight (8)
serious felony counts, including Murder with use of a Deadly Weapon, and First-Degree

Kidnapping, both of which carried potential sentences of life without the possibility of parole.
10
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Had Petitioner proceeded to trial, and had Petitioner been convicted of only those two (2)
counts, she could have been sentenced to two {2) consecutive life sentences. As such, counsel
was very reasonable in recommending that Petitioner accept the State’s offer to stipulate to an
aggregate sentence of thirty-five (35) years to life. Moreover, it was Petitioner’s decision of
whether to plead guilty and counsel cannot be deemed ineffective for offering candid advice.
Further, Petitioner’s claim that counsel did not spend time reviewing the GPA with her
or that counsel forced her to plead guilty is belied by the record. First, in signing the GPA,

Petitioner acknowledged that she knew and understood she was waiving the right to file a

direct appeal. Guilty Plea Agreement at 5. The Court confirmed that she understood that
waiver during the plea canvass. Plea Canvass at 6. During the plea canvass, Petitioner further
confirmed that she had been discussing and reviewing the GPA with counsel for nine (9)

months and that counsel had reviewed the entire GPA with her:

MS. CRAIG: Your Honor, if I could, she and I had been talking about this
negotiation since January.

THE COURT: Right.

MS. CRAIG: So we’ve had very long term discussions over the last --
THE COURT: Well, I notice that --

MS. CRAIG: -- nin¢ months or s0.

THE COURT: -- the plea agreement was originally dated in June --

MS. CRAIG: That’s correct.

THE COURT: -- so obviously this particular offer has been outstanding
for some period of time.

MS. CRAIG: Yes.

THE COURT: Is that correct, Ms. Jackson?

MS. CRAIG: Yes, that’s accurate.

THE COURT: Okay. So you did have a chance to read the plea
agreement before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And was your attorney available to answer any
questions you had before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: And do you believe you understood everything in it?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Did you all discuss the six constitutional rights listed
on pages 4 and 5 that you waive and give up by entering a plea?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes -- okay. Yes, sir.

11
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THE COURT: Do you remember what I’m talking about in there?
THE DEFENDANT: Mm-hmm.

THE COURT: Okay. And you’re comfortable that you understand
those?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir

Recorder’s Transcript of Hearing Re: Murder Team Assignment (“Plea Canvass™), at 6-7

(emphasis added).

Therefore, the record is clear that Petitioner understood the consequences outlined in
the GPA, which belies her claim that counsel did not review the entirety of the GPA or that
she did not understand what rights she was waiving by pleading guilty. Id. at 5-6. Finally,
Petitioner confirmed that her attorney reviewed the agreement with her and answered all of
her questions. Id. at 6. As such, Petitioner knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily pled guilty,
and Petitioner has failed to demonstrate otherwise.

II. PETITIONER IS NOT ENTITLED TO POST-CONVICTION COUNSEL

Under the U.S. Constitution, the Sixth Amendment provides no right to counsel in post-
conviction proceedings. Coleman v. Thompson, 501 U.S. 722, 752, 111 S. Ct. 2546, 2566
(1991). In McKague v. Warden, 112 Nev. 159, 163, 912 P.2d 255, 258 (1996), the Nevada

Supreme Court specifically held that with the exception of NRS 34.820(1)(a) (entitling
appointed counsel when petitioner is under a sentence of death), one does not have “any
constitutional or statutory right to counsel at all” in post-conviction proceedings. Id. at 164,
012 P.2d at 258.

Although NRS 34.750 gives courts the discretion to appoint post-conviction counsel,
that discretion should be used only to the extent “the court is satisfied that the allegation of
indigency is true and the petition is not dismissed summarily.” NRS 34.750. NRS 34.750
further requires courts to “consider whether: (a) the issues are difficult; (b) the Defendant is
unable to comprehend the proceedings; or (¢) counsel is necessary to proceed with discovery.”
Id.

Here, Petitioner is not entitled to counsel. First, her claims are either waived or belied
by the record. Moreover, Petitioner’s claims are not complex, and no additional discovery is
needed. As such, Petitioner’s Motion for Appointment of Counsel is denied.

12
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ORDER

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Petition for Post-Conviction Relief
Dated his 41h day of Merch, 2027

and Metion for Appointment of Counsel shall bs, and it i, hereby denisd,

STEVEN B, WOLF3ON ARS BOR - 974
Clark County District Attorney %}B@%@B %%g Dovas
Nevada Bar #001363 District Court Judge

BY /¢ TALEEN PANDUKHT
TALEEN PANDUKHT
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #5734

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

L certify that on the 2nd day of March, 2021, T mailed a copy of the foregeing proposed

Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order to:

NATASHA JACKSON, #1188581
FLORENCE MICCLURE WONEN'S CC
4370 SMIILEY ROAD

LASVEGASNY 89115

BY /3/J HAYES
Secretary for the District Attorney’s Urlice

14F12024TB/b/ WM YU
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CSERYV

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Natasha Jackson, Plaintiff(s) CASE NO: A-20-810845-W
VS, DEPT. NO. Department 10

State of Nevada, Defendant(s)

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District
Court. The foregoing Final Accounting 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: 3/4/2021

Dept 3 Law Clerk deptO3lc@clarkcountycourts.us
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I NATASHA GALENN JACKSON,

oA

IND

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565
PAMELA WECKERLY
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #6163

200 Lewis Avenue

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 671-2500 .
Attorney for Plaintiff

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA, ’
" Plaintiff, CASE NO:
V- ' DEPT NO;

#1921058

Defendant. . INDICTMENT

STATE OF NEVADA
SS
COUNTY OF CLARK

.~ “The-Defendant above named; NATASHA GALENN-JACKSON; accused by.the Clark

County Grand Jury of the crime(s) of BURGLARY WHILE IN POSSESSION OF A
FIREARM (Cateéory B Felony - NRS 205.060 - NOC 50426); ATTEMPT ROBBERY WITH
USE OF ADEADLY WEAPON (Category B Felony - NRS 200.380, 193.330, 193.165 -NOC
50145); MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category A Felony - NRS
200.010, 200.030, 193.165 - NOC 50001); ATTEMPT MURDER WITH USE OF A
DEADLY WEAPON {Category B Felony - NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.330, 193.165 - NOC

150031); FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING (Category A Felony - NRS 200.310, 200,320 - NOC

50051); ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON (Category B Felony - NRS
200.380, 193.165 - NOC 50138); BURGLARY WHILE IN POSSESSION OF A DEADLY
WEAPON (Category B Felony - NRS 205.060 - NOC 50426) and ATTEMPT INVASION
OF THE HOME (Ca_tegpry C Felony - NRS 205.067, 193.330 - NOC 50446), committed at

4
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and within the County of Clark, State of Nevada, on or about the 29th day of July, 2014, as
follows: )
COUNT 1 - BURGLARY WHILE IN POSSESSION OF A FIREARM

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously enter, with intent to commit
larceny and/or a felony, to-wit: robbery, that certain residence occupied by RICHARD
RAMOS, located at 3930 Autumn Street, Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada, said Defendant
did possess and/or gain possession of a firearm during the commission of the crime and/or
before leaving the structure.
COUNT 2 - ATTEMPT ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniousiy attempt to take personal
property, to-wit: a motor vehicle, from the person of RICHARD RAMOS, or in his presence,
by means of force or violence, or fear of injury to, and without the consent and against the will
of RICHARD RAMOS, by entering the said RAMOS residence in an attempt to obtain said
motor vehicle, with use of a deadly weapon, to-wit: a firearm; Defendant being criminally
liable under one or more of the following principles of criminal liability, to—vyit: (1) by directly

committing this crime; and/or (2) by aiding or abetting with “Cody” in the commission of this

_crifife with the intent to commit this crime;-by_-'providing-,-counsel,and/onuencouragement, by

the Defendant acting in concert; and/or (3) pursuant to a conspiracy to commit this crime.
COUNT 3 - ATTEMPT ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and. there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloni‘ously attempt to take personal
property, to-wit:: a motor vehicle, from the persbn of JULIE RAMOS, or in her presence, by
means of force or violence, or fear of injury to, and without the consent and against the will of |
JULIE RAMOS, by entering the said RAMOS residence in an attempt to obtain said motor
vehicle, with use of a deadly weapon, to-wit: a ﬁreann;- Defendant being criminally liable
under one or more of the following principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly
committing this crime; and/or (2) by aiding or abetting with “Cody” in the commission of this |

.

crime with the intént to commit this crime, by providing counsel and/or encouragement, by

the Defendant acting in concert; and/or (3) pursuant to a conspiracy to commit this crime.

i
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COUNT 4 - MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON 4

did then and there wilﬁ;liy, unlawfully,- feloniously, with premeditation and
deliberation and/or during the perpetration or attempted perpetration of a burglary, robbery, or
kidnapping, and with malice aforethought, kill RICHARD RAMOS, a human being, by
shooting at and into the body of the said RICHARD RAMOS, with a deadly weapon, to-wit:
a firearm; Defendant being criminally liable under one or more of the following principles of
criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing this crime; and/or (2) by aiding or abetting
with “Cody” in the commission of this crime with the intent to commit this crime, by providing
counsel and/or encouragement, by the Defendant acting in concert; and/or (3) pursuant to a
conspiracy to commit this crime.
COUNT 5 - ATTEMPT MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, feloniously and with malice aforethought
attempt to kill‘JULI.‘E RAMOS, a humah.being.,- by‘ stabbing the said JULIE RAMOS in the
back and/or body, with use of a deadly weapon, to—wit; a screwdriver.
COUNT 6 - FIRST DEGREE KIDNAPPING |

did wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously, seize, confine, inveigle, entice, decoy, abduct,

'ooffé‘ééﬂ‘,‘iﬁdnap, or carry away SCOTT"UFERT;*& human being, with the intent to-hold. or

detain the said SCOTT UFERT against his will, and without his consent, for the purpose of
;;;)mmitting robbery.
COUNT 7 - ROBBERY WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously take personal property, to-wit:
keys, a cellular telephone, and/or an iPhone, from the person of SCOTT UFERT, or in his
presence, by means of force or violence, or fear of injury fo, and without the consent and
against the will of SCOTT UFERT, with use of a deadly weapon, to-wit: a firearm and/or
knife; the Defendant béiﬂg criminally liable uﬁder oné. or more of the following jarincipl-es c;f
criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly committing this crime; and/or (2) by aiding or abetting
with “Cody” in the commission of this crime, with the intent that this crime be committed by

entering into a course of conduct whereby co-conspirator “Cody” pointed a firearm at the said
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SCOTT UFERT and demanded the property while the Defendant pulled out and wielded a
large knife, by providing counsel and/or encouragement to one another by actions and words,

and acting in concert throughout; and/or (3) pursuant to a conspiracy to commit this crime

COUNT 8 - BURGLARY WHILE IN POSSESSION OF A DEADLY WEAPON-

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully, and feloniously enter, with intent to commit
assault and/or battery and/or a felony, to-wit: murder, thai_; certain abandoned house, located at
3909 Almondwood Drive, Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada, said Defendant did possess
and/or gain possession of; a firearm and/or knife, a deadly weapon, during the commission of
the crime and/or before leaving the structure.

COUNT 9 - ATTEMPT INVASION OF THE HOME

did then and there wilfully, unlawfully and feloniously attempt to forcibly enter an
inhabited dwelling, to-wit: 3919 Almondwood Drive, Las Vegas, Clark County, Nevada,
without permission of the owner, residcnt; or lawful occupant, to-wit: , by attempting to make
entry into said home by kicking at the rear door of the home; Defendant being criminally liable
under one or more of the following principles of criminal liability, to-wit: (1) by directly

committing this crime; - and/or (2) by aiding or abetting with “Cody” in the commission of this

'crﬁ‘ié‘*\mﬂr the intent to commit this crime; by prov1d1ng counsel-and/or- encouragement by

the Defendant actmg in concert and/or (3) pursuant toa conspiracy to coramit this crime.

DATED this - day of August 2014.

STEVEN B. WOLFSON
Clark County District Attorney
Nevada Bar #001565

BY

PAMELA WECKERLY
Chief Deputy District Attorney
Nevada Bar #6163

ENDORSEMENT: A True Bill

Foreperson, Clark County Grand Jury
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Names of witnesses testifying before the Grand Jury:

Additional witnesses known to the District Attorney at time of filing the Indictment:

S : e e o

13BGJ137X/14F12024X/dd-GJ
| LVMPD EV#140729-0659
(TK2) T
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES August 08, 2014
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Natasha Jackson

August 08, 2014 11:45 AM Grand Jury Indictment
HEARD BY: Togliatti, Jennifer COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 03F
COURT CLERK: Dania Batiste

RECORDER: Renee Vincent

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Craig-Rohan, Christy L. Attorney
Laurent, Christopher ] Attorney
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Lorna Wojciechowski, Grand Jury Foreperson, stated to the Court that at least twelve members had
concurred in the return of the true bill during deliberation, but had been excused for presentation to
the Court. State presented Grand Jury Case Number 13BGJ137X to the Court. COURT ORDERED,
the Indictment may be filed and is assigned Case Number C-14-300032-1; Department 10. Ms.
Weckerly requested a warrant and argued bail. Opposition by Mr. Silverstein. COURT ORDERED,
NO BAIL WARRANT WILL ISSUE; Exhibit(s) 1-9 lodged with the Clerk of District Court. COURT
FURTHER ORDERED, Justice Court case 14F12024X DISMISSED; matter SET for Arraignment.

Mr. Silverstein requested to file a Motion to Preserve Evidence in open Court. Ms. Weckerly
objected, noting that the State wishes to file any response to Defendant's Motion in writing; further,
she has notifed law enforcement not to destroy any evidence until further notice. COURT SO
NOTED, and DIRECTED counsel to file any Motions in the assigned District Court Department for a
decision.
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C-14-300032-1

WARRANT (CUSTODY)

8/18/2014 8:30am  Initial Arraignment (Dept. 10)
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES August 18, 2014
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Natasha Jackson
August 18, 2014 8:30 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Weckerly, Pamela C Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- DEFT. JACKSON RETURNED ON THE INDICTMENT WARRANT. DEFT. JACKSON
ARRAIGNED, PLED NOT GUILTY and WAIVED THE 60-DAY RULE. COURT ORDERED, matter

set for trial.

(CUSTODY - COC)

03/02/15 8:30 AM. CALENDAR CALL

03/09/15 1:00 P.M. JURY TRIAL
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES September 10, 2014
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Natasha Jackson

September 10,2014  8:30 AM All Pending Motions
HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B
COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:

PARTIES

PRESENT: Craig-Rohan, Christy L. Attorney
Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Weckerly, Pamela C Attorney

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Defendant's Motion To Compel Disclosure of Exculpatory Evidence...Defendant's Motion To Extend
Deadline To File Pretrial Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus

Following arguments by counsel, Court Stated its Findings and ORDERED, As to Defendant's Motion
To Compel Disclosure of Exculpatory Evidence, As to A., GRANTED; B., GRANTED; C., GRANTED
IN PART and DENIED IN PART. If state has such information that constitutes Brady material, and it
is not accessible to the defense, the portions of the SCOPE or NCIC that constitutes Brady material,
should be provided to the defense; As to D., GRANTED; E., GRANTED IN ITS ENTIRETY; F.,
MOOT; G., GRANTED; H., GRANTED; 1., GRANTED; J., GRANTED, as Unopposed. As to
Defendant's Motion To Extend Deadline To File Pretrial Petition For Writ of Habeas Corpus,
GRANTED as Unopposed. Mr. Silverstein to prepare the order and submit to opposing counsel for
review before final submission to the court.

CUSTODY
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES November 10, 2014
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs

Natasha Jackson

November 10,2014 8:30 AM Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus

HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B
COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Weckerly, Pamela C Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Following arguments by counsel, Court Stated its Finding and ORDERED, Defendant s Petition for
Writ of Habeas Corpus, GRANTED IN PART and DENIED IN PART. As to COUNT 1 and COUNT 8,
GRANTED. As to Count - 8 Burglary while in possession of deadly weapon should be dismissed
because the state failed to present slight or marginal evidence the defendant intended to commit a
telony inside the house, DENIED. FURTHER COURT ORDERED, COUNTS 1 and 8, STRICKEN. Mr.
Silverstein to prepare the order and submit to opposing counsel for review before final submission to
the court.

CUSTODY
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES March 02, 2015
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
VS
Natasha Jackson
March 02, 2015 8:30 AM Calendar Call
HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire
Anntoinette Naumec-Miller
Shelley Boyle

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Fleck, Michelle Attorney
Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Mr. Silverstein advised the case is in the Nevada Supreme Court, and briefing was ordered on the
issue. Further, counsel requested a trial continuance as he just received the police report, last week.
Further, counsel isn't sure if this court has jurisdiction, as the Supreme Court has the case now. Upon
Court's inquiry, as to outstanding discovery issues, counsel advised he doesn t' believe the state is
withholding anything, it s just been a slow process to get the information from the police dept. Ms.
Fleck stated no opposition. COURT ORDERED, trial date VACATED and RE-SET.

CUSTODY
09/14/15 830 AM. CALENDAR CALL

09/21/15 1:00P.M. JURY TRIAL
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES September 14, 2015
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
&
Natasha Jackson
September 14,2015  8:30 AM Calendar Call
HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Craig-Rohan, Christy L. Attorney
Fleck, Michelle Attorney
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Mr. Silverstein advised this matter is still on appeal. COURT ORDERED, matter OFF CALENDAR,

as this Court has no Jurisdiction.

CUSTODY
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES March 14, 2016
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Natasha Jackson
March 14, 2016 8:30 AM Request
HEARD BY: Walsh, Jessie COURTROOM: R]JC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff
Weckerly, Pamela C Attorney
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Court noted this matter was set due to the Supreme Court reversal and remand. Counsel requested

trial date set. COURT ORDERED, trial date set in ordinary course.
CUSTODY
09/19/16 8:30 A M. CALENDAR CALL

09/26/16 1:00 PM. JURY TRIAL
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES September 19, 2016
C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
Vs
Natasha Jackson
September 19,2016  8:30 AM Calendar Call
HEARD BY: Vega, Valorie ]. COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Tena Jolley
Kory Schlitz

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:

PARTIES

PRESENT: Craig-Rohan, Christy L. Attorney
Giles, Michael G, ESQ Attorney
Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
Silverstein, Danny A. Attorney
State of Nevada Plaintiff

JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Counsel requested an additional 30 days to meet with the victim and work on negotiations; that
Defendant had previously waived her right to a speedy trial. Accordingly, COURT ORDERED, Trial

date VACATED and matter SET for Status Check.

CUSTODY

10/17/16 8:30 AM STATUS CHECK: NEGOTIATIONS/RESET TRIAL DATE
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C-14-300032-1

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Felony/Gross Misdemeanor COURT MINUTES October 17, 2016

C-14-300032-1 State of Nevada
VS
Natasha Jackson

October 17, 2016 8:30 AM Status Check:
Negotiations/Trial Setting

HEARD BY: Estes, Robert COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 14B

COURT CLERK: Teri Berkshire

RECORDER: Victoria Boyd

REPORTER:
PARTIES
PRESENT: Craig-Rohan, Christy L. Attorney
Fleck, Michelle Attorney
Jackson, Natasha Galenn Defendant
State of Nevada Plaintiff
JOURNAL ENTRIES

- Ms. Craig-Rohan requested a continuance as the DA has been in trial. Ms. Fleck advised she's in a
Capitol now and Ms. Weckerly starts a capital case next week. Further, counsel need to have
conversation with the family. Court so Noted and ORDERED, matter CONTINUED to the date given.
CUSTODY

01/04/17 8:30 AM. STATUS CHECK: CHANGE OF PLEA/RESETTING TRIAL
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