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IN THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE 

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR 

THE COUNTY OF CLARK 

 

RENE SHERIDAN, 

 

  Plaintiff(s), 

 

 vs. 

 

JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ; STEVEN G. KNAUSS; 

JASON R. MILLER; MAIER GUTIERREZ & 

ASSOCIATES, 

 

  Defendant(s), 
 

  

Case No:  A-21-838187-C 
                             
Dept No:  XXII 
 

 

                
 

 

 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 
 

1. Appellant(s): Rene Sheridan 

 

2. Judge: Linda Marie Bell 

 

3. Appellant(s): Rene Sheridan 

 

Counsel:  

 

Rene Sheridan 

23823 Malibu Rd. #50-364 

Malibu, CA  90265 

 

4. Respondent (s): Joseph A. Gutierrez; Steven G. Knauss; Jsonn R. Miller; Maier Gutierrez & 

Associates 
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Joseph P. Garin, Esq. 

9900 Covington Cross Dr., Suite 120  

Las Vegas, NV  89144 

 

5. Appellant(s)'s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: N/A 

Permission Granted: N/A 

 

Respondent(s)’s Attorney Licensed in Nevada: Yes 

Permission Granted: N/A 

 

6. Has Appellant Ever Been Represented by Appointed Counsel In District Court: No 

 

7. Appellant Represented by Appointed Counsel On Appeal: N/A 

 

8. Appellant Granted Leave to Proceed in Forma Pauperis**: N/A       

**Expires 1 year from date filed               

Appellant Filed Application to Proceed in Forma Pauperis: No  

       Date Application(s) filed: N/A 

 

9. Date Commenced in District Court: July 20, 2021 

 

10. Brief Description of the Nature of the Action: Unknown 

 

Type of Judgment or Order Being Appealed: Misc. Order 

 

11. Previous Appeal: Yes 

 

Supreme Court Docket Number(s): 82104, 84468, 84757, 84818 

 

12. Child Custody or Visitation: N/A 

 

13. Possibility of Settlement: Unknown 

 

Dated This 12 day of July 2022. 
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/s/ Heather Ungermann 

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk 

200 Lewis Ave 
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Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s)
vs. 
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s)

§
§
§
§
§
§

Location: Department 22
Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan

Filed on: 07/20/2021
Case Number History:
Cross-Reference Case

Number:
A838187

Supreme Court No.: 84818

CASE INFORMATION

Case Type: Other Civil Matters

Case
Status: 07/20/2021 Open

DATE CASE ASSIGNMENT

Current Case Assignment
Case Number A-21-838187-C
Court Department 22
Date Assigned 05/02/2022
Judicial Officer Johnson, Susan

PARTY INFORMATION

Lead Attorneys
Plaintiff Sheridan, Rene

Pro Se

Defendant Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ Garin, Joseph P
Retained

702-382-1500(W)

DATE EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT INDEX

EVENTS
07/20/2021 Order Granting Motion

Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[1] Order Granting Defendants' Motion to Transfer Venue

07/22/2021 Filing Fee Remittance
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[2] Filing Fee Remittance

07/27/2021 Motion to Dismiss
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[3] Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5) [Hearing Requested]

07/27/2021 Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[4] Initial Appearance Fee Disclosure

07/27/2021 Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[5] Notice of Hearing

07/27/2021 Certificate of Service
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Filed by:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[6] Certificate of Service

08/03/2021 Motion to Strike
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[7] Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Affidavit for Recusal of 
Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez Hearing Not Requested

08/03/2021 Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[8] Notice of Hearing

08/03/2021 Certificate of Service
Filed by:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[9] Certificate of Service

08/04/2021 Declaration
[10] Declaration of Elizabeth Gonzalez

08/11/2021 Motion to Continue
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[11] Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion for Continuance Hearing Not Requested

08/11/2021 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[12] Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Affidavit for Recusal of 
Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez

08/12/2021 Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[13] Notice of Hearing

08/12/2021 Opposition to Motion to Dismiss
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[14] Plaintiff's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Affidavit for Recusal of 
Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez Hearing Not Requested

08/17/2021 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[15] Defendants' Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike and Affidavit of Recusal

08/23/2021 Reply to Opposition
Filed by:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[16] Plaintiff's Reply to Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion to Strike and Affidavit of 
Recussal Hearing Not Requested

08/24/2021 Reply in Support
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[17] Defendants' Reply in Support of Motion to Dismiss Pursuat to NRCP 12(b)(5)

08/25/2021 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[18] Defendants' Limited Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for Continuance

08/26/2021 Reply in Support
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
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[19] Plaintiff's Reply in Support of Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Reply to 
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Reply to Defendant's Opposition to Plaintiff's Motion for 
Continuance

09/07/2021 Administrative Reassignment - Judicial Officer Change
From Judge Elizabeth Gonzalez to Vacant, DC 11

10/08/2021 Notice of Default
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[20] Notice of Defendant's Default

10/12/2021 Motion to Strike
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[21] Defendant's Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Notice of Default Hearing Requested

10/13/2021 Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[22] Notice of Hearing

10/21/2021 Order
[23] Entry of Order

10/25/2021 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[24] Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Notice of Defendant's Default

11/03/2021 Notice of Department Reassignment
[25] Notice of Department Reassignment

05/12/2022 Order
[26] Order Communications with Court Staff be in Writing

05/12/2022 Order
[33] Order De-Consolidating Cases and Closing Case No. A-20-813635-C

05/16/2022 Stipulation and Order
Filed by:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[27] Stipulation and Order to Continue Hearing

05/30/2022 Supplement
Filed by:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[28] SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION PLAINTIFF'S SUPREME COURT NOTICE OF 
APPEAL AND CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

05/31/2022 Notice of Appeal
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[29] Notice of Appeal

06/01/2022 Notice of Hearing
[30] Instructions for Department 22 Hearing Appearances

06/01/2022 Motion
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[31] Plaintiff's Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson
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06/02/2022 Affidavit
[32] Answer to Plaintiff's Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson

06/06/2022 Case Appeal Statement
[34] Case Appeal Statement

06/06/2022 Clerk's Notice of Hearing
[35] Notice of Hearing

06/15/2022 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
[36] Defendants Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan
Johnson

06/21/2022 Reply
Filed by:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[37] Plaintiff's Reply to Affidavit in the Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson

06/28/2022 Decision and Order
[38]Decision and Order

07/07/2022 NV Supreme Court Clerks Certificate/Judgment - Dismissed
[39] Nevada Supreme Court Clerk's Certificate/Remittitur Judgment - Dismissed

07/09/2022 Notice of Appeal
Filed By:  Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
[40] Notice of Appeal

07/12/2022 Case Appeal Statement
Case Appeal Statement

DISPOSITIONS
07/07/2022 Clerk's Certificate (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)

Debtors: Rene Sheridan (Plaintiff)
Creditors: Joseph A Gutierrez, ESQ. (Defendant)
Judgment: 07/07/2022, Docketed: 07/07/2022
Comment: Supreme Court No. 84818; Appeal Dismissed

HEARINGS
08/16/2021 Minute Order (3:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Gonzalez, Elizabeth)

Minute Order - No Hearing Held;
Journal Entry Details:
The Court notes plaintiff has filed a motion to continue. Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5) the Court 
can take no action on that motion and shall proceed no further with the matter until a decision 
is made on Plaintiffs motion for DQ. CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was 
distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - vg//8/16/21;

08/31/2021 Motion to Dismiss (3:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Gonzalez, Elizabeth)
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to NRCP 12(b)(5)
Minute Order - No Hearing Held;
Journal Entry Details:
Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5) the Court can take no action on that motion and shall proceed no 
further with the matter until a decision is made on Plaintiffs motion for DQ. CLERK S NOTE: 
A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - vg//9/3/21;
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09/09/2021 Motion to Strike (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Hardcastle, Kathy)
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion to Dismiss and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge 
Elizabeth Gonzalez
Motion Denied;
Journal Entry Details:
Court FOUND the present matter was previously filed and assigned to Judge Crockett as case 
No. A-20-813635-C. The latter Judge Crockett granted Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Without 
Prejudice. After the case was dismissed Plaintiff filed the in the Second Judicial District Court 
in Reno, NV. Plaintiff filed in the Second Judicial District Court to avoid further action from
Judge Corckett. Defendants filed a motion to dismiss citing Judge Crockett's decision. The 
motion to dismissed was denied and Defendants filed a motion to change venue which was
granted and the case was moved to the Eight Judicial District Court. Under the rules of the 
District Court when subsequent case is brought about involving the same parties and
transactions in order to prevent judge or forum shopping the case is required to be reassigned 
to the department with the lowest case number. COURT ORDERED, case A-21-838187-C to 
be consolidated with A-20-813635-C and transferred to Department 24. COURT DENIED, 
Plaintiff's Affidavit of Prejudice since Judge Gonzalez had retired, matter is MOOT. 
Defendants pending motion to dismiss needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be 
heard. Pending motion to strike needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be 
heard. ;

09/17/2021 Motion (3:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Hardcastle, Kathy)
[11] Plaintiff's Ex Parte Motion for Continuance
Off Calendar;
Journal Entry Details:
The Motion for Continuance came before this Court on the September 17, 2021 Chamber 
Calendar. The Court has reviewed the Motion and the Limited Opposition. The Court 
previously reviewed the Motion for Continuance in Relation to the Hearing on September 9,
2021. The Court entered a Minute Order on September 9, 2021 transferring the case to 
Department 24 to be consolidated with A-20-813635-C. As such, this Department cannot take 
any further action on this motion. Therefore, COURT ORDERED matter OFF CALENDAR 
and Plaintiff to Re-notice the Motion if further action is needed. CLERK S NOTE: A copy of 
this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - vg//9/21/21;

10/21/2021 Minute Order (12:00 PM)  (Judicial Officer: Bixler, James)
Minute Order - No Hearing Held;
Journal Entry Details:
The Court hereby corrects its minute orders of September 9, 2021 and September 17, 2021. 
The Minute Orders incorrectly identified the department handling the lower numbered case as 
Department 24. Case number A-20-813635-C, the lower numbered case into which this matter 
is consolidated was transferred to Department 8 as a result of Administrative Order 20-25 
filed December 31, 2020 ,which reassigned all civil cases in Department 24 to Department 8. 
See AO-20-25, page 2:17-18. Therefore, the minute orders are hereby ORDERED 
CORRECTED to reflect the department assigned to this case instead of Department 24 
CLERK S NOTE: Counsel are to ensure a copy of the forgoing minute order is distributed to 
all interested parties; additionally, a copy of the foregoing minute order was distributed to the 
registered service recipients via Odyssey eFileNV E-Service (10-21-2021 ks).;

11/16/2021 CANCELED Motion to Strike (9:00 AM) (Judicial Officer: Crockett, Jim)
Vacated - Case Reassigned
Defendant's Motion to Strike Plaintiff's Notice of Default

06/01/2022 Minute Order (3:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)
Minute Order - No Hearing Held;
Journal Entry Details:
Having noted Plaintiff filed a Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson on 
June 1, 2022, this Court ORDERS the hearings concerning Plaintiff s Motion to Strike 
Defendants Motion to Dismiss and Defendants Motion to Dismiss scheduled to be heard
Thursday, June 2, 2022 at 9:00 a.m.to be VACATED. CLERK'S NOTE: The above minute 
order has been distributed to all parties by the Court Clerk via electronic service and/or mail.
nc// 6/1/2022;
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06/02/2022 CANCELED Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)
Vacated
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss

05/17/2022 Continued to 06/02/2022 - Stipulation and Order - Sheridan, Rene;
Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ

06/02/2022 CANCELED Motion to Strike (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)
Vacated
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion to Dismiss

05/17/2022 Continued to 06/02/2022 - Stipulation and Order - Sheridan, Rene;
Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ

06/30/2022 CANCELED Motion (10:30 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Bell, Linda Marie)
Vacated
Plaintiff's Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson

08/04/2022 Motion to Dismiss (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)
Defendant's Motion to Dismiss

08/04/2022 Motion to Strike (9:00 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Johnson, Susan)
Plaintiff's Motion to Strike Defendant's Motion to Dismiss

DATE FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Defendant  Gutierrez, Joseph A, ESQ
Total Charges 583.00
Total Payments and Credits 583.00
Balance Due as of  7/12/2022 0.00

Plaintiff  Sheridan, Rene
Total Charges 0.00
Total Payments and Credits 0.00
Balance Due as of  7/12/2022 0.00
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 DAO 

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

 

RENE SHERIDAN,  
 

Plaintiff, 
 

vs. 
 

JOSEPH GUTIERREZ, ET AL., 
 

Defendant. 
 

Case No. 

Dept. No. 

A-21-838187-C 

22 

DECISION AND ORDER 

 Plaintiff Rene Sheridan filed a Motion to Disqualify Judge Johnson on June 1, 2022. Plaintiff 

alleges Judge Johnson’s rulings and actions in the course of proceedings demonstrate bias. Based on 

a review of the papers, the relevant record, Judge Johnson’s response, and pursuant to EDCR 

2.23(c), Plaintiff’s Motion is denied.  

I. Factual and Procedural Background 

This case arises out of a legal malpractice claim. The case’s procedural history involves 

numerous disputes, a venue transfer, and two case numbers that have since been de-consolidated. On 

May 2, 2022, following recusal from Judge Peterson and peremptory challenges against Judges 

Lilly-Spells and Escobar, the matter was assigned to Judge Susan Johnson.  

On May 12, 2022, the parties appeared before Judge Johnson for Defendants’ motion for 

sanctions and to deem Plaintiff a vexatious litigant. In the May 12 hearing, which serves as the basis 

for Plaintiff’s instant Motion for Recusal, Judge Johnson denied Defendant’s motion to deem 

Plaintiff a vexatious litigant, and granted the request that Plaintiff pay cost bonds for two 

Defendants. Judge Johnson denied Plaintiff’s countermotion for sanctions against Defendants. 

Following the hearing, Judge Johnson issued an order in case A-20-813635-C to de-consolidate that 

case from A-21-838187-C, and closed case A-20-813635-C on the basis that a motion to dismiss 

was granted in July 2020. Plaintiff thereafter appealed Judge Johnson’s order de-consolidating the 

Electronically Filed
06/28/2022 8:05 AM
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cases, and closing case A-20-813635-C. On June 10, 2022, the Nevada Supreme Court entered an 

order dismissing the appeal. 

On June 1, 2022, Plaintiff filed the instant Motion seeking recusal. Plaintiff asserts that she 

was denied the right to give testimony when Judge Johnson ordered her microphone muted in the 

May 12 hearing. Plaintiff further asserts that Judge Johnson improperly de-consolidated the two 

aforementioned case numbers. Plaintiff states Judge Johnson denied Plaintiff’s right to have her 

opposition to Defendants’ motion to dismiss be heard, and that Judge Johnson illegally demanded 

the parties appear for a hearing on June 2, 2022 while the matter was under appeal. Plaintiff states 

these actions represent the deep-seated favoritism or antagonism that would make fair judgment 

impossible. Plaintiff states that Judge Johnson closed her mind to the presentation of evidence, and 

that Judge Johnson’s bias in the case is so profound, that she must be disqualified. 

On June 2, 2022, Judge Johnson responded to Plaintiff’s Motion for Recusal by stating that 

she is not biased in this matter and has no conflict which would prevent her from sitting for this case. 

Further, Judge Johnson states she informed Plaintiff of the requirements to appear remotely, as 

Plaintiff did not have video enabled, however, Plaintiff was allowed to appear by telephone on May 

12 as an exception. Because Plaintiff interrupted Judge Johnson on more than one occasion, Judge 

Johnson states she instructed her court recorder to mute Plaintiff to prevent interruption, and then to 

unmute Plaintiff when Judge Johnson was finished speaking on each occasion. Additionally, Judge 

Johnson states that the motion to dismiss, which Plaintiff asserts Judge Johnson did not permit her to 

oppose at the May 12 hearing, was on calendar for June 2, and she anticipated and would have 

accorded Plaintiff the opportunity to oppose the motion on that date, had the hearing gone forward.  

This Court now finds as follows. 

II. Discussion 

A. Legal Standard 

Nevada Revised Statute 1.230 provides the statutory grounds for disqualifying district Court 

judges. The statute in pertinent part provides: 

 

1. A judge shall not act in an action or proceeding when the judge entertains actual 

bias or prejudice for or against one of the parties to the action. 
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2. A judge shall not act as such in an action or proceeding when implied bias exists 

in any of the following respects: 

(a) When the judge is a party to or interested in the action or proceeding. 

(b) When the judge is related to either party by consanguinity or affinity within the 

third degree.  

(c) When the judge has been attorney or counsel for either of the parties in the 

particular action or proceeding before the court.  

(d) When the judge is related to an attorney or counselor for either of the parties by 

consanguinity or affinity within the third degree. This paragraph does not apply 

to the presentation of ex parte or contested matters, except in fixing fees for an 

attorney so related to the judge.  

Rule 2.7 of the Revised Nevada Code of Judicial Conduct (NCJC) provides that a “judge shall hear 

and decide matters assigned to the judge, except when disqualification is required by Rule 2.11,” the 

rule which details substantive grounds for judicial disqualification. Pursuant to NCJC 2.11(A): 

 

(A) A judge shall disqualify himself or herself in any proceeding in which the 

judge’s impartiality might reasonably be questioned, including but not limited to the 

following circumstances: 

(1) The judge has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party or a party’s 

lawyer, or personal knowledge of facts that are in dispute in the proceeding. 

A judge shall disqualify himself or herself in any proceeding in which the judge’s impartiality might 

be reasonably questioned. Ybarra v. State, 247 P.3d 269, 271 (Nev. 2011).  The test for whether a 

judge’s impartiality might be reasonably questioned is objective and courts must decide whether a 

reasonable person, knowing all the facts, would harbor reasonable doubts about a judge’s 

impartiality. Id. at 272.  

 The burden is on the party asserting the challenge to establish sufficient factual and legal 

grounds warranting disqualification. Las Vegas Downtown Redevelopment Agency v. District 

Court, 116 Nev. 640, 643 (2000).  A judge has a duty to preside to the conclusion of all proceedings, 

in the absence of some statute, rule of court, ethical standard, or compelling reason otherwise.  Id.  A 

judge is presumed to be unbiased.  Millen v. District Court, 148 P.3d 694, 701 (Nev. 2006).  A judge 

is presumed to be impartial, and the burden is on the party asserting the challenge to establish 

sufficient factual grounds warranting disqualification. Ybarra, 247 P.3d at 272.  Additionally, the 

Court must give substantial weight to a judge’s determination that the judge may not voluntarily 

disqualify themselves, and the judge’s decision cannot be overturned in the absence of clear abuse of 

discretion.  In re Pet. To recall Dunleavy, 104 Nev. 784 (1988).   
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 The Nevada Supreme Court has stated “rulings and actions of a judge during the course of 

official judicial proceedings do not establish legally cognizable grounds for disqualifications.”  Id. at 

1275.  The personal bias necessary to disqualify must “stem from an extrajudicial source and result 

in an opinion on the merits on some basis other than what the judge learned from participation in the 

case.”  Id.  “To permit an allegation of bias, partially founded upon a justice’s performance of his [or 

her] constitutionally mandated responsibilities, to disqualify that justice from discharging those 

duties would nullify the court’s authority and permit manipulation of justice, as well as the court.” 

Id.  

The Nevada Supreme Court has noted that while the general rule is that what a judge learns 

in his or her official capacity does not result in disqualification, “an opinion formed by a judge on 

the basis of facts introduced or events occurring in the course of the current proceedings, or of prior 

proceedings, constitutes a basis for a bias or partiality motion where the opinion displays ‘a deep-

seated favoritism or antagonism that would make fair judgment impossible.” Kirksey v. State, 923 

P.2d 1102, 1107 (Nev. 1996); Liteky v. U.S., 510 U.S. 540 (1994) ( “…judicial remarks during the 

course of a trial that are critical or disapproving of, or even hostile to, counsel, the parties, or their 

cases, ordinarily do not support a bias or partiality challenge.”). However, “remarks of a judge made 

in the context of a court proceeding are not considered indicative of improper bias or prejudice 

unless they show that the judge has closed his or her mind to the presentation of all the evidence.” 

Cameron v. State, 968 P.2d 1169, 1171 (Nev. 1998).   

 

B. Disqualification is not warranted because Plaintiff has not established sufficient factual 

and legal grounds for disqualification. 

As the party seeking disqualification, Plaintiff bears the burden of establishing sufficient 

factual grounds to warrant disqualification. Las Vegas Downtown Redevelopment Agency v. 

District Court, 5 P.3d 1059, 1061 (Nev. 2000). However, the rulings, and actions of a judge during 

the course of official judicial proceedings do not establish legally cognizable grounds for 

disqualification. Canarelli v. Eighth Judicial Dist. Court, 138 Nev. Adv. Op. 12 (2022) (concluding 

that a party seeking disqualification as a result of a judge’s exercise of her duties must show that the 

judge has formed an opinion displaying a deep-seated favoritism that would prevent fair judgment); 
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In re Pet. To recall Dunleavy, 104 Nev. 784, 789 (1988). Here, Plaintiff has not met the burden of 

establishing sufficient facts for disqualification. 

While Plaintiff claims Judge Johnson has closed her mind to evidence, she has not 

established sufficient factual or legal grounds to prove this. In the May 12 hearing at issue, Judge 

Johnson ruled on the motion and countermotion before her, and while Plaintiff asserts Judge 

Johnson would not allow opposition to a pending motion to dismiss, the motion to dismiss was not 

on calendar for that date. Instead, the motion to dismiss was on calendar for June 2, 2022, and was 

vacated as a result of the instant Motion for Recusal. A review of the May 12 hearing does not reveal 

the deep-seated favoritism or antagonism as characterized by Plaintiff. There is no evidence that 

Judge Johnson’s actions or rulings have been influenced by bias toward or prejudice against any 

party to this case.  

Further, disagreement with a judge’s rulings or decisions is not a basis to disqualify. Judge 

Johnson’s instruction to mute Plaintiff after interruption is not indicative of bias, as Plaintiff was 

otherwise given adequate time to argue her position regarding the motions before the court on May 

12. Additionally, Judge Johnson has the broad authority to maintain order and decorum in 

proceedings in her courtroom.  

As to Plaintiff’s procedural arguments that it was improper to hold a hearing while matters 

were on appeal, that the record is allegedly missing documents from the Second Judicial District 

venue transfer, and that the matter being classified as “other civil matters” are all indicative of bias, 

this Court makes no findings as to the procedural arguments themselves, but does not find these 

allegations to warrant disqualification. Plaintiff’s allegations fall short of demonstrating any bias or 

prejudice against her that would support the disqualification of Judge Johnson. This Court does not 

find that Judge Johnson has demonstrated the kind of deep-seated favoritism that would prevent fair 

judgment in this matter. Further, this Court must give substantial weight to the sitting judge’s 

determination to not recuse from the matter. 

As to Defendants’ request for attorney’s fees, the request is denied, as opposing parties do 

not have a statutory authority or obligation to respond to disqualification requests. The judge 

assigned to the case has the statutory authority to respond to disqualification efforts pursuant to NRS 
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1.235(6). Requesting disqualification via motion or affidavit does not, in and of itself, create an 

obligation by a nonmoving party to oppose the motion, as the sitting judge maintains the statutory 

authority to answer to the allegations, rather than the nonmoving party. In general, it is the response 

from the assigned judge which aids the court in determining questions of disqualification, not a 

response from a nonmoving party. Defendants’ request for attorney’s fees is denied.  

Conclusion 

Plaintiff does not bring cognizable claims supported by factual or legal allegations against 

Judge Johnson.  The record does not support Plaintiff’s allegations of bias by Judge Johnson, and 

Judge Johnson’s rulings and actions in the course of official judicial proceedings are not evidence of 

bias or prejudice.  Thus, Plaintiff’s request to disqualify Judge Johnson is DENIED. Defendants’ 

request for attorney’s fees is DENIED. The hearing on calendar for June 30, 2022 is VACATED as 

a result of this Decision. 

 

 

__________________________________ 
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DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

CASE NO: A-21-838187-CRene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s)

vs. 

Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, 
Defendant(s)

DEPT. NO.  Department 22

AUTOMATED CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This automated certificate of service was generated by the Eighth Judicial District 
Court. The foregoing Decision and Order was served via the court’s electronic eFile system 
to all recipients registered for e-Service on the above entitled case as listed below:
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Charity Johnson cmj@mgalaw.com

Jason Maier jrm@mgalaw.com

Joseph Gutierrez jag@mgalaw.com

Joseph Garin jgarin@lipsonneilson.com

Kimberly Glad kglad@lipsonneilson.com

Jonathan Wong jwong@lipsonneilson.com

RENE SHERIDAN RSHERIDAN34@AOL.COM

PATRICK CANNON HOTOPIX@GMAIL.COM
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES August 16, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
August 16, 2021 3:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Gonzalez, Elizabeth  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Court notes plaintiff has filed a motion to continue.  Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5)  the Court can 
take no action on that motion and shall proceed no further with the matter until a decision is made on 
Plaintiffs motion for DQ. 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//8/16/21 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES August 31, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
August 31, 2021 3:00 AM Motion to Dismiss  
 
HEARD BY: Gonzalez, Elizabeth  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5)  the Court can take no action on that motion and shall proceed no further 
with the matter until a decision is made on Plaintiffs motion for DQ. 
 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//9/3/21 
 



A‐21‐838187‐C 

PRINT DATE: 07/12/2022 Page 3 of 7 Minutes Date: August 16, 2021 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES September 09, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
September 09, 2021 9:00 AM Motion to Strike  
 
HEARD BY: Vacant, DC 11; Hardcastle, Kathy  COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03E 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER: Jill Hawkins 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Court FOUND the present matter was previously filed and assigned to Judge Crockett as case No. 
A-20-813635-C. The latter Judge Crockett granted Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Without Prejudice. 
After the case was dismissed Plaintiff filed the in the Second Judicial District Court in Reno, NV. 
Plaintiff filed in the Second Judicial District Court to avoid further action from Judge Corckett. 
Defendants filed a motion to dismiss citing Judge Crockett's decision. The motion to dismissed was 
denied and Defendants filed a motion to change venue which was granted and the case was moved 
to the Eight Judicial District Court. Under the rules of the District Court when subsequent case is 
brought about involving the same parties and transactions in order to prevent judge or forum 
shopping the case is required to be reassigned to the department with the lowest case number.  
 
COURT ORDERED, case A-21-838187-C to be consolidated with A-20-813635-C and transferred to 
Department 24.  
 
COURT DENIED, Plaintiff's Affidavit of Prejudice since Judge Gonzalez had retired, matter is 
MOOT.  
 
Defendants pending motion to dismiss needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be heard.  
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Pending motion to strike needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be heard.  
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES September 17, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
September 17, 2021 3:00 AM Motion  
 
HEARD BY: Hardcastle, Kathy  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Motion for Continuance came before this Court on the September 17, 2021 Chamber Calendar. 
The Court has reviewed the Motion and the Limited Opposition.  The Court previously reviewed the 
Motion for Continuance in Relation to the Hearing on September 9, 2021.  The Court entered a 
Minute Order on September 9, 2021 transferring the case to Department 24 to be consolidated with A-
20-813635-C.  As such, this Department cannot take any further action on this motion.  Therefore, 
COURT ORDERED matter OFF CALENDAR and Plaintiff to Re-notice the Motion if further action is 
needed. 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//9/21/21 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES October 21, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
October 21, 2021 12:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Bixler, James  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK:  
 Kory Schlitz 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Court hereby corrects its minute orders of September 9, 2021 and September 17, 2021.  The 
Minute Orders incorrectly identified the department handling the lower numbered case as 
Department 24.  Case number A-20-813635-C, the lower numbered case into which this matter is 
consolidated was transferred to Department 8 as a result of Administrative Order 20-25 filed 
December 31, 2020 ,which reassigned all civil cases in Department 24 to Department 8.  See AO-20-25, 
page 2:17-18.  Therefore, the minute orders are hereby ORDERED CORRECTED to reflect  the 
department assigned to this case  instead of  Department 24    
 
CLERK S NOTE:  Counsel are to ensure a copy of the forgoing minute order is distributed to all 
interested parties; additionally, a copy of the foregoing minute order was distributed to the registered 
service recipients via Odyssey eFileNV E-Service (10-21-2021 ks). 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES June 01, 2022 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
June 01, 2022 3:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Johnson, Susan  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Nicole Cejas 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Having noted Plaintiff filed a Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson on June 1, 
2022, this Court ORDERS the hearings concerning Plaintiff s Motion to Strike Defendants  Motion to 
Dismiss and Defendants  Motion to Dismiss scheduled to be heard Thursday, June 2, 2022 at 9:00 
a.m.to be VACATED. 
 
CLERK'S NOTE: The above minute order has been distributed to all parties by the Court Clerk via 
electronic service and/or mail. nc// 6/1/2022 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES August 16, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
August 16, 2021 3:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Gonzalez, Elizabeth  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Court notes plaintiff has filed a motion to continue.  Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5)  the Court can 
take no action on that motion and shall proceed no further with the matter until a decision is made on 
Plaintiffs motion for DQ. 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//8/16/21 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES August 31, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
August 31, 2021 3:00 AM Motion to Dismiss  
 
HEARD BY: Gonzalez, Elizabeth  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Pursuant to NRS 1.235(5)  the Court can take no action on that motion and shall proceed no further 
with the matter until a decision is made on Plaintiffs motion for DQ. 
 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//9/3/21 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES September 09, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
September 09, 2021 9:00 AM Motion to Strike  
 
HEARD BY: Vacant, DC 11; Hardcastle, Kathy  COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 03E 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER: Jill Hawkins 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Court FOUND the present matter was previously filed and assigned to Judge Crockett as case No. 
A-20-813635-C. The latter Judge Crockett granted Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Without Prejudice. 
After the case was dismissed Plaintiff filed the in the Second Judicial District Court in Reno, NV. 
Plaintiff filed in the Second Judicial District Court to avoid further action from Judge Corckett. 
Defendants filed a motion to dismiss citing Judge Crockett's decision. The motion to dismissed was 
denied and Defendants filed a motion to change venue which was granted and the case was moved 
to the Eight Judicial District Court. Under the rules of the District Court when subsequent case is 
brought about involving the same parties and transactions in order to prevent judge or forum 
shopping the case is required to be reassigned to the department with the lowest case number.  
 
COURT ORDERED, case A-21-838187-C to be consolidated with A-20-813635-C and transferred to 
Department 24.  
 
COURT DENIED, Plaintiff's Affidavit of Prejudice since Judge Gonzalez had retired, matter is 
MOOT.  
 
Defendants pending motion to dismiss needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be heard.  
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Pending motion to strike needs to be renoticed under A-20-813635-C if it is to be heard.  
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES September 17, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
September 17, 2021 3:00 AM Motion  
 
HEARD BY: Hardcastle, Kathy  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Valeria Guerra 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Motion for Continuance came before this Court on the September 17, 2021 Chamber Calendar. 
The Court has reviewed the Motion and the Limited Opposition.  The Court previously reviewed the 
Motion for Continuance in Relation to the Hearing on September 9, 2021.  The Court entered a 
Minute Order on September 9, 2021 transferring the case to Department 24 to be consolidated with A-
20-813635-C.  As such, this Department cannot take any further action on this motion.  Therefore, 
COURT ORDERED matter OFF CALENDAR and Plaintiff to Re-notice the Motion if further action is 
needed. 
 
CLERK S NOTE: A copy of this minute order was distributed via Odyssey File and Serve. - 
vg//9/21/21 
 



A‐21‐838187‐C 

PRINT DATE: 07/12/2022 Page 6 of 7 Minutes Date: August 16, 2021 
 

DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES October 21, 2021 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
October 21, 2021 12:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Bixler, James  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK:  
 Kory Schlitz 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- The Court hereby corrects its minute orders of September 9, 2021 and September 17, 2021.  The 
Minute Orders incorrectly identified the department handling the lower numbered case as 
Department 24.  Case number A-20-813635-C, the lower numbered case into which this matter is 
consolidated was transferred to Department 8 as a result of Administrative Order 20-25 filed 
December 31, 2020 ,which reassigned all civil cases in Department 24 to Department 8.  See AO-20-25, 
page 2:17-18.  Therefore, the minute orders are hereby ORDERED CORRECTED to reflect  the 
department assigned to this case  instead of  Department 24    
 
CLERK S NOTE:  Counsel are to ensure a copy of the forgoing minute order is distributed to all 
interested parties; additionally, a copy of the foregoing minute order was distributed to the registered 
service recipients via Odyssey eFileNV E-Service (10-21-2021 ks). 
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Other Civil Matters COURT MINUTES June 01, 2022 
 
A-21-838187-C Rene Sheridan, Plaintiff(s) 

vs.  
Joseph Gutierrez, ESQ, Defendant(s) 

 
June 01, 2022 3:00 AM Minute Order  
 
HEARD BY: Johnson, Susan  COURTROOM: Chambers 
 
COURT CLERK: Nicole Cejas 
 
RECORDER:  
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Having noted Plaintiff filed a Motion and Affidavit for Recusal of Judge Susan Johnson on June 1, 
2022, this Court ORDERS the hearings concerning Plaintiff s Motion to Strike Defendants  Motion to 
Dismiss and Defendants  Motion to Dismiss scheduled to be heard Thursday, June 2, 2022 at 9:00 
a.m.to be VACATED. 
 
CLERK'S NOTE: The above minute order has been distributed to all parties by the Court Clerk via 
electronic service and/or mail. nc// 6/1/2022 
 
 



EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY  
ON APPEAL TO NEVADA SUPREME COURT 

 
 
 
RENE SHERIDAN 
23823 MALIBU RD. #50-364 
MALIBU, CA  90265         
         

DATE:  July 12, 2022 
        CASE:  A-21-838187-C 

         
 
RE CASE: RENE SHERIDAN vs. JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ; STEVEN G. KNAUSS; JASON R. MILLER.; MAIER 

GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED:   July 9, 2022 
 
YOUR APPEAL HAS BEEN SENT TO THE SUPREME COURT. 
 
PLEASE NOTE: DOCUMENTS NOT TRANSMITTED HAVE BEEN MARKED: 
 
 $250 – Supreme Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the Supreme Court)** 

- If the $250 Supreme Court Filing Fee was not submitted along with the original Notice of Appeal, it must be 
mailed directly to the Supreme Court.  The Supreme Court Filing Fee will not be forwarded by this office if 
submitted after the Notice of Appeal has been filed. 

 

 $24 – District Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 
 
 $500 – Cost Bond on Appeal (Make Check Payable to the District Court)** 

- NRAP 7: Bond For Costs On Appeal in Civil Cases 
- Previously paid Bonds are not transferable between appeals without an order of the District Court. 

     

 Case Appeal Statement 
- NRAP 3 (a)(1), Form 2  

 

 Order        
 

 Notice of Entry of Order        
 

NEVADA RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 3 (a) (3) states:  

“The district court clerk must file appellant’s notice of appeal despite perceived deficiencies in the notice, including the failure to 
pay the district court or Supreme Court filing fee. The district court clerk shall apprise appellant of the deficiencies in writing, 
and shall transmit the notice of appeal to the Supreme Court in accordance with subdivision (g) of this Rule with a notation to the 
clerk of the Supreme Court setting forth the deficiencies. Despite any deficiencies in the notice of appeal, the clerk of the Supreme 
Court shall docket the appeal in accordance with Rule 12.” 
 

Please refer to Rule 3 for an explanation of any possible deficiencies. 
**Per District Court Administrative Order 2012-01, in regards to civil litigants, "...all Orders to Appear in Forma Pauperis expire one year from 
the date of issuance."  You must reapply for in Forma Pauperis status. 



Certification of Copy 
 
State of Nevada 
  SS: 
County of Clark 
 

I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of 
Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated 
original document(s): 
   NOTICE OF APPEAL; CASE APPEAL STATEMENT; DISTRICT COURT 
DOCKET ENTRIES; CIVIL COVER SHEET; DECISION AND ORDER; DISTRICT COURT 
MINUTES; NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY 
 
RENE SHERIDAN, 
 
  Plaintiff(s), 
 
 vs. 
 
JOSEPH A. GUTIERREZ; STEVEN G. 
KNAUSS; JASON R. MILLER.; MAIER 
GUTIERREZ & ASSOCIATES, 
 
  Defendant(s), 
 

  
Case No:  A-21-838187-C 
                             
Dept No:  XXII 
 
 

                
 

 
now on file and of record in this office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto 
       Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the 
       Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada 
       This 12 day of July 2022. 
 
       Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 
 

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk 
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