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ACKNOWLEDGMENT BY DEFENDANT OF NRS 176.0927 09-04-14 2 74 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF 
ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

09-15-15 3 381-383 

ANSWER TO AMENDED PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
(POST-CONVICTION) 

11-22-16 3 414-416 

ANSWER TO SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS 
CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 

02-26-18 5 551-553 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 09-01-22 9 1452-1454 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 11-04-22 9 1518-1520 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 11-22-22 9 1554-1556 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 01-12-23 10 1588-1590 

APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 08-23-18 19 1647-1649 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 05-08-14 2 13 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 06-19-18 5 575 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 01-08-19 5 642 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 01-12-23 10 1594 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 10-07-14 2 192-194 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 11-04-19 6 918-921 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-26-23 10 1663-1664 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 06-26-23 10 1674-1675 

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT 03-12-24 11 1823-1824 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL 02-19-15 3 350 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL 09-28-23 10 1731 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL 10-04-23 10 1741 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL 03-15-24 11 1888 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 10-08-14 2 213 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-04-19 6 928 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 10 1665 
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CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 10 1676 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – NOTICE OF APPEAL 03-12-24 11 1825 

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK AND TRANSMITTAL – RECORD ON APPEAL 07-28-23 10 1710-1712 

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 09-30-16 3 406 

COURT SERVICES REPORT 04-28-14 2 1-3 

DEPOSITION OF DENNIS CARRY 11/5/18 09-26-19 5 756-781 

DEPOSITION OF DENNIS CARRY 11/5/18 09-26-19 6 782-830 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 06-23-23 10 1661-1662 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 06-26-23 10 1672-1673 

DESIGNATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL 03-11-24 11 1821-1822 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

06-30-17 19 1597-1601 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

10-25-17 19 1626-1634 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

02-06-18 19 1635-1651 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

07-09-18 19 1642-1646 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

11-20-18 19 1650-1656 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

05-28-19 19 1659-1664 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

10-21-19 19 1665-1671 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

05-07-20 19 1676-1685 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

07-30-20 19 1689-1691 

EX PARTE CLAIM FOR ATTORNEY COMPENSATION  
(POST CONVICTION, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS) 

03-24-21 19 1695-1698 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION OF EXPERT WITNESS FEES 08-17-17 19 1605-1625 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION TO EMPLOY INVESTIGATOR 06-20-17 19 1594-1596 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

02-07-19 19 1657-1658 
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EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

11-13-19 19 1672-1673 

EX PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE 

03-18-20 19 1674-1675 

GUILTY PLEA MEMORANDUM 05-27-14 2 21-26 

INFORMATION 05-02-14 2 7-9 

JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 09-11-14 2 75-76 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PROBATION 08-20-14 12, 13 18-353 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT 05-27-14 2 30 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT  08-21-14 2 80-81 

MINUTES – ARRAIGNMENT 5/22/14 05-22-14 2 17 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
8/28/14 

09-17-14 2 138 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
8/28/14 

12-09-14 3 338 

MINUTES – ENTRY OF JUDGMENT AND IMPOSITION OF SENTENCE 
9/4/14 

12-09-14 3 339 

MINUTES – HEARING ON MOTION TO WITHDRAW 10/25/22 12-27-22 9 1575 

MINUTES – PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION 9/26/19 10-21-19 6 910-911 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 11/22/22 12-27-22 10 1579 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 12/29/22 03-29-23 10 1603 

MINUTES – STATUS HEARING 4/11/23 06-22-23 10 1654 

MOTION EXHIBIT 1 09-15-15 3 377-380 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 12-12-16 3 425-433 

MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 04-14-22 7 1254-1255 

MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 11-01-22 9 1489-1497 

MOTION FOR EXTENSION TO FILE SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION (FIRST 
REQUEST) 

08-09-22 8 1397-1399 

MOTION FOR JUDICIAL ACTION ON PETITION 07-20-23 10 1707-1709 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE UNDER SEAL 08-20-14 2 62-65 
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MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 07-13-16 13 354-358 

MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 08-22-18 5 590-594 

MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT(S) AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 10-07-14 2 198-200 

MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 04-22-22 7 1263-1270 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS ATTORNEY OF RECORD 05-08-23 10 1621-1622 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF RECORD 08-16-22 9 1403-1421 

NON-OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF 
RECORD 

08-19-22 9 1425-1426 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 10-07-14 2 190-191 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 11-04-19 6 915-917 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-23-23 10 1658-1660 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 06-26-23 10 1669-1671 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 03-11-24 11 1818-1820 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 10-01-14 2 185-186 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 04-22-22 7 1256-1257 

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE OF COUNSEL 12-28-22 10 1583-1584 

NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 10-02-18 5 618-620 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 10-09-19 6 871-903 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 06-12-23 10 1641-1650 

NOTICE OF EXPERT WITNESS 09-13-19 5 670-672 

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF ATTORNEY 
OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

09-15-15 3 373-376 

NOTICE OF MOTION TO WAIVE FILING FEES FOR PETITION FOR WRIT 
OF MANDAMUS 

06-17-22 8 1345-1370 

NOTICE OF RESPONSIBLE ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE 06-19-18 5 574 

NOTICE OF STRICKEN DOCUMENT 08-23-22 9 1433 

NOTICE OF STRICKEN DOCUMENT 09-21-22 9 1466 

NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL 04-22-22 7 1275-1277 
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NOTICE OF WRIT FILED IN NEVADA SUPREME COURT - PETITION FOR 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS 

06-30-23 10 1685-1691 

NOTICE TO COURT THAT PETITIONER IS NOT DESIGNATING ANY PART 
OF THE COURT RECORD TO BE PROVIDED BY COURT CLERK 

07-08-22 8 1386-1388 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 04-22-22 7 1258-1262 

OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 11-14-22 9 1529-1532 

OPPOSITION TO STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 05-04-22 8 1281-1304 

ORDER 10-13-14 2 217 

ORDER 08-16-16 3 401-402 

ORDER ADDRESSING MOTION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF COUNSEL OF 
RECORD AND TRANSFER OF RECORDS 

11-19-15 3 389-391 

ORDER APPOINTING CONFLICT COUNSEL 10-26-22 9 1484-1485 

ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 02-06-17 3 434-435 

ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 09-27-23 10 1725-1727 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 05-20-20 7 1169 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 03-24-21 7 1192 

ORDER APPROVING ATTORNEY’S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 04-05-21 7 1199 

ORDER DENYING EX-PARTE MOTION FOR PAYMENT OF 
TRANSCRIPTS AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 

03-24-20 7 1158-1159 

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 06-09-23 10 1634-1637 

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 10-09-19 6 837-867 

ORDER DENYING PETITIONER’S PETITION FOR WRIT OF FACTUAL 
INNOCENCE PURSUANT TO NRS 34.960(2) 

02-28-24 11 1801-1808 

ORDER GRANTING CONTINUANCE 07-23-14 2 55 

ORDER GRANTING IN FORMA PAUPERIS 07-15-16 3 395-397 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL AND 
HOLDING ALL OTHER SUBMITTED DOCUMENTS IN ABEYANCE 

06-10-22 8 1332-1335 

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION AND 
DISMISSING THIRD PETITION 

06-09-23 10 1626-1633 

ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 09-07-18 5 612-614 
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ORDER SETTING HEARING ON MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL 
OF RECORD 

08-26-22 9 1447-1448 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 03-29-22 7 1231-1232 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-04-22 7 1249-1250 

ORDER STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 07-06-22 8 1381-1382 

ORDER TO FILE ANSWER AND RETURN 10-11-16 3 410 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 08-24-18 5 601-602 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER BY AUDIO-VISUAL MEANS 01-12-23 10 1598-1599 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER FOR IN PERSON HEARING 11-23-22 9 1560-1561 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER VIA SIMULTANEOUS AUDIO / VISUAL 
TRANSMISSION 

09-16-22 9 1458-1459 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER VIA SIMULTANEOUS AUDIO / VISUAL 
TRANSMISSION 

11-07-22 9 1524-1525 

ORDER TO SET 06-04-18 5 568-570 

ORDER: 1) HOLDING PETITION IN ABEYANCE; 2) DIRECTING STATE TO 
RESPOND; AND 3) STRIKING REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

11-21-23 10 1745-1747 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF FACTUAL INNOCENCE 11-03-22 9 1498-1517 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 11-15-22 9 1536-1553 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 07-13-16 13, 14, 
15 

359-890 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST CONVICTION) 10-07-16 16, 17, 
18, 19 

891-1593 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) (NON-
DEATH PENALTY) 

03-29-22 7 1218-1230 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) (NON-
DEATH PENALTY) 

04-04-22 7 1236-1248 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS 06-17-22 8 1339-1344 

PETITION’S REQUEST THAT THIS COURT ORDER THE STATE TO 
RESPOND TO HIS PETITION FOR WRIT OF FACTUAL INNOCENCE FILED 
ON 3RD NOVEMBER 2022 

04-27-23 10 1609-1611 

PETITIONER’S HEARING MEMORANDUM FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING 09-25-19 5 711-752 

PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT 07-11-14 12 1-9 

PSYCHOSEXUAL EVALUATION 08-06-14 12 10-17 
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RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 10-03-23 10 1735-1737 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL (POST 
CONVICTION) 

06-28-22 8 1375-1377 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSEL 
(POST CONVICTION) 

02-16-17 3 439-440 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF ATTORNEY'S 
FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

07-17-17 3 463-464 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY FEES- POST CONVICTION 

12-03-19 6 945-946 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

11-21-17 4 489-490 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

03-23-18 5 557-558 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

07-19-18 5 585-586 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION 

12-20-18 5 632-633 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM 
ATTORNEY'S FEES (POST CONVICTION} 

06-26-19 5 657-658 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING INVESTIGATIVE FEES 
(POST CONVICTION) 

07-03-17 19 1602-1604 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR EXPERT 
WITNESS FEES (POST CONVICTION) 

09-20-17 4 476-477 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC 
EXPENSE (POST CONVICTION) 

03-20-19 5 649-650 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

05-18-20 19 1686-1688 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

08-21-20 19 1692-1694 

RECOMMENDATION FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY FEES – 
POST CONVICTION 

04-03-21 19 1699-1701 

REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE’S MOTION TO DISMISS 
SECOND PETITION 

05-09-22 8 1312-1316 

REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR CORRECTION OF SENTENCE 11-28-22 9 1565-1568 

REPLY TO STATE’S OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
COUNSEL 

05-05-22 8 1308-1311 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 12-08-16 3 420-421 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-22-22 7 1274 
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REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-04-22 8 1305-1307 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-09-22 8 1317-1318 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-10-22 8 1322-1323 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-16-22 8 1324-1325 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 05-18-22 8 1330-1331 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-27-23 10 1607-1608 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-27-23 10 1612-1613 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-28-23 10 1614-1615 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 04-28-23 10 1616-1617 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION FOR PRO PER MOTION FOR 
WITHDRAWAL OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD AND TRANSFER OF 
RECORDS 

11-13-15 3 384-388 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING 
DISCOVERY 

09-06-18 5 606-608 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL 
OF RECORD 

08-23-22 9 1437-1439 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS; REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY 
HEARING 

04-10-18 5 562-564 

REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT 11-14-19 6 939-941 

REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT(S) 10-07-14 2 195-197 

RESPONSE TO ORDER 03-15-24 11 1829-1884 

RESPONSE TO STATE’S FILING AS ORDERED BY THIS COURT 01-31-24 11 1798-1800 

RESPONSE TO THE STATE’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF THE STATE’S 
MOTION TO DISMISS SECOND PETITION 

05-18-22 8 1326-1329 

RETURN OF NEF 04-29-14 2 4-5 

RETURN OF NEF 05-02-14 2 10-12 

RETURN OF NEF 05-08-14 2 14-16 

RETURN OF NEF 05-23-14 2 18-20 

RETURN OF NEF 05-27-14 2 27-29 
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RETURN OF NEF 05-27-14 2 31-33 

RETURN OF NEF 07-11-14 2 34-36 

RETURN OF NEF 07-14-14 2 48-50 

RETURN OF NEF 07-21-14 2 52-54 

RETURN OF NEF 07-23-14 2 56-58 

RETURN OF NEF 08-06-14 2 59-61 

RETURN OF NEF 08-20-14 2 66-68 

RETURN OF NEF 09-11-14 2 77-79 

RETURN OF NEF 09-12-14 2 82-84 

RETURN OF NEF 09-16-14 2 135-137 

RETURN OF NEF 09-17-14 2 139-141 

RETURN OF NEF 09-22-14 2 182-184 

RETURN OF NEF 10-01-14 2 187-189 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 201-203 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 204-206 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 207-209 

RETURN OF NEF 10-07-14 2 210-212 

RETURN OF NEF 10-08-14 2 214-216 

RETURN OF NEF 10-13-14 2 218-220 

RETURN OF NEF 10-27-14 2 222-224 

RETURN OF NEF 11-09-14 3 335-337 

RETURN OF NEF 12-09-14 3 340-342 

RETURN OF NEF 12-09-14 3 343-345 

RETURN OF NEF 02-11-15 3 347-349 

RETURN OF NEF 02-19-15 3 351-353 

RETURN OF NEF 05-11-15 3 355-357 
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RETURN OF NEF 07-24-15 3 361-363 

RETURN OF NEF 08-18-15 3 370-372 

RETURN OF NEF 11-19-15 3 392-394 

RETURN OF NEF 07-15-16 3 398-400 

RETURN OF NEF 08-16-16 3 403-405 

RETURN OF NEF 09-30-16 3 407-409 

RETURN OF NEF 10-11-16 3 411-413 

RETURN OF NEF 11-22-16 3 417-419 

RETURN OF NEF 12-08-16 3 422-424 

RETURN OF NEF 02-06-17 3 436-438 

RETURN OF NEF 02-16-17 3 441-443 

RETURN OF NEF 05-15-17 3 446-448 

RETURN OF NEF 06-20-17 3 449-451 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-17 3 452-454 

RETURN OF NEF 07-03-17 3 455-457 

RETURN OF NEF 07-17-17 3 460-462 

RETURN OF NEF 07-17-17 3 465-467 

RETURN OF NEF 08-17-17 3 468-470 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-17 4 473-475 

RETURN OF NEF 09-20-17 4 478-480 

RETURN OF NEF 10-26-17 4 481-483 

RETURN OF NEF 11-15-17 4 486-488 

RETURN OF NEF 11-21-17 4 491-493 

RETURN OF NEF 01-16-18 5 545-547 

RETURN OF NEF 02-07-18 5 548-550 

RETURN OF NEF 02-26-18 5 554-556 
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RETURN OF NEF 03-23-18 5 559-561 

RETURN OF NEF 04-10-18 5 565-567 

RETURN OF NEF 06-04-18 5 571-573 

RETURN OF NEF 06-19-18 5 576-578 

RETURN OF NEF 06-19-18 5 579-581 

RETURN OF NEF 07-09-18 5 582-584 

RETURN OF NEF 07-19-18 5 587-589 

RETURN OF NEF 08-22-18 5 595-597 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-18 5 598-600 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-18 5 603-605 

RETURN OF NEF 09-06-18 5 609-611 

RETURN OF NEF 09-07-18 5 615-617 

RETURN OF NEF 10-02-18 5 621-623 

RETURN OF NEF 10-08-18 5 626-628 

RETURN OF NEF 11-20-18 5 629-631 

RETURN OF NEF 12-20-18 5 634-636 

RETURN OF NEF 12-20-18 5 639-641 

RETURN OF NEF 01-08-19 5 643-645 

RETURN OF NEF 02-07-19 5 646-648 

RETURN OF NEF 03-20-19 5 651-653 

RETURN OF NEF 05-28-19 5 654-656 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-19 5 659-661 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-19 5 667-669 

RETURN OF NEF 09-13-19 5 673-675 

RETURN OF NEF 09-24-19 5 708-710 

RETURN OF NEF 09-25-19 5 753-755 
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RETURN OF NEF 09-26-19 6 834-836 

RETURN OF NEF 10-09-19 6 868-870 

RETURN OF NEF 10-09-19 6 904-906 

RETURN OF NEF 10-21-19 6 907-909 

RETURN OF NEF 10-21-19 6 912-914 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 6 922-924 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 6 925-927 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-19 6 929-931 

RETURN OF NEF 11-12-19 6 933-935 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-19 6 936-938 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-19 6 942-944 

RETURN OF NEF 12-03-19 6 947-949 

RETURN OF NEF 12-08-19 7 1152-1154 

RETURN OF NEF 03-18-20 7 1155-1157 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-20 7 1160-1162 

RETURN OF NEF 05-07-20 7 1163-1165 

RETURN OF NEF 05-18-20 7 1166-1168 

RETURN OF NEF 05-20-20 7 1170-1172 

RETURN OF NEF 07-30-20 7 1173-1175 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-20 7 1176-1178 

RETURN OF NEF 08-24-20 7 1180-1182 

RETURN OF NEF 02-11-21 7 1186-1188 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-21 7 1189-1191 

RETURN OF NEF 03-24-21 7 1193-1195 

RETURN OF NEF 04-05-21 7 1196-1198 

RETURN OF NEF 04-05-21 7 1200-1202 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  88296 

DISTRICT CASE NO: CR14-0644 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER vs WARDEN OLSEN, ET AL 

DATE: APRIL 1, 2024 
 

 13 
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RETURN OF NEF 06-30-21 7 1204-1206 

RETURN OF NEF 07-01-21 7 1215-1217 

RETURN OF NEF 03-29-22 7 1233-1235 

RETURN OF NEF 04-04-22 7 1251-1253 

RETURN OF NEF 04-22-22 7 1271-1273 

RETURN OF NEF 04-22-22 8 1278-1280 

RETURN OF NEF 05-09-22 8 1319-1321 

RETURN OF NEF 06-10-22 8 1336-1338 

RETURN OF NEF 06-23-22 8 1372-1374 

RETURN OF NEF 06-28-22 8 1378-1380 

RETURN OF NEF 07-06-22 8 1383-1385 

RETURN OF NEF 07-08-22 8 1389-1391 

RETURN OF NEF 08-02-22 8 1394-1396 

RETURN OF NEF 08-09-22 8 1400-1402 

RETURN OF NEF 08-16-22 9 1422-1424 

RETURN OF NEF 08-19-22 9 1427-1429 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 9 1430-1432 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 9 1434-1436 

RETURN OF NEF 08-23-22 9 1440-1442 

RETURN OF NEF 08-25-22 9 1444-1446 

RETURN OF NEF 08-26-22 9 1449-1451 

RETURN OF NEF 09-01-22 9 1455-1457 

RETURN OF NEF 09-16-22 9 1460-1462 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 9 1463-1465 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 9 1467-1469 

RETURN OF NEF 09-21-22 9 1481-1483 
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RETURN OF NEF 10-26-22 9 1486-1488 

RETURN OF NEF 11-04-22 9 1521-1523 

RETURN OF NEF 11-07-22 9 1526-1528 

RETURN OF NEF 11-14-22 9 1533-1535 

RETURN OF NEF 11-22-22 9 1557-1559 

RETURN OF NEF 11-23-22 9 1562-1564 

RETURN OF NEF 11-28-22 9 1572-1574 

RETURN OF NEF 12-27-22 9 1576-1578 

RETURN OF NEF 12-27-22 10 1580-1582 

RETURN OF NEF 12-29-22 10 1585-1587 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 10 1591-1593 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 10 1595-1597 

RETURN OF NEF 01-12-23 10 1600-1602 

RETURN OF NEF 03-29-23 10 1604-1606 

RETURN OF NEF 04-28-23 10 1618-1620 

RETURN OF NEF 05-09-23 10 1623-1625 

RETURN OF NEF 06-09-23 10 1638-1640 

RETURN OF NEF 06-12-23 10 1651-1653 

RETURN OF NEF 06-22-23 10 1655-1657 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-23 10 1666-1668 

RETURN OF NEF 06-26-23 10 1677-1679 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-23 10 1682-1684 

RETURN OF NEF 06-30-23 10 1692-1694 

RETURN OF NEF 07-11-23 10 1697-1699 

RETURN OF NEF 07-18-23 10 1704-1706 

RETURN OF NEF 07-28-23 10 1713-1715 
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RETURN OF NEF 08-14-23 10 1717-1719 

RETURN OF NEF 09-15-23 10 1722-1724 

RETURN OF NEF 09-27-23 10 1728-1730 

RETURN OF NEF 09-28-23 10 1732-1734 

RETURN OF NEF 10-03-23 10 1738-1740 

RETURN OF NEF 10-04-23 10 1742-1744 

RETURN OF NEF 11-21-23 10 1748-1750 

RETURN OF NEF 01-02-24 11 1795-1797 

RETURN OF NEF 02-28-24 11 1809-1811 

RETURN OF NEF 03-08-24 11 1815-1817 

RETURN OF NEF 03-12-24 11 1826-1828 

RETURN OF NEF 03-15-24 11 1885-1887 

RETURN OF NEF 03-15-24 11 1889-1891 

RETURN OF NEF 03-18-24 11 1893-1895 

RETURN OF NEF 03-21-24 11 1898-1900 

SECOND RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER APPOINTING COUNSEL 
(POST CONVICTION) 

11-28-22 9 1569-1571 

SENTENCING EXHIBITS 08-21-14 2 69-73 

STATE’S BENCH MEMORANDUM REGARDING EVIDENTIARY HEARING 09-24-19 5 676-707 

STATE’S RESPONSE TO COURT’S ORDER: 1) HOLDING PETITION IN 
ABEYANCE; 2) DIRECTING STATE TO RESPOND; AND 3) STRIKING 
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION 

01-02-24 11 1751-1794 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUATION OF HEARING 12-20-18 5 637-638 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (FIRST 
REQUEST) 

05-15-17 3 444-445 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (SECOND 
REQUEST) 

07-17-17 3 458-459 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  88296 

DISTRICT CASE NO: CR14-0644 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER vs WARDEN OLSEN, ET AL 

DATE: APRIL 1, 2024 
 

 16 

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS  
(THIRD REQUEST) 

09-13-17 3 471-472 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE 
SUPPLEMENT TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS  
(FOURTH REQUEST) 

11-15-17 4 484-485 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE NOTICE 
OF DEPOSITION 

10-08-18 5 624-625 

STIPULATION FOR ADMISSION OF EVIDENCE 09-26-19 6 831-833 

STIPULATION TO CONTINUE 07-21-14 2 51 

SUBPOENA 09-13-19 5 662-666 

SUPPLEMENT TO MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL OF RECORD 09-21-22 9 1470-1480 

SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST 
CONVICTION) 

01-12-18 4 494-544 

SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENT 08-18-15 3 365 

SUPREME COURT CLERK’S CERTIFICATE & JUDGMENTS 07-01-21 7 1208 

SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 08-25-22 9 1443 

SUPREME COURT NOTICE IN LIEU OF REMITTITUR 08-14-23 10 1716 

SUPREME COURT NOTICE OF TRANSFER TO COURT OF APPEALS 08-24-20 7 1179 

SUPREME COURT ORDER 07-11-23 10 1695 

SUPREME COURT ORDER 03-08-24 11 1812-1814 

SUPREME COURT ORDER CONSOLIDATING APPEALS, DIRECTING 
TRANSMISSION OF RECORD, AND REGARDING BRIEFING 

07-18-23 10 1702-1703 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION  08-02-22 8 1392-1393 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 06-30-21 7 1203 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REVIEW 07-01-21 7 1209-1210 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS 

07-18-23 10 1700-1701 

SUPREME COURT ORDER DIRECTING TRANSMISSION OF RECORD 
AND REGARDING BRIEFING 

03-21-24 11 1896-1897 

SUPREME COURT ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO TRANSMIT 
PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT AND PSYCHOSEXUAL 
EVALUATION 

02-11-15 3 346 



APPEAL INDEX 
SUPREME COURT NO:  88296 

DISTRICT CASE NO: CR14-0644 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER vs WARDEN OLSEN, ET AL 

DATE: APRIL 1, 2024 
 

 17 

PLEADING DATE FILED VOL. PAGE NO. 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 07-24-15 3 358-360 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 08-18-15 3 366-369 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 02-11-21 7 1183-1185 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF AFFIRMANCE 07-01-21 7 1211-1214 

SUPREME COURT ORDER OF LIMITED REMAND FOR APPOINTMENT 
OF COUNSEL 

09-15-23 10 1720-1721 

SUPREME COURT ORDER TRANSFERRING TO COURT OF APPEALS 05-11-15 3 354 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 10-27-14 2 221 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 11-12-19 6 932 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-23-22 8 1371 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-30-23 10 1680 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 06-30-23 10 1681 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 07-11-23 10 1696 

SUPREME COURT RECEIPT FOR DOCUMENTS 03-18-24 11 1892 

SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 08-18-15 3 364 

SUPREME COURT REMITTITUR 07-01-21 7 1207 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – ARRAIGNMENT – MAY 27, 2014 07-14-14 2 37-47 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – CONTINUED SENTENCING –  
AUG. 26, 2014 

09-22-14 2 142-181 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – HEARING ON POST-CONVICTION 
PETITION – SEPT. 26, 2019 

12-08-19 6, 7 950-1151 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – SENTENCING – AUG. 21, 2014 09-16-14 2 85-134 

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS – SENTENCING – SEPT. 4, 2014 11-09-14 3 225-334 

WAIVER OF PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 05-02-14 2 6 

 



Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.386.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.854.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.792.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.979.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.449.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.729.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.667.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.324.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.605.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

- Notification received on 2018-01-16 09:07:34.542.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-01-16 09:07:35 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6481271

V5. 545

V5. 545



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 01-12-2018:18:13:33

Clerk Accepted: 01-16-2018:09:06:50

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Supplemental Petition

    -  **Continuation

    -  **Continuation

    -  **Continuation

    -  **Continuation

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

V5. 546

V5. 546

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4167052


CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 547

V5. 547



Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:50.693.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:52.378.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:52.144.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:52.55.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:50.818.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:52.035.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:51.957.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:50.6.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:51.879.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-07 08:47:51.411.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-02-07 08:47:53 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6519093

V5. 548

V5. 548



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 02-06-2018:18:08:56

Clerk Accepted: 02-07-2018:08:47:21

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 549

V5. 549

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4187080


JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 550

V5. 550



 
CODE No. 1130 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
P. O.  Box 11130 
Reno, Nevada 89520-0027 
(775) 328-3200 
Attorney for Respondent 

 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 
* * * 

 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner, 
  v.        Case No. CR14-0644 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN    Dept. No.  8 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER 
    

    Respondent. 

                                                                 /  

  
ANSWER TO SUPPLEMENTAL PETITION FOR  

WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (POST-CONVICTION) 
 
 COMES NOW, Respondent, by and through counsel, and answers the supplemental 

petition filed on or about January 12, 2018, as follows:  

Due to the nature of the supplemental petition, comingling allegation of fact and 

assertions of law, the respondent generally denies each and every material allegation of fact 

included in the supplement. 

/ / /  

/ / / 

/ / / 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-02-26 09:11:39 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6548350 : pmsewell

V5. 551

V5. 551



AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not contain the 

social security number of any person. 

  DATED: Feb 26, 2018. 

 

       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
       District Attorney 
 
       By /s/ TERRENCE P. McCARTHY  
                        TERRENCE P. McCARTHY 
            Chief Appellate Deputy 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

V5. 552

V5. 552



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
  
I hereby certify that this document was filed electronically with the Second Judicial District 

Court on February 26, 2018.  Electronic Service of the foregoing document shall be made in 

accordance with the Master Service List as follows:  

 Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

 

                                  /s/ MARGARET FORD 
                           MARGARET FORD 

 

 

 

 

V5. 553

V5. 553



Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.401.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.885.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.823.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.994.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.495.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.76.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.713.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.308.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.635.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-02-26 10:12:19.573.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-02-26 10:12:20 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6548573

V5. 554

V5. 554



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 02-26-2018:09:11:39

Clerk Accepted: 02-26-2018:10:11:47

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Answer

Filed By: Terrence McCarthy

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 555

V5. 555

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4202376


JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 556

V5. 556



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-03-23 12:40:09 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6593292
1 CODE: 2777 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Petitioner, 

Respondent. 

*** 

Case No. : CR 14-0644 

Dept. No.: 8 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY'S FEES 

(POST CONVICTION) 
The Administrator, having reviewed the Claim for Compensation submitted 

18 by Edward T. Reed, Esq., for the representation of Petitioner, and the Court having 

19 previously entered an Order finding this case to be appropriate for waiver of the 

20 
$750.00 statutory cap pursuant to NRS 7.125(4), 

21 
This Administrator recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second Judicial 

22 District Court find that the time expended was necessary and reasonable to handle 

23 the recent issues in this matter and represent Petitioner's interests. 

24 
This Administrator further recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second 

25 
Judicial District Court approve the payment of interim fees in the amount of FOUR 

26 THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED TWO DOLLARS AND TWENTY-NINE CENTS ($4,502.29) made 

27 
1 

V5. 557

V5. 557



1 payable to Edward T. Reed, Esq., and paid by the State of Nevada Public 

2 Defender's Office. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

~ ~/J. Dated this _ day of __ .;__r______cc Y"":J __ , 2018. 

ROBERT 
COURT 

., ADMINISTRATOR 
COUNSEL 

Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second 

8 Judicial District Court's Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and 

9 in the interest of justice, 

10 

11 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are 

hereby confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of $l{,60c)B;L . This 

12 amount may not be the same as the Recommendation. Counsel is notified that 

13 they may request a prove-up hearing for the non-approved amounts before the 

14 Chief Judge of the District. 

15 Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State Of Nevada 
a 

16 Public Defender's Office fees in the amount of $1-{ ,60;;). . 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

DATED this J. J day of ;hw,;?, / 2018. 

2 

V5. 558

V5. 558



Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:12.93.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.382.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.32.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.507.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.008.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.258.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.195.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:12.868.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.133.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-03-23 12:41:13.07.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-03-23 12:41:14 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6593293

V5. 559

V5. 559



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 03-23-2018:12:40:09

Clerk Accepted: 03-23-2018:12:40:41

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BAnderson

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

V5. 560

V5. 560

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4225866


DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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V5. 561
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533 
(775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 

 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,    Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.       Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER.  
 
   Respondent. 
________________________________________/ 

 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF PETITION AND SUPPLEMENTAL 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS; REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY 

HEARING 

 Petitioner Roderick Stephen Skinner, by and though his court-appointed counsel 

Edward T. Reed, Esq., hereby files this Request for Submission of Petition and 

Supplemental Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and Request for Evidentiary Hearing.  

The Petitioner filed his original petition for writ of habeas corpus on July 13, 2016, and 

an amended petition for writ of habeas corpus (hereinafter “petition for writ of habeas 

corpus”) on October 7, 2016, which was amended at the district court’s direction to 

simply add a verification.  On November 22, 2016, the State filed an answer to the 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-04-10 10:46:26 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6620661 : cvera
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amended petition for writ of habeas corpus.  The Petitioner filed through his counsel a 

supplemental petition on January 12, 2018.  On February 26, 2018, the State filed an 

answer to the supplemental petition for writ of habeas corpus.   

 The petition and supplemental petition are hereby submitted to the Court pursuant 

to NRS 34.770 to determine whether an evidentiary hearing is required as to some or all 

of the grounds for relief.  The petitioner submits that substantial allegations of ineffective 

assistance of counsel and a violation of the Petitioner’s rights have been submitted in the 

grounds of the petition and supplemental petition for writ of habeas corpus which, if true, 

would entitle the Petitioner to relief.  A petitioner has a right to a post-conviction 

evidentiary hearing when he asserts claims supported by specific factual allegations not 

belied by the record that, if true, would entitle him to relief.   Mann v. State, 118 Nev. 

351, 354, 46 P.3d 1228 (2002).   

 In addition, the Petitioner asserts that the loss of the evidence by the State, as 

detailed in the supplemental petition for writ of habeas corpus, and the circumstances 

surrounding this loss and whether such loss is a violation of due process and a result of 

the gross negligence or bad faith of the State, require an evidentiary hearing.  The 

Petitioner cannot prosecute his claims of innocence and that his plea was not knowingly 

or voluntarily made without being able to examine this evidence, which, due to the gross 

negligence or bad faith of the State, is no longer available to be examined.   

 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

preceding document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 10th day of April, 2018. 
 
 
         /s/  Edward T. Reed            
       Edward T. Reed, Esq.   
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, which 

represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I electronically filed 

the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court using the ECF system which will send a 

notice of filing to the following: 

 
Terrence McCarthy, Chief Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 
 
 DATED this 10th day of April, 2018. 
 
 
        /s/ Edward T. Reed                        
       Edward T. Reed 
 

 
 

V5. 564

V5. 564



Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:12.806.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.788.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.71.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.929.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:12.868.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.648.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.57.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:12.509.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:13.508.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-04-10 11:34:12.946.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-04-10 11:34:15 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6620877
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 04-10-2018:10:46:26

Clerk Accepted: 04-10-2018:11:33:24

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Request for Submission

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V5. 566

V5. 566

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4240261


CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 567

V5. 567



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-04 09:28:10 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 67099091 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

9 RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, Case No. CR14-0644 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, 
NORTHERN NEVADA 
CORRECTIONAL CENTER, 

Respondent. 

Dept. No. 8 

---------------1 

ORDER TO SET 

Petitioner RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER ("Petitioner"), filed a pro per Petitio 

for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post Conviction) on October 7, 2016. On January 12, 2018, 
19 

20 
Petitioner, by and through counsel Edward T. Reed, Esq., filed his Supplemental Petition 

for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Post-Conviction). Respondent filed an Answer on February 26, 
21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

2018. 

Petitioner has requested an evidentiary hearing on the merits of his claims. After 

reviewing the moving papers, the Court concludes Petitioner has established that an 

evidentiary hearing is warranted. 

Ill 
Ill 
Ill 

1 
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Good cause appearing, Petitioner's request for an evidentiary hearing is 

GRANTED. Accordingly, the parties shall contact the Judicial Assistant for Department 

Eight within fifteen (15) days of the date of this order to set this matter for an 

evidentiary hearing. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. ;# 
DATED this Lf 'day of June, 2018. 

~BR~ 
District Judge 

2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Pursuant to NRCP S(b), I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second 

Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this 4 
day of June, 2018, I electronically filed the following with the Clerk of the Court by 

using the ECF system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following: 

Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

Terrance McCarthy, Esq. 

3 

Judicial Assistant 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:24.965.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.136.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.105.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.183.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:24.98.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.074.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.058.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:24.933.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.027.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-04 09:29:25.011.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-04 09:29:27 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6709918
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-04-2018:09:28:10

Clerk Accepted: 06-04-2018:09:28:53

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord to Set

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V5. 572

V5. 572

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4287149


CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 573

V5. 573



CODE 2610 
Christopher J. Hicks 
#7747 
P.O. Box 11130 
Reno, NV 89520 
(775) 328-3200  
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

* * * 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner, 
  v.        Case No. CR14-0644 

THE STATE OF NEVADA       Dept. No.  8 
     
   Respondent. 
____________________________________/ 

NOTICE OF RESPONSIBLE ATTORNEY FOR THE STATE 
 
  Notice is hereby given that JOSEPH R. PLATER, Appellate Deputy, is the 

responsible attorney handling the above-entitled matter on behalf of the State of Nevada.  It is 

requested that any other Deputy District Attorney listed on this case be removed. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

  The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

Dated this 19th day of June, 2018. 

  CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS  
District Attorney 
Washoe County, Nevada 
 
By /s/ JOSEPH R. PLATER  

                        JOSEPH R. PLATER 
             Appellate Deputy 
 

 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-19 01:42:28 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6735654 : pmsewell
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-19 01:44:47 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6735664 : japarici
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10 

CODE 1250 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER 

Plaintiff, 

vs. Case No. CR14-0644 D 

11 THE STATE OF NEVADA Q, Dept. No. _8 ______ _ 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Defendant. 
________________ /. 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 
TYPE OF ACTION: POST-CONVICTION 
MATTER TO BE HEARD: EVIDENTIARY HEARING 
Date of Application : June 1 !:l, lU18 Made by: RESPONDENT/DEFENDANT 

Plaintiff or Defendant 
COUNSEL FOR PLAINTIFF: EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. -----------------------
COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT: JOSEPH R. PLATER, APPELLATE DEPUTY 

Instructions: Check the appropriate box. Indicate who id requesting the jury. Estimated No. Of Jurors: 

O Jury Demanded by (Name): ------------------
0 No Jury Demanded by (Name): -----------------

Estimated Duration of Trial: _1_D_A_Y _______________ _ 

Edward T. Reed, Esq. Joseph R. Plater, Appellate Deputy 

via telephone 

Attorney(s) for Plaintiff 

Evidentiary Hrg 9:00 am 8th 
Motion - No. Setting at on the 

Setting at 

JUD 500 (Rev 3/03) 

via telephone 

Attorney(s) for Defendant 

January 
day of 

day of 

20 19 

20 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
ZELALEM BOGALE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.235.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.422.

TERRENCE
MCCARTHY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.391.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.469.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.266.

MICHAEL
BOLENBAKER, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.36.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.344.

REBECCA
DRUCKMAN, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.22.

MATTHEW LEE,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.313.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:03:15.298.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-19 02:03:16 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6735743
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-19-2018:13:44:47

Clerk Accepted: 06-19-2018:14:02:34

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Application for Setting

Filed By: Joseph Plater

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

MICHAEL BOLENBAKER, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

ZELALEM BOGALE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

TERRENCE P. MCCARTHY, ESQ. for STATE
OF NEVADA

MATTHEW LEE, ESQ. for STATE OF NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 577

V5. 577

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4300787


CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

REBECCA DRUCKMAN, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 578
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.739.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.411.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.38.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.489.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.442.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-06-19 14:21:58.364.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-06-19 02:22:02 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6735833
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-19-2018:13:42:28

Clerk Accepted: 06-19-2018:14:21:23

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice of Change of Attorney

Filed By: Joseph Plater

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

V5. 580
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The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 581
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.378.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.253.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.238.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.347.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.284.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-09 12:45:44.206.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-07-09 12:45:45 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6766045
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-09-2018:11:49:26

Clerk Accepted: 07-09-2018:12:45:13

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

V5. 583
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The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 584

V5. 584



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-07-19 03:29:16 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6786244
1 CODE: 2777 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Petitioner, 

Respondent. 

*** 

Case No.: CR14-0644 

Dept. No.: 8 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY'S FEES 

(POST CONVICTION) 

The Administrator, having reviewed the Claim for Compensation submitted 

by Edward T. Reed, Esq., for the representation of Petitioner, who has been 

previously declared indigent, and the Court having previously entered an Order 

20 
finding this case to be appropriate for waiver of the $750.00 statutory cap pursuant 

21 to NRS 7.125(4), 

22 

23 

This Administrator recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second Judicial 

District Court find that the time expended was necessary and reasonable to handle 

24 
the recent issues in this matter and represent Petitioner's interests. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

This Administrator, having reviewed the Motion filed herein, finding that 

Defendant is indigent, and Ordering that transcripts be paid for at public expense. 

This Administrator further recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second 

1 
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1 Judicial District Court approve the payment of interim fees in the amount of ONE 

2 THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED TWENTY TWO DOLLARS AND TWENTY NINE CENTS 

3 ($1, 122.29) made payable to Edward T. Reed, Esq., and paid by the State of 

4 Nevada Public Defender's Office. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Dated this iv day of __ 9~4...____,1---_, 2018. 

ROBERT C. B LL, ESQ., ADMINISTRATOR 
COURT A OINTED COUNSEL 

Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second 

10 Judicial District Court's Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and 

11 in the interest of justice, 

12 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are 
~ 

13 hereby confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of$\ 1 \ ~~ . This 

14 amount may not be the same as the Recommendation. Counsel is notified that 

15 they may request a prove-up hearing for the non-approved amounts before the 

16 Chief Judge of the District. 

17 Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State Of Nevada 

18 Public Defender's Office fees in the amount of$ ~~ 
19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED this \<\ ~ay ~ ~ 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:42.156.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:41.36.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:41.002.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:42.14.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:42.078.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-07-19 15:30:40.97.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-07-19 03:30:43 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6786251
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 07-19-2018:15:29:16

Clerk Accepted: 07-19-2018:15:30:01

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

V5. 588

V5. 588

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4327240


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,    Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.       Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 
 

MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 

 The Petitioner, RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, by and through his counsel 

Edward T. Reed, Esq., hereby moves for an order permitting discovery, to wit:  the 

deposition of Dennis Carry of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Department.    This motion is 

based on the attached memorandum of points and authorities, and the declaration of 

Edward T. Reed, made a part hereof by this reference.   

 

 

 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-08-22 09:55:12 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6841886 : japarici
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

 The Petitioner moves for an order pursuant to NRS 34.780 permitting discovery, 

namely the deposition of Sgt. Dennis Carry of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office.  NRS 

34.780(2) states:  “After the writ has been granted and a date set for the hearing, a party 

may invoke any method of discovery available under the Nevada Rules of Procedure if, 

and to the extent that, the judge or justice for good cause shown grants leave to do so.”  

As noted in the supplemental petition for writ of habeas corpus (see pages 4-5) and the 

declaration of Edward T. Reed attached hereto and incorporated herein, Sgt. Carry of the 

Washoe County Sheriff’s Office simply destroyed all of the evidence of the forensic 

images that comprised the evidence against Mr. Skinner.   

 Upon information and belief, the investigator for the Petitioner, Dustin Grate, 

attempted at least several times to contact Sgt. Carry over a period of time, and finally 

was able to speak to him.  In that conversation, Carry told him that he had destroyed all 

of the evidence in the regular course of business and that apparently this was done to 

purge this evidence periodically or every few years.  However, initially the undersigned 

counsel was told by Chief Deputy District Attorney in an email dated October 11, 2017, 

contained in exhibit 2 to the supplemental petition for writ of habeas corpus, as follows:  

  
 I talked to Detective Carry just moments ago.  He does not know 
what is available.  His server crashed a few years ago.  He probably got rid 
of the original equipment.  He is going to check on it and let me know. 

 

 Since it has been difficult to contact Sgt. Carry and there are many questions 

surrounding the circumstances of Sgt. Carry destroying the evidence in this case and 

whether bad faith or gross negligence was involved, the Petitioner submits that a 

deposition prior to the hearing would be helpful and necessary to understand these issues, 

since the destruction of the evidence is a key issue in the case.  For all the foregoing 
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reasons, it is respectfully requested that this Honorable Court grant the Petitioner’s 

motion to take the deposition of Dennis Carry.   

CONCLUSION 

 The Petitioner respectfully requests that this Honorable Court issue an order 

pursuant to NRS 34.780, allowing the Petitioner’s counsel to depose Dennis Carry of the 

Washoe County Sheriff’s Office.   

 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

preceding document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 22nd day of August, 2018. 
 
 
        /s/ Edward T. Reed______________ 
       EDWARD T. REED, ESQ.   
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
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DECLARATION OF EDWARD T. REED 

I, Edward T. Reed (“declarant”), declare under penalty of perjury as follows: 

1. Declarant is the appointed counsel for Petitioner Roderick Skinner. 

2. Declarant has read the foregoing motion, is familiar with its contents, and 

states that the factual assertions stated therein are true to the best of affiant’s 

knowledge, information and belief.   

3. Declarant was informed by Investigator Dustin Grate several months ago that 

he had attempted to contact Dennis Carry of the Washoe County Sheriff’s 

Office to speak to him about the destruction of evidence in the Skinner case 

by the Washoe County Crime Lab and Sgt. Carry.  Investigator Grate informed 

Declarant that he finally spoke to Mr. Carry after several attempts to contact 

him and that Carry told him he destroyed the evidence in the regular course 

of business, which was done periodically every few years.    

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Dated this 22nd day of August, 2018. 

 

 

       __/s/ Edward T. Reed     

       EDWARD T. REED 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, who 

represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I electronically filed 

the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a 

notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 
Jennifer Noble, Chief Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 

 DATED this 22nd day of August, 2018. 

 

 
       __/s/_ Edward T. Reed___________ 
                    Edward T. Reed 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.981.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.887.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.872.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.965.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.918.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-22 09:59:43.84.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-08-22 09:59:44 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6841909

V5. 595

V5. 595



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-22-2018:09:55:12

Clerk Accepted: 08-22-2018:09:59:10

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Mtn for Discovery

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4356442


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.299.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.206.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.175.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.268.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.221.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-23 12:19:58.159.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-08-23 12:19:59 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6845050
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-23-2018:12:00:07

Clerk Accepted: 08-23-2018:12:19:23

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Application Produce Prisoner

Filed By: Joseph Plater

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4358126


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-08-24 10:10:40 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6846891
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CODE #3340 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
P.O. Box 11130 
Reno, Nevada 89520-0027 
(775) 328-3200 
Attorney for Respondent 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Petitioner, 

v. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEV ADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 

Respondent. 

*** 

Case No. CR14-0644 

Dept. No. 8 

ORDER TO PRODUCE PRISONER 

IT APPEARING to the satisfaction of the above-entitled Court that it is necessary 

that the Petitioner above named, RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER #1126964, presently 

incarcerated in the Northern Nevada Correctional Center, Carson City, Nevada, be 

brought before the Second Judicial District Court for a post-conviction hearing in the 

above-entitled action. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Warden of the Northern 

Nevada Correctional Center, Carson City, Nevada, bring the said RODERICK STEPHEN 

SKINNER before the Second Judicial District Court on January 8, 2019, at 9:00 a.m., 

for a post-conviction hearing in the above-entitled action, and from time to time 

1 
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thereafter at such time and places as may be ordered and directed by the Court for such 

proceedings as thereafter may be necessary and proper in the premises. 

DATED this~ day of ~ , 2018. 

D~~E 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.97.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.33.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.299.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.673.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.361.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-08-24 10:12:09.002.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-08-24 10:12:11 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6846897
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 08-24-2018:10:10:40

Clerk Accepted: 08-24-2018:10:11:21

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord to Produce Prisoner

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4359123


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,    Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.       Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/  
 

REQUEST FOR SUBMISSION OF MOTION FOR ORDER PERMITTING 
DISCOVERY 

 

 The Petitioner, RODERICK SKINNER, by and through his counsel Edward T. 

Reed, Esq., hereby requests that the Motion For Order Permitting Discovery, filed on 

August 22, 2018, be submitted to the Court for decision.   No opposition has been filed 

by the Respondent.  Undersigned counsel certifies that a copy of this request has been 

served on all parties to this action. 

 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

preceding document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 6th day of September, 2018. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-09-06 10:20:36 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6865912 : yviloria
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        /s/ Edward T. Reed______________ 
       EDWARD T. REED, ESQ.   
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       Attorney for Petitioner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, who 

represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I electronically filed 

the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a 

notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 
Jennifer Noble, Chief Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 

 DATED this 6th day of September, 2018. 

 

 
       __/s/_ Edward T. Reed___________ 
                    Edward T. Reed 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:53.076.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:52.967.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:52.951.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:53.045.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:52.998.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-06 10:28:52.92.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-09-06 10:28:54 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6865942
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 09-06-2018:10:20:36

Clerk Accepted: 09-06-2018:10:28:06

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Request for Submission

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION
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The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-09-07 03:00:18 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 68694631 
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IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASH OE 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Petitioner, 

VS. 

ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEV ADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER, 

Respondent. 
I ---------------

Case No. 

Dept. No. 

CR14 - 0644 

8 

ORDER PERMITTING DISCOVERY 

Before the Court is a Motion for Order Permitting Discovery filed by Petitioner, 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on August 22, 2018. Respondent has not filed an 

opposition. A post-conviction hearing is set to begin on January 8, 2019. 

Petitioner seeks an order from the Court that would allow his counsel to depose Dennis 

Carry of the Washoe County Sherriffs Office. Petitioner believes that Mr. Carry may have 

information regarding destroyed evidence that may be pertinent to Petitioner's case. 

Pursuant to NRS 34. 780(2), following the grant of a writ and setting for a hearing, a party 

may invoke any method of discovery available under the NRCP upon a finding of good cause by 

the judge. Based on the information provided in the Declaration of Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

attached to Petitioner's Motion and the lack of opposition by the State, the Court finds good 

cause to order the deposition of Mr. Carry. 

II 

1 
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Parties are to agree to a date and time for the deposition. Mr. Carry shall be deposed 

within ninety (90) days of the filing of this Order. Petitioner, by and through his attorney Edward 

T. Reed, Esq. shall serve a Notice of Deposition on the necessary parties, to include: Joseph R. 

Plater, III, Esq. for the State of Nevada, Christine Brady, Esq. for Petitioner, Christopher Frey, 

Esq. for Petitioner, John R. Petty, Esq. for Petitioner, and the Division of Parole and Probation. 

The Notice shall be filed within ten (10) days of the filing of this Order. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATED this _1__ day of September, 2018. 

2 

~BRESLOW 
District Judge 
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1 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

2 I hereby certify that I am an employee of the Second Judicial District Court of the State 

3 of Nevada, County of Washoe; that on this 7 day of September, 2018, I electronically filed 

4 the following with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a notice of 

5 electronic filing to the following: 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 , 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Joseph R. Plater, III, Esq. 

Christine Brady, Esq. 

Christopher Frey, Esq. 

John R. Petty, Esq. 

Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

The Division of Parole & Probation 

CHRISTINE KUHL 
Judicial Assistant 

3 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.659.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.566.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.55.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.644.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.597.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-09-07 15:01:19.519.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-09-07 03:01:20 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6869468
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 09-07-2018:15:00:18

Clerk Accepted: 09-07-2018:15:00:49

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Granting

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4370992


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
 
 
 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,    Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.       Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 
 
   Respondent. 
__________________________________/ 
 

NOTICE OF DEPOSITION 

TO: DENNIS CARRY, Washoe County Sheriff’s Office, 911 E. Parr Blvd., Reno, NV  

 Petitioner Roderick Skinner, by and through his counsel Edward T. Reed, hereby 

notifies Dennis Carry, Washoe County Sheriff’s Office, that he will be deposed by the 

Petitioner in the above-entitled case by stenographic means on Monday, November 5, 

2018, at 1:30 p.m. at the following location:   

 
  Sunshine Litigation Services  
  151 Country Estates Circle,  
  Reno, NV 89511    

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-10-02 02:33:53 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6907757 : csulezic
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 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

preceding document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 2nd day of October, 2018. 
 
 
        /s/ Edward T. Reed______________ 
       EDWARD T. REED, ESQ.   
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, who 

represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I electronically filed 

the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a 

notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 
Joseph Plater, Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 
Christine Brady, Esq. 
Washoe County Public Defender’s Office 
 
John R. Petty, Esq. 
Washoe County Public Defender’s Office 
 
And that the foregoing was sent via United States Postal Service to the following:   
 
Christopher Frey, Esq. 
Federal Public Defender’s Office 
201 W. Liberty St., Ste. 102 
Reno, NV 89501 
 
Nevada Division of Parole and Probation 
475 Valley Rd. 
Reno, NV 89512 
 
 
And served via United States Postal Service and facsimile service to the following:   
  
Dennis Carry, Washoe County Sheriff’s Office 
911 E. Parr 
Reno, NV 89512 
Fax:  (775) 785-6240 
 

 DATED this 2nd day of October, 2018. 

 

 
       __/s/_ Edward T. Reed___________ 
                    Edward T. Reed 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:22.523.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:20.729.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:18.888.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:22.492.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:22.445.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-02 15:30:18.56.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-10-02 03:30:28 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6907990
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 10-02-2018:14:33:53

Clerk Accepted: 10-02-2018:15:29:12

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4391227


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-10-08 02:27:53 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6916476
EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 

2 EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 

3 P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 

4 (775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12 

13 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

Case No. CR14-0644 

Dept. No. 8 

14 ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEV ADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Respondent. _________________ _.:/ 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR EXTENSION OF TIME TO FILE NOTICE 
OF DEPOSITION 

Petitioner RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, by and though his court-appointed 

counsel Edward T. Reed, Esq., and the Respondent, by and through his counsel Joseph 

Plater, Esq., Appellate Deputy, Washoe County District Attorney's Office, hereby 

stipulate to allow Petitioner's counsel an extension of 15 days to and including October 2, 

2018, in which to file the Notice of Deposition of Dennis Carry, as required by the 

Court's Order of September 7, 2018. The Notice of Deposition was originally due to be 

filed by September 17, 2018. Counsel for the Petitioner, Edward T. Reed, inadvertently 

V5. 624
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overlooked the original deadline of September 17, 2018, to file the Notice of Deposition, 

2 but counsel for the Respondent, Joseph Plater, has graciously allowed the additional time 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

for Petitioner to file the Notice of Deposition. 

Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned do hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 27th day of September, 2018. 

Christopher Hicks 
9 Washoe County • trict Attorney 

11 
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17 
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19 

20 
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24 

25 
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27 

28 

/' 

By: ~..__-="----'-------
Joseplf Plater, Esq. 
Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney's Office 
P.O. Box 11130 
Reno, NV 89520 
(775) 328-3200 

ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 

ORDER 

£~~3':7- .?&L 
Edward T. Reed, Esq. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
Fax (775) 333-0201 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

IT IS SO ORDERED this fll!: day of &clo kv- ,2018. 

~~ ~RIDGE • 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:58.938.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:56.52.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:56.504.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:58.376.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:58.018.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-10-08 14:29:56.473.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-10-08 02:30:01 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6916488
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 10-08-2018:14:27:53

Clerk Accepted: 10-08-2018:14:28:58

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Stip and Order

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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V5. 627

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4395792


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:12.791.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:12.104.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:11.792.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:12.182.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:12.136.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-11-20 16:22:10.544.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-11-20 04:22:17 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 6987040
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 11-20-2018:15:13:58

Clerk Accepted: 11-20-2018:16:20:47

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4431924


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 631
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-12-20 01:59:57 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7034598
1 CODE: 2777 

2 

3 

4 

5 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

*** 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

Petitioner, Case No.: CRl 4-0644 

VS. Dept. No.: 8 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Respondent. 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY'S FEES 

(POST CONVICTION) 
The Administrator, having reviewed the Claim for Compensation submitted 

by Edward T. Reed, Esq., for the representation of Petitioner, who has been 

previously declared indigent, and the Court having previously entered an Order 

20 
fir,Jing this case to be appropriate for waiver of the $750.00 statutory cap pursuant 

21 

22 

23 

to NRS 7.125(4), 

This Administrator recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second Judicial 

District Court find that the time expended was necessary and reasonable to handle 

24 the recent issues in this matter and represent Petitioner's interests. 

25 

26 

27 

28 

This Administrator, having reviewed the Motion filed herein, finding that 

Defendant is indigent, and Ordering that transcripts be paid for at public expense. 

This Administrator further recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second 

1 
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1 Judicial District Court approve the payment of interim fees in the amount of TWO 

2 THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED FIFTY THREE DOLLARS AND SIXTY TWO CENTS ($2,553.62) 

3 made payable to Edward T. Reed, Esq., and paid by the State of Nevada Public 

4 Defender's Office. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Dated this .3 day of _ ___.llik-.,=;;;==---·-__ , 2018. 

Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411 and the Second 

10 Judicial District Court's Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and 

11 in the interest of justice, 

12 , IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are . w~ 
13 hereby confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of$ a, ';)':if; -. This 

14 amount may not be the same as the Recommendation. Counsel is notified that 

15 they may request a prove-up hearing for the non-approved amounts before the 

16 Chief Judge of the District. 

17 Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State Of Nevada 

18 Public Defender's Office fees in the amount of$~-~ '-F 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED this a~ay of O?ceH\~2018. 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:10.214.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:09.637.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:09.621.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:10.183.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:09.902.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:01:09.59.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-12-20 02:01:11 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7034602
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 12-20-2018:13:59:57

Clerk Accepted: 12-20-2018:14:00:36

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA
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https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4456293


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-12-20 02:25:52 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7034683
EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 

2 EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 

3 P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 

4 (775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEV ADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

Case No. CR14-0644 

Dept. No. 8 

14 ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEV ADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19-

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Respondent. 
I ------------------------' 

STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR CONTINUATION OF HEARING 

Petitioner RODERICK SKINNER, by and though his court-appointed counsel 

Edward T. Reed, Esq., and the Respondent, by and through his counsel Joseph Plater, 

Esq., Appellate Deputy, Washoe County District Attorney's Office, hereby stipulate to 

continue and reset the evidentiary hearing in this matter currently set for January 8, 2018. 

This continuation is necessary because in late November the expert employed by the 

Petitioner, Tami Loehrs, informed counsel for the Petitioner that she had a family 

medical emergency and would therefore not be available for the hearing on January 8, 
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2019. Therefore, it is necessary to continue the hearing to a later date convenient to all 

2 the parties and witnesses. 

3 The parties agree to contact the judicial assistance of this department within 15 

4 days of the Court's order approving this stipulation to reset the hearing. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

IO 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned do hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 11th day of December, 2018. 

Christopher Hicks 
Washoe Cq 

B 
( . 

y:·---- 'z::_. 

Joseph Plater, Esq. 
Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney's Office 
P.O. Box 11130 
Reno, NV 89520 
(775) 328-3200 

ATI'ORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 

ORDER 

'7 
/ /,' -L_//7 /J 

,,.:::---;:~,/4/¥'~)! ~ ~ 
Edward T. Reed, Esq. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
Fax (775) 333-0201 
ATI'ORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

IT IS SO ORDERED thi2,fi, day of December, 2018. 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.898.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.805.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.774.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.883.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.836.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2018-12-20 14:26:58.758.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2018-12-20 02:26:59 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7034688
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 12-20-2018:14:25:52

Clerk Accepted: 12-20-2018:14:26:30

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Stip & Ord to Continue

Filed By: Judicial Asst. CKuhl

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

V5. 640

V5. 640

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4456347


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 641

V5. 641



 
CODE No. 1250 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner, 

  v.        Case No. CR14-0644 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN     Dept. No. 8 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER       
     
   Respondent. 

                                                                /  
 

APPLICATION FOR SETTING 
 

TYPE OF ACTION: Post-Conviction  
 

MATTER TO BE HEARD: Evidentiary Hearing  

 

DATE OF APPLICATION:  January 8, 2019       

 

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER: Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

 

COUNSEL FOR RESPONDENT: Joseph R. Plater, Appellate Deputy   

 

 Setting at 9:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m. on September 26, 2019, 

 and 9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. on September 27, 2019. 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-01-08 01:17:00 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7056841 : japarici

V5. 642
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:07.54.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:06.573.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:06.542.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:07.509.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:06.604.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-01-08 13:56:06.51.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-01-08 01:56:12 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7057008

V5. 643
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 01-08-2019:13:17:00

Clerk Accepted: 01-08-2019:13:54:50

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Application for Setting

Filed By: Joseph Plater

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 644

V5. 644

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4467863


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 645
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.324.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.215.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.199.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.293.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.246.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-02-07 16:27:46.168.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-02-07 04:27:47 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7108711

V5. 646
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 02-07-2019:15:30:40

Clerk Accepted: 02-07-2019:16:27:03

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 647

V5. 647

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4494653


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 648

V5. 648



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-03-20 09:59:56 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7175661
1 CODE: 3000 

2 

·3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

*** 

9 RODERICK SKINNER, 

10 Petitioner, Case No.: CR 14-0644 

Dept. No.: 8 11 vs. 

12 THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

13 Respondent. 

14 

15 

1.6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER GRANTING TRANSCRIPT AT PUBLIC EXPENSE 

(POST CONVICTION) 

Upon review of the Motion For Transcripts filed by Petitioner, who has been 

previously declared indigent, by and through counsel Edward T. Reed, Esq., wherein 

counsel has requested that transcripts be prepared and provided at public 

expense. 

The Administrator, having reviewed the Motion filed herein and Ordering that 

transcripts be paid for at public expense, and good cause appearing; 

IT IS HEREBY RECOMMENDED that the above transcripts be prepared and 

provided to Counsel, such expense to be paid by the State Public Defender's 

Office. 

Dated this ~~day of fii'bMO.cy 

1 

,2~~ 

COTTER C. co~ 
APPOINTED COUNSEL ADMINISTRATOR 

V5. 649

V5. 649



1 

2 Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 411, and the Second 

3 Judicial District Court's Model Plan to address ADKT 411, good cause appearing and 

4 in the interest of justice; 

5 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are 

6 hereby confirmed, approved and adopted. The above requested transcripts shall 

7 be prepared and provided to counsel, such expense to be paid by the State Public 

8 Defender's Office. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED this~ay of ~, 2019. 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.46.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.351.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.32.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.429.

JOSEPH PLATER, III,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.382.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-03-20 10:01:03.304.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-03-20 10:01:04 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7175667

V5. 651

V5. 651



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 03-20-2019:09:59:56

Clerk Accepted: 03-20-2019:10:00:29

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Trial Transcript/Public$

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JOSEPH R. PLATER, III, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 652

V5. 652

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4529657


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 653
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.191.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.534.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.16.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.128.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.238.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-05-28 11:50:40.097.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-05-28 11:50:41 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7290242

V5. 654
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 05-28-2019:11:28:37

Clerk Accepted: 05-28-2019:11:50:05

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ex-Parte Mtn

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 655

V5. 655

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4589413


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 656

V5. 656



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-06-26 11:47:55 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 73419391 CODE: 2777 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

RODERICK SKINNER, 

vs. 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Petitioner, 

Respondent. 

*** 

Case No. : CR 14-0644 

Dept. No.: 8 

RECOMMENDATION AND ORDER FOR PAYMENT OF INTERIM ATTORNEY'S FEES 

(POST CONVICTION} 
The Administrator, having reviewed the Claim for Compensation submitted 

18 
by Edward T. Reed, Esq., for the representation of Petitioner, who has been 

19 
previously declared indigent, and the Court having previously entered an Order 

20 
finding this case to be appropriate for waiver of the $7 50.00 statutory cap pursuant 

21 
to NRS 7.125(4), 

22 
This Administrator recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second Judicial 

23 
District Court find that the time expended was necessary and reasonable to handle 

24 
the recent issues in this matter and represent Petitioner's interests. 

25 
This Administrator, having reviewed the Motion filed herein, finding that 

26 
Defendant is indigent, and Ordering that transcripts be paid for at public expense. 

27 
This Administrator further recommends that the Chief Judge of the Second 

28 1 

V5. 657

V5. 657



1 Judicial District Court approve the payment of interim fees in the amount of ONE 

2 THOUSAND ONE HUNDRED FORTYTHREEDOLLARSANDSIXTY CENTS ($1,143.60) made 

3 payable to Edward T. Reed, Esq., and paid by the State of Nevada Public 

4 Defender's Office. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Dated this \°'l~day of -~--=--..;;_~_.__l\___.f: ____ , 20 l~ A _ ,,, 
COTTER C. CONm
APPOINTED COUNSEL ADMINISTRATOR 

Pursuant to the Nevada Supreme Court Order in ADKT 41 l and the Second 

IO Judicial District Court's Model Plan to address ADKT 41 l, good cause appearing and 

11 in the interest of justice, 

12 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the recommendations of the Administrator are 

13 hereby confirmed, approved and adopted as to the amount of$\, \£::l'?) ~. This 

14 amount may not be the same as the Recommendation. Counsel is notified that 

15 they may request a prove-up hearing for the non-approved amounts before the 

16 Chief Judge of the District. 

17 Counsel, Edward T. Reed, Esq., shall be reimbursed by the State Of Nevada 

18 Public Defender's Office fees in the amount of $-l-J..-L-~uWl_ 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

DATED this~y of ~(\Q ✓ , 2019. 
~ 

2 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.249.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.92.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.202.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.171.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.873.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-06-26 11:50:13.124.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-06-26 11:50:15 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7341962

V5. 659

V5. 659



****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 06-26-2019:11:47:55

Clerk Accepted: 06-26-2019:11:48:53

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Ord Approving

Filed By: Judicial Asst. BWard

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER

V5. 660

V5. 660

https://wceflex.washoecourts.com/reg?pageAction=SignIn&userName=<EFSPLogin/>&fwdRef=notify?pageAction=ViewNotifications%26searchBy=10%26searchString=4616547


The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):

V5. 661

V5. 661



F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-13 09:46:12 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7482828

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

4065 
EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE STATE OF NEVADA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

9 RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

JO 

11 

12 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

Case No. CRI 4-0644 

Dept. No. 8 

13 ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 

14 
NEV ADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 

l 5 

16 

17 

Respondent. ___________ / 
SUBPOENA 

18 TO: DENNIS CARRY, Washoe County Sheriffs Office. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

YOU ARE COMMANDED pursuant to Nevada Rule of Civil Procedure 45, all 

and singular business and excuse being laid aside, to attend and appear at the 

evidentiary hearing in the above-referenced matter set on Tuesday, January 8, 2019, 

at 9 :00 a.m., in the courtroom of Department 8 of the Second Judicial District Court, 

75 Court Street, Reno, Nevada, and then and there to testify as a witness on behalf of 

the Petitioner Roderick Skinner. 

Failure by any person without adequate excuse to comply with a subpoena 
served upon them may be deemed in contempt of court from which the subpoena 
issued. [Nevada Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 45(e)]. 

V5. 662

V5. 662



Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that the 

2 foregoing document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

3 DATED this 26th day of July, 2018. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

l4 

l 5 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2 1 

22 

'J' _.) 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 
2 

EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
Fax (775) 333-0201 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 

V5. 663
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

NEVADA RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE, RULE 45(c) AND 45(d) 

(c) Protection of Persons Sub,ject to Subpoena. 
( I) A party or an attorney responsible for the issuance and service of a subpoena shall take reasonable 
steps to avoid imposing undue burden or expense on a person subject to that subpoena. The court on behalf 
of which the subpoena was issued shall enforce this duty and impose upon the party or attorney in breach of 
this duty an appropriate sanction, which may include, but is not limited to, lost earnings and a reasonable 
attorney's fee. 
(2)(A) A person commanded to produce and permit inspection and copying of designated books, papers, 
documents or tangible things, or inspection of premises need not appear in person at the place of production 
or inspection unless commanded to appear for deposition, hearing or trial. 
(8) Subj ect to paragraph (d)(2) of this rule, a person commanded to produce and pennit inspection and 
copying may, within 14 days after service of the subpoena or before the time specified for compliance if 
such time is less than 14 days after service, serve upon the party or attorney designated in the subpoena 
written objection to inspection or copying of any or all of the designated materials or of the premises. If 
objection is made, the pai1y serving the subpoena shall not be entitled to inspect and copy the materials or 
inspect the premises except pursuant to an order of the court by which the subpoena was issued. If 
objection has been made, the party serving the subpoena may, upon notice to the person commanded to 
produce, move at any time for an order to compel the production. Such an order to compel production shal l 
protect any person who is not a party or an officer of a party from significant expense resulting from the 
inspection and copying commanded. 
{3)(A) On timely motion, the court by which a subpoena was issued shall quash or modi fy the subpoena if 
it: 

12 (i) fa ils to allow reasonable time for compliance; 
(ii) requires a person who is not a party or an officer of a party to travel to a place more than I 00 

13 miles from the place where that person resides, is employed or regularly transacts business in person, 
except that such a person may in order to attend trial be commanded to travel from any such place within 

14 the state in which the trial is held, or 
(iii) requires disclosure of priv ileged or other protected matter and no exception or waiver applies, 

15 or 
( iv) subjects a person to undue burden. 

16 (B) lfa subpoena 
(i) requires disclosure of a trade secret or other confidential research, development, or commercial 

I 7 information, or 
(ii) requires disclosure of an unretained expert 's opinion or info1mation not describing specific 

18 events or occu1Tences in dispute and resulting from the expert's study made not at the request of any party, 
the court may, to protect a person subject to or affected by the subpoena, quash 01· m odify the subpoena or, 

[ 9 if the party in whose behalf the subpoena is issued shows a substantial need for the testimony or material 
that cannot be otherwise met without undue hardship and assures that the person to whom the subpoena is 

20 addressed will be reasonably compensated, the court may order appearance or production only upon 
specified conditions. 

2 1 [As amended; effective January I, 2005.] 

22 (d) Duties in Responding to Subpoena. 
( I) A person responding to a subpoena to produce documents shall produce them as they are kept in the 

23 usual course of business or shall organize and label them to correspond with the categories in the demand. 
(2) When information subject to a subpoena is withheld on a claim that it is privileged or subject to 

24 protection as trial preparation materials, the claim shall be made expressly and shall be supported by a 
description of the nature of the documents, communications, or things not produced that is suffi cient to 

25 enable the demanding party to contest the claim. 
[As amended; effective January I, 2005.] 

26 

2i 

28 

3 

V5. 664

V5. 664



2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

n 
0 

9 

10 

i j 

12 

l 3 

]4 

]5 

16 

19 1 

20 

21 

22 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 ll .. 

I 
I 

DECLARATION OF PERSONAL SERVICE 
(To be filled out and signed by the person who served the Defendant or Respondent) 

STATE OF NEV ADA 

COUNTY OF WASH OE 

I, Vv'u_.,.,f,"J.~-,- - ,-_:-_~) .. (, '-· .. : CL ' .;;, declare: 
(Name of person who completed service) 

l . That I am not party to this action and I am over 1 8 years of age. 

2. T~at I personally served a copy of the Summons and the following documents: 
' '"\ 

----.-:::-•\__.:.v\~--1 .. \, _·•\:·_ -•~•· l. :·· -:._ 

1·-\ 

upon \ ) (:.. .... ~··v\------·--- \, __ ( .<.'•.;\ _.,( .. 1--- . at the following address: 

This document does not contain· the social security number of any person. 

I declare, under penalty of perjury under the law of the State of Nevada, that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

(Si&>nature of person who completed service) 

-2-
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8/13/2019 Yahoo Mail - RE: SETTING SKINNER HEARING FOR SEPT. 26-27 

RE: SETTING SKINNER HEARING FOR SEPT. 26-27 

From: Carry, Dennis (DCarry@washoecounty.us) 

To: etreed53@yahoo.com 

Date: Monday, January 7, 2019, 04:12 PM PST 

Right now it looks good. It's a long ways out and currently do not have trial conflicts. 

From: Edward Reed [etreed53@yahoo.com) 
Sent: Monday, January 07, 2019 3:59 PM 
To: Carry, Dennis 
Subject: SETTING SKINNER HEARING FOR SEPT. 26-27 

Hi Detective Carry, 

We are re-setting the Skinner hearing for September 26--27. Please let me know if you have any conflict with these 
dates. Otherwise, if I don't hear from you by tomorrow at 9 a.m., I will let Department 8 know that the dates are ok. 
Thank you. 

Edward T. Reed 

Edward T. "Ned" Reed, Esq. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
Office: 775.996.0687 
Fax: 775.333.0201 

1/1 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.312.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.218.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.187.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.156.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.281.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 09:49:25.249.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-13 09:49:27 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7482837
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 09-13-2019:09:46:12

Clerk Accepted: 09-13-2019:09:48:39

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Subpoena

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
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The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687 
ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
 
 
IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA 

 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 
 
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,    Case No.  CR14-0644 
 
 vs.       Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 
 
   Respondent. 
______________________________________/ 

NOTICE OF EXPERT WITNESS 

 The Petitioner RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, by and through his counsel 

Edward T. Reed, hereby files this Notice of Expert Witness.  Although not required as to 

evidentiary hearings in habeas corpus cases, this Notice of Expert Witness is hereby filed 

as a courtesy to give notice to opposing counsel and the Court of an expert witness the 

Petitioner intends to call at the evidentiary hearing.  That expert is Tami Loehrs, a 

computer forensics expert, who has testified over one hundred times in state, federal and 

international courts in child exploitation and pornography cases.   

 Ms. Loehrs will testify as to her examination of the evidence available to be 

reviewed pursuant to her declaration attached as Exhibit 3 to the Supplemental Petition 

filed in this case.   Her curriculum vitae is also attached to the declaration in Exhibit 3, 

and her declaration and curriculum vitae are incorporated herein by this reference.   

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-13 10:25:53 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7482994
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 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030, the undersigned does hereby affirm that this  

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 
 

 DATED this 13th day of September, 2019. 

 

       __/s/ Edward T. Reed               
       EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV  89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       Fax (775) 333-0201 
       Attorney for Petitioner 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC, who 

represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I electronically filed 

the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the ECF system which will send a 

notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 
 
Jennifer Noble, Appellate Deputy 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office 
 

 DATED this 13th day of September, 2019. 

 

 
       __/s/_ Edward T. Reed___________ 
                    Edward T. Reed 
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Return Of NEF

Recipients
JENNIFER NOBLE,

ESQ.
 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.697.

JOHN PETTY, ESQ.  - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.353.

DIV. OF PAROLE &
PROBATION

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.322.

CHRISTOPHER
FREY, ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.291.

EDWARD REED,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.4.

CHRISTINE BRADY,
ESQ.

 - Notification received on 2019-09-13 10:27:20.385.

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-13 10:27:22 AM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7482999
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****** IMPORTANT NOTICE - READ THIS INFORMATION *****

PROOF OF SERVICE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

A filing has been submitted to the court RE:  CR14-0644

Judge:

HONORABLE BARRY L. BRESLOW

Official File Stamp: 09-13-2019:10:25:53

Clerk Accepted: 09-13-2019:10:26:33

Court: Second Judicial District Court - State of Nevada

Criminal

Case Title:
STATE VS. RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
(D8)

Document(s) Submitted: Notice of Witnesses

Filed By: Edward Torrance Reed

You may review this filing by clicking on the following link to take you to your cases.

This notice was automatically generated by the courts auto-notification system.

If service is not required for this document (e.g., Minutes), please disregard the below language.

The following people were served electronically:

DIV. OF PAROLE & PROBATION

JENNIFER P. NOBLE, ESQ. for STATE OF
NEVADA

CHRISTINE BRADY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

JOHN REESE PETTY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

CHRISTOPHER FREY, ESQ. for RODERICK
STEPHEN SKINNER

EDWARD TORRANCE REED, ESQ. for
RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER
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The following people have not been served electronically and must be served by traditional
means (see Nevada Electronic Filing Rules.):
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CODE No. 1960 
CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
#7747 
One South Sierra Street 
Reno, Nevada 89501 
(775) 328-3200 
Attorney for Respondents 

 
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, 
 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

* * * 
 
RODERICK STEPHAN SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,         Case No. CR14-0644 

  v.         
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN OF NNCC,    Dept. No. 8 
AND NEVADA ATTORNEY GENERAL 

   Respondents. 

                                                                /  
  

STATE’S BENCH MEMORANDUM REGARDING EVIDENTIARY HEARING 
 

I. Introduction  

 This post-conviction matter arises from a 2014 conviction for a single count of 

Promotion of a Sexual Performance of a Minor Over 14, arising from a guilty plea.  It is 

set for evidentiary hearing on September 26 and 27, 2019.  Petitioner Skinner asserts he 

is entitled to relief because his former trial counsel, Christopher Frey, and appellate 

counsel, John Petty, were ineffective in various respects.  He also appears to contend 

that the State was obligated to retain child pornography after disposition of the case, 

and that the alleged destruction of the child pornography was an error that entitles him 

to relief.  The State anticipates that the evidentiary hearing will make clear that all of  

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-24 03:59:24 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7501810
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Petitioner’s claims should be denied.  The purpose of this Memorandum is to provide 

the Court with the procedural history of the case, applicable authority, and a summary 

of the claims in the Petition and Supplemental Petition. 

II.  Procedural History 

1.  Charges in CR13-1601 and Discovery of Child Pornography 

Petitioner was charged in two cases, arising from connected incidents.  The 

Petition makes several references to CR13-1601.  In that case, he was charged with Open 

and Gross Lewdness.  A child who visited Petitioner’s apartment complex reported that 

while visiting Petitioner, she witnessed Petitioner watching pornography on his laptop 

and masturbating, while Petitioner’s two-year-old daughter sat on his lap.  Exhibit 20 to 

Petition, pp. 6-8; 22-7.  At the preliminary hearing, the child testified that she was at her 

neighbor Rod’s house watching Sponge Bob while Rod watched “sex videos” on his 

computer and masturbated.  Exhibit 22 to Petition, Id.  Based on what the child 

reported, a search warrant for Petitioner’s computer was issued by the Sparks Justice 

Court.  During execution of that search warrant, child pornography was located.  

Detectives applied for and obtained a second search warrant through the Reno Justice 

Court.  Computer forensic analysis confirmed the use of file sharing software, and dates 

of the sharing software’s use to download child pornography, which correlated to 

Petitioner’s use of the internet.  Exhibit 25 to Petition, pp. 2-4.  As a result, Petitioner 

was charged twenty felony counts: ten counts of Promotion of a Sexual Performance of a 

Minor, Age 13 or Younger; ten counts of Possession of Visual Pornography of a Person 

Under the Age of 16 Years.  He was also charged with Misuse of Encryption, a gross 

misdemeanor.  See Criminal Complaint, attached as Exhibit 1 hereto.   
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Each of the Promotion counts in the criminal complaint were punishable by a 

sentence of life in prison with the possibility of parole after 10 years.  Exhibit 1.  Each of 

the Possession counts were punishable by 1 to 6 years in prison.  They alleged promotion 

and possession of images of children as young as four being sexually abused, with 

penises and/or ejaculate in their mouths.  Id.  Some images included older children 

bound with rope or duct tape.  Another image was of an 8 to 11-year-old girl grimacing 

in pain as she was being penetrated by an adult male in her vagina and anus.  Id. 

2.   Negotiations and Plea,  

On April 24, 2014, Petitioner waived his preliminary hearing in this case, 

agreeing to plead guilty to a single count of a Promotion of a Sexual Performance of a 

Minor Over 14.  See Waiver of Preliminary Examination.  That crime is punishable by a 

term of life with parole eligibility after 5 years—less time than each of the Promotion 

counts included in the criminal complaint.  The State agreed to drop the other charges, 

and to dismiss the Open and Gross Lewdness charge in CR13-1601.  See Guilty Plea 

Memorandum.  Otherwise, the parties were free to argue.  On May 27, 2014, Petitioner 

pleaded guilty to the single count of the information.  During the sentencing hearing, 

counsel Frey stated that Petitioner understood that “this is a life sentence, and that a 

minimum of five years must be served before parole eligibility.  However, this charge is 

probationable.  And I can tell Your Honor now that we will be seeking a grant of 

probation at sentencing.”  See TOP, Arraignment, May 27, 2014, 4-5.  The Court asked 

Petitioner if his attorney had accurately stated the agreement, and conducted a thorough 

plea colloquy.  Id., 7-9.  The Court accepted Petitioner’s plea.  Id. 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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3. Three Sentencing Hearings 

There were three sentencing hearings in this case.  The first occurred on August 

21, 2014.  Prior to the hearing, Petitioner’s counsel filed a sentencing memorandum 

under seal, and gave a copy to the State that morning.  TOP, Sentencing, August 21, 

2014, 4-5.  Counsel for the State described the memorandum as approximately 400 

pages long.  The Court commented that “there was an incredible amount of time spent 

preparing that mitigation statement.  An in many respects it’s persuasive, as it 

distinguishes P&P’s probability assessment.”  Id., 5.  It indicated that the prosecutor 

would be given more time to review the document, but that testimony from a defense 

witness would be heard that morning.  Id., 6-12.   

Robin Wellner, one of Petitioner’s friends from Australia, testified that Petitioner 

had good character, and before his motorcycle accident, was a good police officer.  Id., 

15-37.  After the accident, which occurred in the 1980s, Petitioner was still able to work 

as a “driver-trainer” for the Queensland Police.  Id.  Wellner also testified about the 

financial resources and support Petitioner would have if he were granted probation and 

allowed to return to Australia.  Id.  On cross examination, however, she admitted that 

she had not been around Petitioner for many years, and that she was unaware of the 

allegations in the companion case; Wellner admitted that if Petitioner had masturbated 

in the presence of children and watched pornography in front of them, her opinion 

would change.  Id. 

The second portion of the sentencing hearing was held on August 26, 2014.  

Petitioner’s former counsel, Christopher Frey, arranged telephonic testimony by one of 

Petitioner’s daughters, Courtney Skinner.  See TOP, Sentencing, August 26, 2014. 

Courtney, an adult, testified that Petitioner was a good dad, and that she believed he was 
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innocent of the charges in this case and in CR13-1601.  Id., 7-10; 23-26.  Courtney had 

custody of Sophie, Petitioner’s youngest daughter.  She explained that her father had 

inspired her to seek a career in law enforcement, and that he had been a good parent 

even following amputation of both legs in the 1980s.  Id.  Despite Courtney’s insistence 

that Petitioner could not have committed those crimes, counsel Frey assured the Court 

that Petitioner accepted responsibility for his actions. Id., 27. 

The third portion of the sentencing hearing occurred on September 4, 2014.  The 

State called witnesses from the Division of Parole and Probation.  One of those 

witnesses explained that Petitioner’s explanations for what happened to his other young 

child (a child conceived in Vietnam a few years before Sophie was born) were 

inconsistent; initially, he stated the child was abducted, but then admitted the child had 

stayed with her mother and other family in Vietnam.  Id., 20.  The Division 

representative further represented that subsequent to Courtney Skinner’s testimony at 

the prior sentencing hearing, she brought Sophie—the same child that Petitioner had  

held on his lap while masturbating—to a hospital Queensland.  Id., 50-51.  Doctors there 

discovered that little Sophie had genital warts, and opined that the genital warts were 

obtained through sexual abuse.  Id.  The Queensland Police Department had also 

informed the Division of a 2008 report that Skinner planned to travel to Thailand to 

engage in child-sex tourism, and that he had asked the reporting part to build him a 

more secure computer for purposes of storing child pornography.  Id., 52-53. 

 After Petitioner spoke in allocution, telling the Court “I’m ripe for it,” and 

admitting responsibility, the State pointed out that the risk assessment showed that 

Petitioner met the criterion for pedophilic sexual orientation.  Id., 96.  Ultimately, the 

Court sentenced Petitioner to Life with the possibility of parole after five years.   
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4.  Direct Appeal 

Chief Deputy Public Defender John Petty filed a direct appeal on Petitioner’s 

behalf, arguing that Petitioner should have received probation.  That appeal was denied, 

and the judgment of conviction affirmed.  See Order of Affirmance, July 14, 2015, 

Docket Number 66666. 

5. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel Authority 

Most of the claims in the petition and supplemental petition pertain to ineffective 

assistance of counsel.  A district court reviews claims of ineffective assistance of trial 

counsel under Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 686-87 (1984); see also Kirksey 

v. State, 112 Nev. 980, 987, 923 P.2d 1102, 1107 (1996).  Under Strickland, to prevail on 

a claim of ineffective assistance of trial counsel, a defendant must establish two 

elements: (1) counsel provided deficient performance, and (2) “the deficient 

performance prejudiced the defense.”  Kirksey, 112 Nev. 987, 923 P.2d at 107.  To prove 

deficient performance, a defendant must show counsel's performance fell below an 

objective standard of reasonableness.  Id.  To prove prejudice, a defendant must 

demonstrate “a reasonable probability that, but for counsel's errors, the result of the 

trial would have been different.”  Id. at 988, 923 P.2d at 1107.  “A reasonable probability 

is a probability sufficient to undermine confidence in the outcome.”  Strickland, 466 

U.S. at 694.  Counsel's performance is measured by an objective standard of 

reasonableness which takes into consideration prevailing professional norms and the 

totality of the circumstances.  Strickland, 466 U.S. at 688; accord, Homick v. State, 112 

Nev. 304, 913 P.2d 1280 (1996).  An insufficient showing on either element of the 

Strickland standard requires denial of the claim.  Kirksey, 112 Nev. At 988, 923 P.2d at 

1107.  
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The court's view of counsel's performance must be highly deferential, with every 

effort being taken to eliminate the distorting effects of hindsight.  Strickland, 466 U.S. 

at 689, 691.  In making a fair assessment of counsel's performance, the trial court must 

reconstruct the circumstances of counsel's challenged conduct and evaluate that 

challenged act or omission from counsel's perspective at the time, while remaining 

perfectly mindful that counsel is “strongly presumed to have rendered adequate 

assistance and made all significant decisions in the exercise of reasonable professional 

judgment.”  Id. at 689-90.  Accordingly, trial counsel's strategic or tactical decisions will 

be “ ‘virtually unchallengeable absent extraordinary circumstances.’ ”  Doleman v. State, 

112 Nev. 843, 848, 921 P.2d 278, 280 (1996) (quoting Howard v. State, 106 Nev. 713, 

722, 800 P.2d 175, 180 (1990)).  A petitioner must demonstrate the facts underlying a 

claim of ineffective counsel by a preponderance of the evidence.  Means v. State, 120 

Nev. 1001, 1012, 103 P.3d 25, 33 (2004); Riley v. State, 110 Nev. 638, 647, 878 P.2d 272, 

278 (1994).  

“Representation is an art, and an act or omission that is unprofessional in one 

case may be sound or even brilliant in another.”  Strickland, 104 S.Ct. at 2067.  “To 

uphold a lawyer’s strategy, we need not attempt to divine the lawyer’s mental processes 

underlying the strategy.  ‘There are countless ways to provide effective assistance in any 

given case.’  Strickland, 104 S.Ct. at 2065. 

To prevail, Petitioner must demonstrate, by a preponderance of evidence, that his 

counsel's performance was deficient, falling below an objective standard of 

reasonableness, and that counsel's deficient performance prejudiced the defense.  

Means v. State, 120 Nev. 1001, 1012, 103 P.3d 25, 33 (2004); Riley v. State, 110 Nev. 

638, 647, 878 P.2d 272, 278 (1994).  This Court's factual findings regarding a claim of 
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ineffective assistance of counsel are entitled to deference when reviewed on appeal.  

Means v. State, supra; Riley, supra.   

III.  The Original Petition 

1.  Ground One 
 
In this ground, Petitioner alleges that his former counsel was ineffective for 

failing to recognize or challenge a lack of “corpus delicti.”  He further alleges that there 

was a failure of proof related to filesharing software.  This claim is vague and conclusory.  

The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to 

Ground One. 

2.  Ground Two  

In this ground, Petitioner appears to contend former counsel was ineffective for 

failing to challenge the charge under NRS 200.720 as contravening legislative intent.  In 

support of this ground, Petitioner provides no argument as to how the statute is vague 

and not subject to the plain meaning rule of statutory interpretation.  Nor does he 

provide support of his general allegation regarding legislative intent.  This claim should 

be denied.  The State further anticipates that testimony presented during the hearing 

will show that counsel Frey’s representation was neither deficient nor actually 

prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  The State is confident that 

Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to Ground Two. 

3. Ground Three 

In his third ground, Petitioner provides a vague and general allegation that he has 

been subjected to “disparate treatment.”  It is unclear if he is alleging that other child 

pornography aficionados have received lighter sentences, but even if that is true, it is not  

/ / / 
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a basis for relief.  The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his 

burden of proof as to Ground Three. 

4. Ground Four 

In this ground, Petitioner alleges ineffective assistance for failure to challenge the 

constitutionality of the search warrant.  He claims the supporting affidavit was not 

sufficiently particular.  He further anticipates that his former counsel knew he was 

under duress during the time of plea negotiations.  He further alleges that former 

counsel failed to even superficially investigate case.  The State anticipates that testimony 

presented during the hearing will show that counsel Frey’s representation was neither 

deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  The State is 

confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to Ground Four.  

5.  Ground Four (A) 

Here, Petitioner appears to contend that his apartment was searched eight 

minutes earlier than the time reported in a search warrant affidavit.  This is not a basis 

for relief, and should be denied.  The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to 

meet his burden of proof as to Ground Four (A). 

6. Ground Five 

Petitioner appears to contend that he was detained longer than 60 minutes prior 

to being formally arrested.  He further alleges that police would not allow him to reenter 

his apartment.  This is not a basis for post-conviction relief, and should be denied.  

7. Ground Six 

This ground simply repeats the same arguments from Ground Five. 

/ / / 
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8. Ground Seven 

Here, Petitioner alleges that his counsel was ineffective for failing to move to 

suppress the warrant to search his laptop for failure of probable cause.  The State 

anticipates that testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel Frey’s 

representation was neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning of 

Strickland, supra.  The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his 

burden of proof as to Ground Seven. 

9. Ground Eight 

Petitioner alleges that his plea was not knowing, voluntary, intelligent and 

voluntary because it was uninformed.  He claims that he did not understand the 

elements of the charges, and that former counsel Frey was ineffective for failing to 

explain the elements of the charge to which he plead.  The State anticipates that 

testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel Frey’s representation was 

neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  The 

State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to 

Ground Eight. 

10.  Ground Nine 

Petitioner alleges that his former counsel was ineffective for engaging in plea 

negotiations at a time when he was under medical duress.  The State anticipates that 

testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel Frey’s representation was 

neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  The 

State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to 

Ground Nine. 
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11. Ground Ten 

Petitioner alleges that he did not plead guilty during the plea colloquy, that his 

counsel did.  This assertion is repelled by the record and this ground should be denied.   

12.  Ground Eleven 

Petitioner alleges that his former counsel failed to pursue available defenses, 

failed to interview witnesses, and failed to investigate “witness tampering.”  He further 

alleges that his counsel was ineffective for failing to consult an expert witness, and 

failing to impeach Division witnesses during sentencing.  He also reiterates complaints 

stated in prior claims.  The State anticipates that testimony presented during the 

hearing will show that counsel Frey’s representation was neither deficient nor actually 

prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  The State is confident that 

Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to Ground Eleven. 

13.  Ground Twelve 

Here, Petitioner alleges that former counsel John Petty was ineffective with 

respect to his appeal, and for failing to “federalize” his claims.  The State anticipates that 

testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel Petty’s representation 

was neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning of Strickland, supra.  

The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his burden of proof as to 

Ground Twelve. 

14.  Ground Thirteen 

Petitioner alleges Frey mislead him regarding a defense forensic report.  The 

State anticipates that testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel 

Frey’s representation was neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning 
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of Strickland, supra.  The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his 

burden of proof as to Ground Thirteen. 

15.  Ground Fourteen 

Here, Petitioner alleges his former counsel was ineffective at preliminary hearing 

in another case, CR13-1601.  That case was dismissed by the Court at sentencing.  It is 

unclear as to how Petitioner contends that this allegation supports relief in this case, but 

the State anticipates that testimony presented during the hearing will show that counsel 

Frey’s representation was neither deficient nor actually prejudicial within the meaning 

of Strickland, supra.  The State is confident that Petitioner will not be able to meet his 

burden of proof as to Ground Thirteen. 

IV. The Supplemental Petition 
 

1.  Ground One 

 This ground is entirely based on an alleged failure of the State to preserve or 

otherwise maintain Skinner’s computer or its digital copies.  The Supplemental Petition 

claims that this alleged failure has resulted in a violation of his due process rights as his 

purported expert is now unable to conduct an analysis which would have shown that he 

did not knowingly possess child pornography on the computer.   

 Petitioner will not be able to establish sufficient evidence to warrant relief.  The 

Petitioner alleges that “[h]ad a complete investigation been done of the computer and 

the matters listed by Tami Loehrs had been fully considered, he alleges that the evidence 

would not have shown that he had knowing possession of images of child pornography 

or conducted any file sharing of any such images.”  Supplemental Petition, p. 8.  The 

Petitioner cannot establish the factual basis of this claim.  Ms. Loehrs’ declaration 

meanders through what she views as a number of deficiencies in Sgt. Carry’s forensic 
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analysis, but the bottom line is that “an independent examination by the defense is not 

possible.”  Exhibit 3 attached to Supplemental Petition, p. 6.  As a result, the Petitioner 

will not be able to present any witness who would testify that he did not knowingly 

possess child pornography on his computer.  Instead, the testimony of Ms. Loehrs will 

wind up with her opining that she is incapable of conducting any analysis and therefore 

arriving at a different conclusion from Sgt. Carry. 

 Moreover, the Supplemental Petition does not offer any authority that would 

require the State or any law enforcement agency to maintain evidence for future 

potential defense investigation after a criminal defendant has pled guilty and been 

sentenced.  All of the cases relied upon by the Supplemental Petition relate to the failure 

of the State to maintain or preserve evidence prior to trial.  None of the cases can 

reasonably be construed to create an obligation on the State to maintain every piece of 

evidence for an indeterminate period of time after a case has concluded and a defendant 

has been sentenced.  The Supplemental Petition recognizes this issue but does nothing 

to address it outside of suggesting that “the same considerations regarding lost evidence 

in criminal prosecutions should apply here.”  Supplemental Petition, p. 6.  As this 

proposition is unsupported by any legal authority, persuasive or otherwise, it should be 

rejected.  See Cunningham v. State, 94 Nev. 128, 130, 575 P.2d 936, 937 (1978). 

2.   Ground Two 

 Ground Two of the Supplemental Petition alleges that counsel Frey informed 

Petitioner that “he would definitely receive probation….”  Supplemental Petition, p. 9.  

Petitioner asserts that because he was unfamiliar with the American legal system and 

was in pain as a result of his medical issues, he accepted Frey’s representations and 

would not have accepted the plea if he had known that he would not receive probation. 
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 A defendant seeking post-conviction relief is not entitled to an evidentiary 

hearing on factual allegations belied or repelled by the record.  Hargrove v. State, 100 

Nev. 498, 503, 686 P.2d 222, 225 (1984) citing Grondin v. State, 97 Nev. 454, 634 P.2d 

456 (1981).  The record shows that the Petitioner was warned several times that 

probation was an option but was not guaranteed in this case.  At his arraignment, Mr. 

Frey informed the Court that the Petitioner understood that the crime was punishable 

by a term of life imprisonment with minimum parole eligibility after five years but that 

the charge was probationable.  Transcript of Proceedings, Arraignment, May 27, 2017, p. 

4, lines 20-24.  This was an oral recitation of the potential consequences as set forth in 

the Guilty Plea Memorandum that the Petitioner signed.  Guilty Plea Memorandum, 

filed May 27, 2014, p. 3.  The Guilty Plea Memorandum further clarified that prison is 

mandatory and that he would not be “eligible for probation unless a psychosexual 

evaluation is completed pursuant to NRS 176.139 which certifies that I do not represent 

a high risk to reoffend based upon a currently accepted standard of assessment.”  Guilty 

Plea Memorandum, p. 3.  When the Court asked the Petitioner if he understood that 

sentencing was entirely up the Court and that probation would be a privilege “should 

you qualify,” the Petitioner answered “I understand.”  Transcript, Arraignment, p. 7, line 

23 – p. 8, line 11.  The Petitioner again said “I understand” in response to the Court 

pointing out “for a third time, you’re looking at either probation, or life in prison, with 

parole eligibility after five years.”  Transcript, Arraignment, p. 9, lines 20-23.   

 At the time the Petitioner entered into the negotiations and signed the Guilty Plea 

Memorandum, he had not yet obtained a psychosexual risk assessment that would have 

made him eligible for probation.  The Psychosexual Risk Assessment that was ultimately 

provided to the Court and made him eligible for probation was not conducted until June 
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24, 2014, more than a month after he entered his plea.  Psychosexual Evaluation, filed 

August 6, 2014.  In fact, the Petitioner did not even meet with the evaluator for the first 

time until June 16, 2014.  Therefore, at the time that he entered his plea and told the 

Court that he understood that his plea would subject him to life imprisonment unless he 

had a qualifying assessment, he did not know, and could not know, that he would 

receive a qualifying assessment.  Thus, the record clearly belies any claim that the 

Petitioner did not know that he would not automatically be granted probation in this 

case.  In fact, the Court explicitly warned the Petitioner that he had to receive a 

qualifying assessment before being eligible for probation, the Guilty Plea Memorandum 

put the same warning in writing, and the Petitioner indicated his understanding that he 

would have to get a qualifying assessment before even being able to request probation.  

As a result, Ground Two of the Supplemental Petition is belied by the record and the 

Petitioner will not be able to prove this assertion at the hearing so as to warrant relief. 

V.  State’s Witnesses 

At this time, the State anticipates calling two witnesses: John Reese Petty, and 

Christopher Frey.  Petitioner has not informed the State as to which witnesses he 

intends to call, except for witness Tammi Loehr. 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 

/ / / 
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AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

 The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding document does not 

contain the social security number of any person. 

  DATED: September 24, 2019. 

 
       CHRISTOPHER J. HICKS 
       District Attorney 
 
 
       By /s/ JENNIFER P. NOBLE 
                        JENNIFER P. NOBLE 
             Chief Appellate Deputy 
 

By /s/ KEVIN NAUGHTON 
                        KEVIN NAUGHTON 
             Appellate Deputy 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

 I hereby certify that this document was filed electronically with the Second Judicial 

District Court on September 24, 2019.  Electronic Service of the foregoing document shall 

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

 Edward T. Reed, Esq. 

  

 

                                  /s/ Margaret Ford 
                                   MARGARET FORD 
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EXHIBIT 1 

F I L E D
Electronically
CR14-0644

2019-09-24 03:59:24 PM
Jacqueline Bryant
Clerk of the Court

Transaction # 7501810
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DA #14-7319 

wcso WC14-000485 and SPD 13-6743 

FEB - 5 2014 
By_.L.,..;;p.;....;;;..f!i.;.._Ci,C,f-4--_ 

DEPUTY CLERK 

IN THE JUSTICE COURT OF SPARKS TOWNSHIP 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE, STATE OF NEVADA 

THE STATE OF NEVADA, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Defendant 

* * * 

_________________ ! 

Case No.: 14-Sc.R-00173 
Dept.No.: 2_, 

CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 

REBECCA C DRUCKMAN of the County of Washoe, State of 

Nevada, verifies and declares upon information and belief and under 

penalty of perjury, that RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER' the defendant 

above-named, has committed the crimes of: 

COUNT I: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 13 

OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200. 720 and NRS 200. 7S·O, a felony, in 

the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between the 5TH of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, 

at Sparks Township, within the county of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an image of a nude female ohild 

believed to be five to seven years of age who is depicted being 
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straddled by an adult male, and who is inserting his penis in the 

child's mouth, while the child lies on a bed under him. 

COUNT II: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, 

in the manna~ following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 
. . 

on or about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 

2013, at Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of 

Nevada, did willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a 

performance of a minor where the minor engages in, or simulates 

sexual conduct or. where the minor is the subject of a sexual 

portrayal, by means of file sharing software, to wit: an image of a 

female child, believed to be five to seven years of age, with her 

mouth open while an adult male ejaculates into her mouth 

COUNT III: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felon~, 

in the manner following, to wit:. 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully p~omote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an image of a nude female child, 
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believed to be eleven to thirteen years of age, with her wrists and 

ankles bound with yellow rope, laying on a bed with her legs spread 

apart, and her vagina exposed to the photographer's camera. 

COUNT IV: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day ot June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an image of a female child, who is a 

known and identified victim from the United States, believed to be 

nine to thirteen years of age, who is holding an adult male's penis 

against her tongue as her body is located between his legs. 

COUNT V: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation o.f NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 
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where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an image of a female child, who is 

believed to be nine to eleven years of age, who 1s holding an adult 

male's penis in her hand while kissing another female person on a 

bed. 

COUNT VI: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a fel?n~, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SK!NNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to ~it: an image of a female child, believed 

to be five years of age, where the child is leaning down over a 

seated adult male and has the adult male's penis in her mouth. 

COUNT VII: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County or Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 
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where the minor i~ the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an close-up image of a female child's 

vagina, where the child is believed to be four to six years of age .. 

COUNT VIII= PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Spark~ Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

file sharing software, to wit: an image of a female child, believed 

to be six to nine years of age, where the child is laying on a bed 

with her vagina exposed, and her wrists are duct-taped to her legs, 

making her legs stay apart, in a location which could be a child 

brothel. 

COUNT IX: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 

13 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felont, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 
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1 minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

2 where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

3 file sharing software, to wit: an image of a male or female child, 

4 believed to be two or three years of age, where the child is looking 

5 into the camera, and holding an adult male penis close to his or her 

6 mouth. 

7 

8 COUNT X: PROMOTION OF A SEXUAL PERFORMANCE OF MINOR, AGE 13 

9 OR YOUNGER, a violation of NRS 200.720 and NRS 200.750, a felony, in 

10 the manner following, to wit: 

11 That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

12 about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

13 Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

14 • willfully and unlawfully promote, or distribute a performance of a 

15 minor where the minor engages in, or simulates sexual conduct or 

16 where the minor is the subject of a sexual portrayal, by means of 

17 file sharing software, to wit: an image of a nude female child, 

18 belie~ed to be eight to eleven years of age, who appears to be 

19 grimacing in pain, where the child is straddling an adult male and 

20 he is inserting his penis into the child's vagina or anus. 

21 

22 COUNT XI: POSSBSSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

23 UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felon~, 

24 in the manner following, to wit: 

25 That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

26 about and between 5th of Ma.y, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 
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Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any pu~pose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or.engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, believed 

to be five to seven years of age, with her mouth open while an adult 

male ejaculates into her mouth 

COUNT XII: POSSESSION OF VlSUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF~ PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a nude female child, 

believed to be eleven to thirteen years of age, with her wrists and 

ankles bound with yellow rope, laying on a bed with her legs spread 

apart, and her vagina exposed to the photographer's camera. 

Ill 

Ill 

Ill 
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COUNT XII!: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felol}X, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or. other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, who is a 

known and identified victim from the United States, believed to be 

nine to thirteen years of age, who is holding an adult male's penis 

against her tongue as her body is located between his legs. 

COUNT XIV: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felonu 

in 'the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Spar.ks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, who is 
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known and identified victim from the United States, believed to be 

nine to thirteen years of age, who is holding an adult male's penis 

against her tongue as her body is located between his legs. 

COUNT XV: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felon1, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STgPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the county of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, who is 

believed to be nine to eleven years of age, who is holding an adult 

male's penis in her hand while kissing another female person on a 

bed. 

COUNT XVI: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felonr, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of. Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 
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film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, 

believed to be five years of age, where the child is leaning down 

over a seated adult male and has the adult male's penis in her mouth, 

COUNT XVII: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

ONDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and will!ully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an close up image of a female 

child's vagina, where the child is believed to be four to six years 

of age. 

COUNT XVIII: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a Violatl.'on f NR o S 200.730{1), a felonx, 
in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 
28th day of June, 2013, at 
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Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a female child, 

believed to be six to nine years of age, where the child is laying on 

a bed with her vagina exposed, and her wrists are duct-taped to her 

legs, making her legs stay apart in a location which could be a child 

brothel. 

COUNT XIX: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER THE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a male or female child, 

believed to be two or three years of age, where the child is looking 

into the camera, and holding an adult male penie close to his or her 

mouth. 
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COUNT XX: POSSESSION OF VISUAL PORNOGRAPHY OF A PERSON 

UNDER 'I'HE AGE OF 16 YEARS, a violation of NRS 200.730(1), a felony, 

in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about and between 5th of May, 2013 and the 28th day of June, 2013, at 

Sparks Township, within the County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did 

knowingly and willfully have in his possession for any purpose any 

film, photograph, or other visual presentation depicting a person 

under the age of sixteen years as the subject of a sexual portrayal, 

or engaging in or simulating, or assisting others to engage in or 

simulate sexual conduct, to wit: an image of a nude female child, 

believed to be eight to eleven years of age, who appears to be 

grimacing in pain, where the child is straddling an adult male and 

he is inserting his penis into the child's vagina or anus. 

COUNT XXI: MISUSE OF ENCRYPTION, a violation of NRS 

205.486, a gross misdemeanor, in the manner following, to wit: 

That the said defendant RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, on or 

about the 28th day of June, 2013, at Sparks Township, within the 

County of Washoe, State of Nevada, did willfully use or attempt to 

use encryption, directly or indirectly, to commit, facilitate 
I 

further or promote a criminal offense, and/or · to aid, assist, or 

encourage another person to commit a criminal offense, 
or to conceal 

the commission of a criminal ff 
o ense, or to conceal or protect the 

identity of a person who has . 
committed an criminal offense, or to 

delay, hinder ~ 
, or o~struct the administration of the 1 

aw, to wit: in 
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that the said defendant did use TRUECRYPT encryption software to 

attempt to conceal Child Pornography and/or to conceal his promotion 

or distribution of Child Pornography by means of his file sharing 

software, and/or to conceal or protect the identities of other 

persons using his files on the internet, and/or to obstruct, hinder 

or delay the administration of justice and delay law enforcement's 

forensic location of Child Pornography on his computer. 

AFFIRMATION PURSUANT TO NRS 239B.030 

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding 

document does not contain the social security number of any person. 

DATED this 

PCN: WASO0032327C-SKINNER 

custody: x 
Bailed: 
Warrant: 

* 

day ot February, 2014. 

CT ATTORNEY 

District Court Dept: D15 
District Attorney: DROCKMAN 
Defense Attorney: 
Bail To ~SQ¼ 1Yl Coor+ by J"u.dtle 
Restitution: v 
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EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, NV 89533-4763 
(775) 996-0687  
 

IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF THE STATE OF NEVADA  

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

 

 
RODERICK SKINNER, 
 
   Petitioner,   Case No. CR14-0644  
 
 vs.      Dept. No. 8 
 
 
ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER, 
 
   Respondent. 
________________________________________/  
 

PETITIONER’S HEARING MEMORANDUM FOR EVIDENTIARY 
HEARING 

 Petitioner Roderick Skinner, by and through his appointed counsel 

Edward T. Reed, Esq., hereby files this Hearing Memorandum to cover the 

pertinent legal and factual issues for the evidentiary hearing in this case  and 

to respond to matters in the State’s Bench Memorandum Regarding 

Evidentiary Hearing.  

 One of the primary issues at the hearing will be the destruction of the 

forensic evidence by Dennis Carry after  receiving an “Evidence Release” 

from the District Attorney’s Office.  This evidence release will be submitted 

to the Court pursuant to a stipulation of the parties.  The evidence release is 

also attached hereto as Exhibit 1. When the undersigned counsel first 
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contacted Chief Deputy District Attorney Terry McCarthy, Esq., in October, 

2017, who was the State’s attorney in this matter at the time, to arrange to 

have the Petitioner’s expert on forensic computer analysis, Tami Loehrs, 

inspect and review the forensic evidence from Mr. Skinner’s computers and 

hard drive, Mr. McCarthy checked with Sgt. Dennis Carry of the Washoe 

County Sheriff’s Office about this matter. See Exhibit 2 to Supplemental 

Petition.  Mr. McCarthy told the undersigned counsel in an email dated 

December 7, 2017, that “[h]e does not have the computer or any component 

of the computer.”   

In a deposition approved by this Court, the transcript of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 2, Sgt. Carry stated that upon receiving an 

evidence release from the District Attorney’s Office, that he had disposed of 

this evidence. See page 8-12 of deposition transcript.  The attorney for the 

State, Deputy District Attorney Joe Plater, stated at the deposition that he 

would provide a copy of this evidence release.  See page 10 of Exhibit 2.  

This release was subsequently emailed to the undersigned by Mr. Plater and 

is attached as Exhibit 1. Because it could not be determined who had signed 

the release because D.D.A. Mike Bolenbaker stated he did not sign it despite 

his signature line being on the release, Mr. Plater agreed to stipulate simply 

that a deputy district attorney had signed it , as did Ms. Noble, the current 

attorney for the State.   

   In the State’s Bench Memorandum Regarding Evidentiary Hearing, 

it talks about the “alleged destruction” of the evidence.  It should be clear 

based on Mr. McCarthy’s emails and Sgt. Carry’s statements that this is not 

“alleged” but is an actual destruction.   If counsel for the State is alleging it 

was not destroyed, she should bring the evidence into court on the day of the 

hearing to allow the Petitioner’s expert to examine it.  However, the State is 
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estopped from claiming the evidence was not destroyed based on the above 

statements, and the fact that the assertion that the evidence had been 

destroyed was in the Supplemental Petition filed on or about January 12, 

2018, and that nothing was filed thereafter opposing this statement or 

claiming that this evidence still existed.  

 The State contends on page 13 of the bench memo that the 

Supplemental Petition does not offer any authority that would require the 

State to maintain evidence after a criminal defendant has plead guilty  and 

been sentenced.  This issue may be one of first impression,  and there may 

not be any cases on it.  However, there is nothing in the cases cited by the 

Petitioner on pages 6 and 7 of the Supplemental Petition that limit these 

holdings to trial cases and preclude habeas corpus cases.   

 Basic considerations of due process and fairness in the criminal justice 

system should require that evidence be preserved if a criminal defendant still 

has remedies available under the law.   The State does not offer any 

authority that the State is allowed to just destroy evidence after a criminal 

conviction and before a defendant has had the opportunity to proceed with a 

habeas corpus action. A habeas corpus action is one that a defendant has a 

right to pursue under Nevada law in chapter 34 of the Nevada Revised 

Statutes as well as under federal law.  If a defendant alleges actual 

innocence, then clearly he should have access to evidence to prove this.    

 The evidence pertaining to alleged child pornography and a file 

sharing program on Mr. Skinner’s computer is relevant to several of his 

grounds for relief in his habeas corpus petition.  He alleges he was mislead 

by his counsel Mr. Frey and that  his counsel did not adequately review the 

evidence.  If the forensic evidence were still available and after an 

examination by the Petitioner’s expert it were demonstrated that Mr. Carry 
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was inaccurate in his investigation and that there really was no chi ld 

pornography or file sharing program on his computer, then that would prove 

the first ground in his habeas corpus petition, lack of a corpus delicti. It 

would also demonstrate and provide evidence that his counsel was ineffective 

in his investigation into this matter. However, whether or not it supported his 

habeas corpus petition, the destruction of the evidence is an affront to basic 

considerations of fairness and due process and totally hamstring s Mr. Skinner 

in pursuing his habeas corpus rights to such an extent that it requires the 

dismissal of his conviction.             

PETITIONER’S WITNESSES 

1. Tami Loehrs, expert witness.  

2. Roderick Skinner, Petitioner. 

3. Dennis Carry.   

Mr. Carry, who will be called first, has been subpoenaed and the subpoena 

has been filed with the court.   After Mr. Carry was served with a subpoena 

in July of 2018 for the hearing set for January of 2019, when the hearing was 

continued to September 26, Mr. Carry was notified and agreed to the new 

date. See email attached to subpoena.  He has further been notified by the 

undersigned counsel through his former captain, Russell Pedersen, that he is 

expected at the hearing on September 26 as well as through correspondence.  
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 Pursuant to NRS 239B.030 ,  the undersigned does hereby affirm 

that the preceding document does not contain the social security number 

of any person.  

 Respectfully submitted this 25th day of September, 2019. 

 

 

       /s/ EDWARD T. REED, ESQ.  
       EDWARD T. REED, PLLC 
       Nevada State Bar No. 1416 
       P.O. Box 34763 
       Reno, NV 89533-4763 
       (775) 996-0687 
       Fax (775) 333-0201 
       ATTORNEY FOR PETITIONER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

 

 I hereby certify that I am an employee of Edward T. Reed, PLLC. 

who represents the Petitioner in this matter, and that on this date I 

electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the 

ECF system which will send a notice of electronic filing to the following: 

 

Jennifer Noble 
Washoe County District Attorney’s Office  
 
 DATED this 25th day of September, 2019. 
 
            
         /s/ Edward T.  Reed                       
           Edward T. Reed 
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w!oE.COUNTY oiSTRICT ATTORI, 
EVIDENCE RELEASE 

May 24, 2016 
TO WASHOE COUNTY SHERlFFS OFFICE and SPARKS POLICE DEPARTMENT EVIDENCE 
CUSTODIAN 
AGENCY CASE NUMBER: WC14-000485 and 
DA#: 14-7319 / 13-175580 DEFENDANT: RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER 
COURT CASE NUMBER: CR14-0644; CR13-1601 

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT THIS OFFICE NO LONGER REQUIRES THE RETENTION 
QF THE FOLLOWING EVIDENCE WHICH MAY BE RELEASED PURSUANT TO YOUR AGENCY'S 
POLICY: 

Complete Release _ Photograpt:» prior to release (NRS 52.385) 
Pursuant to NRS 52.385, the evidence may be released-to the person listed below unless your agency has been 
advised of a competing claim of ownership:* 

{please print name and address) 
Please refer to attached list identifying owners and specific properties. 
Partial Release __ Photograph prior to release (~RS 52.385} 
Pursuant to NRS 52.385, the following items of evidence may be released to the person listed below unless your 
agency has been advised of a competing claim of ownership:* 

(p!ease print name and address) 
Refer to Control# where possible. If money, state exact amount _______________ _ 

Please refer to attached list identifying owners and specific properties. The remainder of the evidence is to be 
held until further disposition. 
Owners(s) Unknown: Based upon insufficient information available to identify or locate an owner, you may 
dispose of the property in conformance with your agency's policy. 
Narcotics Destruction: All narcotics and paraphernalia may be destroyed. 
Weapons Disposition: Disposition may be made pursuant to NRS 202.340 and in conformance with your 
agency's policy. 
Pawnbroker Notice: 
Name and Address: ____________________ _____ _ 

Notice is hereby given that the property listed herein will be released to the claimed owner identified 
above at the conclusion of 7 days from the date of this release unless you submit to us and we 
receive a claim to such property in writing prior to that date. 
_f}_ Dispose of all remaining evidence pursuant to your department policy. 

Other _ _ _______ _ _ _________ ________ __ _ 
*In the event of competing claims, you should hold the property until you receive a 
court order or a release of claim. Please consult with counsel for your agency . . 

LI\JLLL-DII AKER 
TRICT ATTORNEY 
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In the Matter Of: 

Skinner vs State 

DENNIS CARRY 

November 05, 2018 

Job Number: 501219 

Liti gation Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservices.com 
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1 IN THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRI CT COURT OF THE STATE OF 

2 NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASHOE 

3 

4 

5 

6 

RODERICK STEPHEN SKINNER, 

Pet i t i oner, 

7 vs. 

8 ISIDRO BACA, WARDEN, NORTHERN 
NEVADA CORRECTIONAL CENTER. 

9 
Respondent . 

10 

11 

Case No . CR14-064 4 

Dept No . 8 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

DEPOS I TION OF DENNIS CARRY 

Taken on Monday , Nov ember 5, 2 018 

At 1 : 30 p.m. 

At Sunshi ne Litigation Servi ces 

151 Country Estates Circle 

Reno , Nevada 

24 REPORTED BY: NICOLE J. HANSEN, CCR NO. 446 

25 JOB NO.: 501219 
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DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

APPEARANCES: 

For the Petitioner: 

EDWARD T. REED, ESQ. 
Edward T. Reed, PLLC 
P.O. Box 34763 
Reno, Nevada 89533-4763 

For the Respondent: 

JOSEPH PLATER, ESQ. 
Washoe County District Attorney's Office 
1 South Sierra St r eet #7 
Reno, Nevada 89501 

Litigation Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservices.com 

Page 2 
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DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

I N D E X 

WITNE SS: 

EXAMINATI ON 

By Mr. Reed 

Lit igation Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservice s.com 

Page 3 

Denn is Carry 

PAGE 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

DENNIS CARRY - 11 /05/ 20 18 

DENNIS CARRY, 

having been first duly sworn , wa s 

exami ned and testified as follows: 

Page 4 

5 EXAMINATION 

6 BY MR. REED: 

7 Q Now, would you please state your full name 

8 and spell it for the court reporter? 

9 

10 

A 

Q 

11 occupation? 

12 A 

Dennis Carry: O-E-N- N- I -S. C-A-R-R-Y. 

What is your business, profession, or 

I'm a sergeant with the Washoe County 

13 Sheriff's Office. 

14 

15 

Q 

A 

How long have you been in that position? 

I've bee n wi th the sheriff's office fo r 

16 nearly 23 years, and as a s ergeant since December 201 1 . 

17 

18 

Q 

A 

What are your duties there? 

I supervise the Cyber Crime Unit, which is a 

19 regional investigator unit tha t incl udes Inte rne t Crimes 

20 Against Children Ta sk Force. And I a lso have o ther 

21 responsibilities, as far as a being a supervisor of t he 

22 detective division also. 

23 Q What specific training have you had to do the 

24 type of work you do, which is in the cyber crimes unit? 

25 A Over a t housand hours o f training concerning 

Liti gation Services 80 0-330-11 12 
www.litigationservices.com 
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DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

Page 5 
1 instant response, computer forens i cs, and over a thousand 

2 hours of training, as fa r as chi l d exploi tation 

3 investigations. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Are you ENCASE certified? 

ENCASE? No. 

Do you have the CCFE certification? 

The certifications I have, I have a GCFE, 

8 GCFA, GASF, and also CHFI. 

9 

10 

11 there. 

12 

Q 

A 

Q 

Do you have the ACE? 

Thos e are the only certificati ons r i ght 

Okay. Thank you. Now, when you received the 

13 case involving Roderick Skinner, as far as the 

14 examination of evidence, do you recall what evidence you 

15 received? 

16 A I do recall because we received whatever the 

17 evidence was at the t ime -- I don't remember the 

18 specifics -- but we received it f rom the Sparks Police 

19 Department. 

20 

21 

Q 

A 

Do you recall examining a laptop computer? 

I do. It was a l aptop, and I bel ieve an 

22 external hard drive, and probably a few other devices. 

23 Q Now, do you recall if you examined more than 

24 one device? Because there were several devices that were 

25 obtained through the search warrant of Mr. Skinner's 

Litigation Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservices.com 
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DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

Page 6 

1 apartment. 

2 A For all of the devices we received, they all 

3 would have been examined. When I say "examined," it's 

4 more specifically what I woul d call previewed, because 

5 there was never a full analysis ever completed. He pled 

6 guilty before that happened. But there were multiple 

7 devices. Every device that we were provided, we would 

8 have previewed. 

9 Q So, as far as you recall, all you did on any 

10 of these devices was preview them? 

11 A Preview them to an extent that we have a good 

12 understanding of the facts of the case, what we were 

13 investigating specifically, to determine whether or not 

14 there is enough evidence f or p r obable cause arrest, which 

15 is what we did do. And then it was, I guess, shelved, is 

16 the best way to explain it, until we would see what the 

17 outcome of the case would be. 

18 Q Now, this case, I'll represent you probably 

19 remember that you did examine the Toshiba laptop 

20 computer? 

21 

22 

A 

Q 

Okay. 

And when you searched the contents of this 

23 laptop, what procedure did you follow? 

24 A So when we conduct a forensic exam, one of 

25 the first things is to document the condition of t he 

Litigat i on Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservices.com 
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DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

Page 7 
1 device itself. And then, if the device has a hard drive, 

2 we remove the hard drive, perform wha t's called a 

3 forensic image of the hard drive. And then our 

4 examination, what we work with is off of that image, not 

5 the actual origi nal device at that point. 

6 And then we would l ook -- or I did, at least, 

7 look at the contents, look a t ownership i n f ormation, 

8 determine if we have a device that we believe to be f rom 

9 the person we're investigating and any relevant evidence. 

10 Q So you remove the hard drive, and then you 

11 make, basically, a copy of it? 

12 A Essentially. It's called a fo r ensic image, 

13 but it's a copy. 

14 Q And so when you perform your examination or 

15 preview, or whatever you call it, you look at the copy, 

16 essentially? 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 or two? 

22 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Yes. 

And how many copies do you make? 

Two copies, typically. Sometimes only one. 

Do you recall, in this case, if you made one 

I don't remember. In thi s case, more than 

23 likely, it would have, at the t ime, i t would have more 

24 than likely been one copy, and then we wou l d have copied 

25 that copy and stored it on a server . 
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In any event, you make at least one copy of 

Yes. 

What is the procedure as to how long you 

5 maintain this computer forensic evidence? 

6 A We disposed of the evidence after receiving 

7 an evidence disposition from the District Attorney's 

8 Office. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Oh, you did? 

Yes. 

When did you receive that? 

I don't remember, but I believe it was 

13 sometime in 2016. I' m fairly positi ve it was sometime in 

14 2016. 

15 Q Do you ever make that determination yourself, 

16 or do you have to get someone from the District 

17 Attorney's Office? 

18 A It depends on the case. We're a regional 

19 unit. We work cases that are federal, we work cases that 

20 are state, and a l so cases that end up in multiple other 

21 state jurisdictions. They all have their own different 

22 procedures and policies. 

23 When we receive evidence, we hold onto it, 

24 typi cal ly, for a minimum of two years. That's typical ly 

25 what we would keep it. But it ki nd of depends. If we're 
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1 told we can destroy data or destroy evidence, and if t he 

2 case is either adjudicated or the person is not appealing 

3 or anything, i t will be usually within or j us t after ten 

4 days of giving up their appellate rights . And that's 

5 usually in a federal proceeding. If it is stat e, we wait 

6 until we receive an evidence disposi t ion. 

7 Q Do you recall who, in the District Attorney's 

8 Office, would have signed that evidence disposition? 

9 A I do not. And this case was a little more 

10 unique because it was a case that started with the Sparks 

11 Police Department where their original seizure of 

12 evidence and then transfer i t to us and then actually 

13 transfer it into our task force. But at some point, 

14 regardless, I know we received an evidence disposition, 

15 and I'm positive it was i n 20 16. 

16 

17 

18 

Q 

A 

Q 

When did you review the evidence disposition? 

Huh? 

When did you last review that evidence 

19 disposition? 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Shortly after you contacted me. 

Me or my investigator, Mr. Grate? 

No. You. 

When I contacted you? 

Uh-huh. 

As far as serving you the notice of 
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2 A Just to look into what the c a s e was about and 

3 saw t h e evidence disposition . 

4 Q Okay . Can I ask you if you would provide a 

5 copy of it to me? 

6 A That one would have to come f rom the DA ' s 

7 Office. It ' s their r ecord . 

8 

9 

10 Q 

MR . REED : Okay. Can I get a c opy? 

MR . PLATER: Sure. 

(BY MR . REED:) Okay. So that was in 2016 . 

11 Do you ever make your own determination of just disposing 

12 of forensic evidence? 

13 A We do , depending upon the circumstances of 

14 the case . For example, i f it ' s a case that we had no 

15 f ederal no desi re t o prosecute federal l y, then we may 

16 dispose of the evidence , possibl y a f t e r the statute of 

17 l i mi tat ions on the case , if it s ucceeded the statute of 

18 l imi tations . 

19 Our evidence i s more unique than o t her 

20 evidence, evi dence that would typic a l l y be in l ike , say , 

21 the sheriff ' s off i ce or the polic e department i n most 

22 circumstances . Our evidence usually contai ns contraband 

23 t hat we can ' t give it back a nyway . I t ' s i llegal for it 

24 to go back , so i t will be destroyed . It ' s just the 

25 timing all depends on the case c ircumstances . 
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1 There's no statute o f limitations to 

2 prosecute a case federally, so we do have some i tems that 

3 we have a desire to prosecut e the person s t ill that we've 

4 maintained. 

5 Q Do you ever recall telling my investigator, 

6 Mr. Grate, who is here today, that you, when asked about 

7 the destruction of the evidence, he just got rid of it 

8 sort of in the course of periodically disposing of 

9 evidence and that, along those lines? 

10 A Yes. We would have -- we hold onto evi dence, 

11 and every now and then, we do a, I guess, a cleaning of 

12 our evidence room, and we loo k f or evidence that we don't 

13 need anymore. It's past the time we can get rid of it, 

14 and then we do, more or less, quart erl y or semi -annual l y 

15 disposal. 

16 Q But if you told him that, then that seems to 

17 contradict what you just told me about getting a 

18 disposition from the District Attorney's Office. 

19 A No. We got a disposition. But just because 

20 we get a disposition, we don 't s t op what we 're doing and 

21 go destroy the evidence. 

22 We do it every now and then quar terly when we 

23 need room in the evidence room, but we don't j ust get a 

24 form, go in t he room and go destroy i t. It doesn 't work 

25 that way because we r ecycle -- we pull the hard drives, 
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1 but we recycle a lot of the elect ronics. And a l l of that 

2 requires us to like schedule a t r uck to come or something 

3 like that. 

4 Q Well, in this case, several pieces of 

5 equipment that was recovered from Mr. Skinner, the laptop 

6 and several hard drives, was all of that disposed of not 

7 only, say, the laptop, but also the forensic images? It 

8 was all disposed of? 

9 A The forensic images would have been disposed 

10 of at different times. The original evidence is held 

11 until we're told to dispose of it. The forensic i mages, 

12 depending upon the storage location, they may be stored 

13 longer. 

14 As far as Mr. Skinner's case goes, his what 

15 we would call t he backup of the backup was stored on a 

16 server array tha t we don 't even have anymore. We've 

17 replaced it twice since t hen. That would have been the 

18 backup of the backup, but al l of the other stuf f woul d 

19 have been gone sometime ago. 

20 Q Okay. So do you know if all of it would have 

21 been destroyed at the same time? 

22 

23 

A 

Q 

No, it probably would not have been. 

But you've checked, and it's all been 

24 destroyed? 

25 A Yes. 
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And how is this destroyed? Is it just thrown 

2 away in the garbage? 

3 A No . We rip hard drives ou t of -- if it ' s a 

4 lapt op , we t ake the hard d r ive o ut . We either obliterate 

5 it or we wipe it . And i f i t ' s o ther items , say, like 

6 s omething t hat ' s usab le for a n external USB drive that 

7 might be usabl e fo r us , we ' ll destroy t he data by wiping 

8 i t numerous t imes and then placi ng it into service. 

9 Q Were you ever made aware that there was 

10 pending litigation in the case , that a habeas corpus 

11 petition had been filed? 

12 A I knew at one point that there was somet hing 

13 happening , but t hat was prior to u s receiving a no t ice to 

14 get r i d o f the evidence . So after t hat , I have no idea 

15 what the s t a tu s was . We don ' t follow every case. 

16 Q But you saw no reason not to obey the notice 

17 from the District Attorney's Office that you could 

18 dispose of the evidence? 

19 A Correct . And i t ' s more common than not in a 

20 case whe re somebody p l eads guilty that we will destroy 

21 the evidence soone r after r ecei ving a dispos i tion than a 

22 case that we know to be litigated. In a case -- if we 

23 know a case to be under liti gation , we ' ll usually hold 

24 onto it longer . But t here ' s no rhyme or reason , as far 

25 as how long . 
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1 Q So when you got this notice or this 
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2 memorandum, whatever it was from the District Attorney ' s 

3 Office, you saw no reason to question that you could go 

4 ahead and dispose of the evidence? 

5 A No, not in specifically a guilty-plea case , 

6 but receiving a notice of evidence, sometimes it's a 

7 process that j ust comes in where we just receiv e i t. And 

8 often, when we 're just trying to clean out our evi dence 

9 section, we look at cases a nd contact the Distri ct 

10 Attorney's Office to obtain evidence d i spositi ons if it's 

11 been a long time, for example. 

12 Q But in this case, when you went to dispose of 

13 the evidence, you'd already received this disposition 

14 notice? 

15 A The evidence would have been disposed just at 

16 some point after receiving t hat. I t just gets moved to a 

17 -- when we know we can destroy something, it j ust ge ts 

18 moved to an area t hat we know we can destroy i t, and then 

19 it j ust sit s there until we do that. 

20 Q So essentially, you would not have conferred 

21 with anybody: Is it okay to throw this away? You 

22 already had the notice? 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

We already had the notice . 

Under the certifications that you have, I 

25 think you said you did have a CCFE certification? 
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No. It's different. The certi f ications a r e 

2 all -- some companies have some certificat ions. Some 

3 companies have different certifications. They're all 

4 generically the same thing. 

5 Q In your training or education when you 

6 received any of these certifications, were you told you 

7 were supposed to hang onto this while there was any 

8 pending litigation? 

9 A That is up to -- any one of those t imes, that 

10 is up to whatever t he circumstance of the case were. We 

11 got rid of it when we were told t o get rid of it or that 

12 we may. 

13 Q But at this point in time, you know it was 

14 sometime in 2016 that it was disposed of? 

15 A 2016, when we received the disposition . I 

16 don't know offhand when we got rid of it. We take in a 

17 tremendous amount o f evidence and dispose of a tremendous 

18 amount of evidence, so I don't r eally remember the exact 

19 time. 

20 I jus t know we move i t to a disposable area. 

21 But there's no consistency, as far as when we call a 

22 truck, when we take a day of not working cases to start 

23 pulling hard drives and wiping devices. 

24 Q Now, do you keep a record of when this type 

25 of evidence is disposed of? 
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At that time, we may or may not have had 

2 I would have to loo k . We may or may not have had a 

3 system. I think we're on our thi rd different evi dence 

4 tracking system, so I'm not sur e what we would have. 

5 

6 

7 

8 2016? 

9 

10 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

Would you mind checking? 

I can check. Yes. 

But you know that you received a notice in 

Yes, I'm fairly certain. 

Do you know approximately how long after that 

11 that it would have been that you would have destroyed the 

12 evidence? 

13 

14 

15 

A 

Q 

A 

No. No. 

Could have been a year or two years? 

As far a s the actual destruction, yes. It 

16 could have been. 

17 Q Now, were you aware that the evidence on the 

18 computer had been previously -- or that this particular 

19 computer had been owned previously by another individual 

20 named Mike? 

21 

22 

A 

Q 

I believe I did know that. Yes, sir . 

Do you have any personal knowledge that 

23 Mr. Skinner knew about the downloaded files on the 

24 computer? 

25 A Based on what I previ ewed, I had absolutely 
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no doubt whatsoever that Mr. Skinner was responsib le f o r 

the files, based on everything that I previewed, or I 

would not have arrested him on the charges, whether he 

if he had chosen to not plead guil ty, we would have not 

analyzed the devices further. 

But I still have no doubt in any mind, based 

on my experience, the amount of cases I've worked, tha t 

he was absolutely responsible f or the f iles and the 

activity. 

Q But this was just a -- did you call it an 

11 initial preview? 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

And what further -- if you had to go and do a 

14 further examination, what would you have done? 

15 A We would have looked at more of the dates 

16 than we looked at. I would have looked a t more of the 

17 dates and what we call user att r ibution dat a, essential ly 

18 doing more work to put him behind the keyboard, as 

19 needed. But certai nly, my preview, I had no problem 

20 being confident that he was responsible, based on the 

21 dates and times. 

22 Q Now, when you say that, you mean that the 

23 dates and times corresponded to when he was in the United 

24 States or in Sparks? 

25 A Ther e were dates and times from files -- if I 
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1 remembe r c o rrectl y for Mr. Ski nner , he had f i l es b a c ke d 

2 up f r om other t i me s also . He had a l ot o f pe rsonal 

3 fi les , as you ' d say, and the persona l f iles wer e oft en 

4 mixed with the child pornog raphy file s . But t he dat es 

5 al l varied . 

6 If this was a case tha t had proceeded t o 

7 t r ial , t ha t woul d have been lai d out i n fa r mor e detai l . 

8 Some of the mo re common t hings we would look at woul d be 

9 the user attrib ut ion data, the da t e s and time s fo r t he 

1 0 a ccount inf ormation , and I guess you cou l d say indicia 

11 i nfor mation, so info r mation t hat woul d corrobor ate ch i l d 

12 exploi t a t ion activity wi t h persona l act ivi t y . That cou l d 

13 be checking e - mai l o r other t h i ngs like t hat . 

14 Q So , in other words , you would be able to 

15 determine what dates and times he was , say, checking 

16 e - mails? 

17 A Yes , potentially , depending upon what 

18 a ctivity is on there . 

19 Q And that would correspond to the times that 

20 you saw these files bei ng downloaded? 

21 A We ll, f iles being downloaded, but t hat ' s also 

22 only one component o f it . We would look for t i me s t h e 

23 file i s acce ssed a nd viewed . 

24 The r e are ma ny a r t ifacts that a r e created on 

25 a compu t er wh e n you like view i t in a medi a p l a ye r, for 
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1 example, or when you doubl e-click on some t hing , or when 

2 you delete something, many art ifacts are created , and we 

3 would look at tho se arti facts in more depth . 

4 Q Would the fact that somebody else had 

5 previously owned the computer, is it possible that he 

6 didn't know about some of these downloaded files? 

7 

8 not. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

these 

that. 

some 

A In my experienc e and t raining , ab s o l u t ely 

Q Do you have any personal knowledge of whether 

files were ever opened or viewed? 

A What do you mean b y "personal knowl edge "? 

Q Well, I mean -- well, okay. Let me rephrase 

Is there any possibility he didn't know about that 

of these files had been downloaded? 

A That's pretty s ub j e c t i ve , s o I d on ' t r eally 

16 know how I would answe r t hat. 

17 MR. PLATER: That's a rea lly t ou gh questi on 

18 fo r him to ask him to specul a t e . 

19 

20 Q 

THE WI TNESS: Yeah. 

(BY MR. REED:) Do you have any knowledge or 

21 what knowledge do you have that Mr. Skinner knew that 

22 there was a file-sharing program running on his computer? 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

If he knew? 

Yes. 

Any user who -- any p e r son who owns t ha t 
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computer and uses it to engage in child pornogr aphy 

2 activity would have known. It requires specific sear ch 

3 terms to be entered. It requires the execution of the 

4 program to actuall y run on the computer. 

5 And when it runs, it's in front of you and 

6 requires a person to enter the search terms. It requires 

7 a person to take an overt action and click download. It 

8 doesn't come by accident. Not hing comes automatical ly or 

9 accident. It takes a user act ion every t i me to c l i c k 

10 something and make it happen. 

11 So, in my inves t igation of chi ld 

12 pornographers, child exploitation individuals, every 

13 single one of them that have engaged in peer activity 

14 woul d have absolutely known what they were doing on the 

15 computer. 

16 Whether they know they're sharing or things 

17 like that, or how the program works, that 's all dependent 

18 upon a knowledge t hat usually we look at through an 

19 interview and then corroborate with t he evidence. So in 

20 this case, I didn't interview h im. 

21 Q So you would have been able to see, for 

22 example, when he might have clicked on a search term. 

23 Would you be able to determine that? 

24 A When a specific search term was run i n the 

25 program? 
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No. No, not a specific search term . When he 

3 double-clicked on a fi l e to download, that's very easy to 

4 determine those times. 

5 Q And with regard to the files that you found 

6 or that you allegedly found on his computer, are you able 

7 to definitely determine the date that those were 

8 downloaded? 

9 A We would have been a b le or we were able to 

10 determine the date a nd t ime that those were downloaded to 

11 the computer through the creation times, the modified 

12 t i mes, but also the p rogram settings. But that's only 

13 one component of it. 

14 Computer time can be manipul ated, and it's 

15 all based on what t ime you t e l l t he comput er i t is. So 

16 we look for artifacts that c or roborate that the clock 

17 hasn't been changed or is also set to the accurate time . 

18 So dates and times are only one smal l component of a 

19 computer investiga tion . 

20 Q Could these files that you found on 

21 Mr. Skinner's laptop have been recovered without forensic 

22 tools? 

23 

24 

A 

Q 

What do you --

I mean, let's say Mr. Skinner wanted to go in 

25 and look at a file that allegedly had been on his laptop 
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prior to that time. What would it take for him to get 

2 into that? Would he need some sort of a --

3 A Well, for anything that resides on a 

4 computer, it's usually viewable in a user's account. You 

5 can't necessarily view files in another person's account 

6 on the computer unless there are permissions that are 

7 granted. 

8 In this one in particular, there were 

9 multiple user accounts, including, I believe, the Mike 

10 name that you mentioned. But t here was a Rod one also, 

11 and Sophie account s. So you could look a t what's on the 

12 computer within your storage area. 

13 As far as fore nsic t ools to recover something 

14 that has been dele t ed, there is software out there t hat 

15 people can buy that's not t echnically f orensic . And 

16 there are file undelet ers or file recover ers that they 

17 can be bought online or at some stores. 

18 

19 from 

MR. REED: I'm going to read you somethi ng 

it's contained in the declara t ion of our expert, 

20 Tami Loehrs, and --

21 MR. PLATER: Hold on a minute. I s that 

22 attached to your supplement? 

23 

24 

25 

MR. REED: Ye s. It's --

MR. PLATER: Do you mind if I get there? 

MR. REED: Sure. 
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2 witness this? 

3 MR. REED: I was going to read i t . I can 

4 show it to him, certainly. It's paragrap h 15 on page 

5 five. I'm going to read you, starting with the fifth 

6 line down starting with "Knowing.'' Let 's see. I'll j ust 

7 read it, I guess. 

8 "Knowing receipt, possession, or distri bution 

9 can only be determined through an in-depth analys i s of 

10 the entire piece of media t o determine 1 : The original 

11 source of the data; 2: The context in which i t was 

12 copied, saved, or downloaded; 3: The pat h the data took 

13 through the system to arrive at its present l ocation; 4: 

14 Dates and times the da t a was created, modifi ed, and 

15 accessed. 4: Whether the dat a was ever opened or 

16 viewed. Five: And who may have been at the keyboa rd 

17 during the activi t y. 

18 In order to ma ke the determinations, the 

19 defense examination and analysis incl udes, but is not 

20 limited to 1: Recovery of del eted data, 2: Advanced 

21 searching processes and a review of thousands of search 

22 results; 3: Locating, revi ewing, testing, a nd 

23 understanding various installed software applications. 

24 4: Locating, reviewing, testing, and understanding 

25 various viruses, Trojans, and mal ware present . 
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Five: Locating, reviewing, t esting, and 

2 understanding Internet files and how they r elat e to 

3 various users and Internet activities. 6: Extracti ng 

4 and revi ewing registry files, l og fil es , HTM files, 

5 etcetera." 

6 Woul d you agree with most of that ? 

7 MR. PLATER: Hold on. I don't know i f this 

8 witness can answer that question, but let me lodge an 

9 objection. 

10 This statement is asking for a l e gal 

11 conclusion about what constitutes knowing recei pt, 

12 possession, or distribution. That 's not fo r thi s witness 

13 to answer. And frankly, we thin k you ought t o f ollow the 

14 statutory definition and not the one that s he want s t o 

15 make up as her expert want s to do. 

16 But if you understand that, you can try t o 

17 answer it. 

18 THE WITNESS: Well, I was going to say I 

19 agree with that. And I disagree with wha t she wrote 

20 here, which is very, very consis t e nt wi t h what I've seen 

21 in her writings before anyway. 

22 But no, t hat is no t t he onl y way thi s can be 

23 determined. It's determine d by many factors, i ncluding 

24 interviews, including other corroborat i ng evidence. 

25 For a final analysis to prove something in 
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1 court, it also has a different burden than a 

2 probable-cause standard. But no. Many of these items 

3 that she's listing, some of them may be absolutely 

4 relevant. Every one of them may be absolutely relevant. 

5 But to go as fa r as going to knowing receipt, possession, 

6 distribution, that's based on a mul titude of factors to 

7 include other items also. 

8 Q With regard to what you found in your 

9 preview -- and I don't know if you looked at your report, 

10 which is many pages long. I've got it here if you want 

11 to see the first few pages of it. 

12 A It should actually -- it shouldn't be t oo 

13 long because it wasn't a full analysis. 

14 Q Actually, there's, you know, you have a 

15 column for date and time. 

16 

17 

A 

Q 

Uh-huh. 

And then file name or number or whatever, and 

18 then -- but with regard to that, is that basically what 

19 you recovered, or did you actually see images on a 

20 computer? 

21 MR. PLATER: I don't understand your 

22 question: Is that what you recovered? Are you referring 

23 to what he listed in his report? 

24 MR. REED: Well, the r eport t hat 's got 

25 sever al columns. Have you seen tha t one? 
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MR. PLATER: No. Maybe we have it, but I 

2 don't have it in f r ont of me now, I suppose. 

3 

4 

MR. REED: Okay. 

THE WITNESS: There was absol utely child 

5 pornography on the computer because I described it in the 

6 reports for the probable cause. And I described -- I 

7 would have described what was depicted in the images or 

8 videos. 

9 Q (BY MR. REED:) Well, let me ask you this. 

10 When you go into the computer and you find a 

11 file number and maybe some, you know, or the date and 

12 time of the download -- and then I guess there's also a 

13 description of some kind. When you go in there, do you 

14 find that file name and number only, or can you actually 

15 see an image, or how does that work? 

16 A Through the forensic process, i t 's found 

17 multiple ways. One, often or sometimes by fi l e name. If 

18 it appears to be a video file, for example, the majority 

19 of child pornography files that we find on individual 's 

20 computers engaging i n peer-to-peer, they're very graphic, 

21 very explicit f i le names, so we would see those. And 

22 then we would p l ay the video or open up the image to see 

23 what it depicts. 

24 But there are also processes where we would 

25 search only for videos and images and display those and 
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1 then work backwards to determine where t hat picture o r 

2 video is residing on the c omput er and when it got t he r e 

3 and whose account it may be in and o t her informat ion. 

4 Q Okay. So you can go in there and actually 

5 see the image or play a video? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

I may have asked this before, and this is 

8 actually my final question. How do you confirm that on 

9 specific dates, file sharing was running with a child 

10 porn file available for distribution? 

11 A Multipl e ways. One way is we a c t ua lly 

12 download i t for Mr. Skinner. We downloaded f i les from 

13 him so we know that the computer was up a nd running when 

14 those files were downloaded . 

15 But two, peer-to-peer programs a re v e ry good 

16 at c r eating f i le dates. And the fi nal dat es -- a nd I 

17 should say creating f i le date s and times a nd then the 

18 final date and time, i t shows us when the f ile wa s fi r st 

19 initiated to be downloaded a nd when the f ile wa s actuall y 

20 finished being downloaded. And ul t ima tely, it was now 

21 fully residing on the computer. 

22 So those dat es and times o f thos e f i l e s, a s 

23 long as they're a shareable file -- because j ust because 

24 if somebody has child pornography , for example, on a n 

25 exte rna l USB drive doesn't make i t a shar eab le f i l e . We 
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1 look within the peer-to-peer program to see i f it's a 

2 shareable file, if it's in the shared directory , or if 

3 it's marked as shareable or if we downloaded it. 

4 Q And that would be in the file-sharing 

5 program, the dates and times that --

6 A Those would be with the -- well, it depends 

7 on the program, because it could reside in the program. 

8 But they would t ypically be with the -- it would be the 

9 metadata associated with that speci fic fi l e. So the file 

10 creation, modified, last written time, a l l dependent upon 

11 what version of Windows they have and whether or not 

12 their clock is accurately set. 

13 Q And that's what you used in this case to 

14 determine the date and time that it was downloaded? 

15 A Yes. I always l ook for date and time of the 

16 computer, whether it's correctly set, any evidence of 

17 clock manipulation because that gives me a starting point 

18 of the other files that reside on the computer if t hey 're 

19 accurate on their dates and times. 

20 

21 

22 Q 

MR. REED: Can I have a five-minute b reak? 

(Recess.) 

(BY MR. REED:) I just have one follow-up 

23 question. Was there any way for you to determine, in 

24 looking at the laptop, if this was the original hard 

25 drive in that computer? 
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If it was the original hard drive in that 

Yes. 

No, I would have no idea to say that right 

5 now if it was or not. I don't recall the brand or model 

6 or anything from it. And then even in that case, the 

7 computer that ships, the manufacturer may keep track of 

8 the hard drive, but you can swap out the same b rand hard 

9 drive and not know. 

10 MR. REED: All right. Thank you. That's all 

11 I have. 

12 MR. PLATER: I don't have any questions. 

13 Thank you. 

14 (The deposition concluded at 2:18 p.m.) 

15 -oOo -

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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Pages 
instant response, computer forensics, and over a thousand 

hours of training, as far as child exploitation 

investigations. 

Q Are you ENCASE certified? 

A ENCASE? No. 

Q Do you have the CCFE certification? 

A The certifications I have, I have a GCFE, 

GCFA, GASF, and also CHFI. 

Q Do you have the ACE? 

A Those are the only certifications right 

there. 

Q Okay. Thank you. Now, when you received the 

case involving Roderick Skinner, as far as the 

examination of evidence, do you recall what evidence you 

received? 

A I do recall because we received whatever the 

evidence was at the time -- I don't remember the 

specifics -- but we received it from the Sparks Police 

Department. 

Q Do you recall examining a laptop computer? 

A I do. It was a laptop, and I believe an 

external hard drive, and probably a few other devices. 

Q Now, do you recall if you examined more than 

one device? Because there were several devices that were 

obtained through the search warrant of Mr. Skinner's 
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device itself. And then, if the device has a hard drive, 

2 we remove the hard drive, perform what's called a 

3 forensic image of the hard drive. And then our 

4 examination, what we work with is off of that image, not 

5 the actual original device at that point. 

6 And then we would look -- or I did, at least, 

7 look at the contents, look at ownership information, 

8 determine if we have a device that we believe to be from 

9 the person we're investigating and any relevant evidence. 

10 Q So you remove the hard drive, and then you 

11 make, basically, a copy of it? 

A Essentially. It's called a forensic image, 12 

13 

14 

but it's a copy. 

Q And so when you perform your examination or 

15 preview, or whatever you call it, you look at the copy, 

16 essentially? 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 or two? 

22 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Yes. 

And how many copies do you make? 

Two copies, typically. Sometimes only one. 

Do you recall, in this case, if you made one 

I don't remember. In this case, more than 

23 likely, it would have, at the time, it would have more 

24 than likely been one copy, and then we would have copied 

25 that copy and stored it on a server . 
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told we can destroy data or destroy evidence, and if the 

2 case is either adjudicated or the person is not appealing 

3 or anything, it will be usually within or just after ten 

4 days of giving up their appellate rights. And that's 

5 usually in a federal proceeding. If it is state, we wait 

6 until we receive an evidence disposition. 

7 Q Do you recall who, in the District Attorney's 

8 Office, would have signed that evidence disposition? 

9 A I do not. And this case was a little more 

10 unique because it was a case that started with the Sparks 

11 Police Department where their original seizure of 

12 evidence and then transfer it to us and then actually 

13 transfer it into our task force. But at some point, 

14 regardless, I know we received an evidence disposition, 

15 and I'm positive it was in 2016. 

16 

17 

18 

Q 

A 

Q 

19 disposition? 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

A 

Q 

When did you review the evidence disposition? 

Huh? 

When did you last review that evidence 

Shortly after you contacted me. 

Me or my investigator, Mr. Grate? 

No. You. 

When I contacted you? 

Uh-huh. 

As far as serving you the notice of 
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1 There's no statute of limitations to 

2 prosecute a case federally, so we do have some items that 

3 we have a desire to prosecute the person still that we've 

4 maintained. 

5 Q Do you ever recall telling my investigator, 

6 Mr. Grate, who is here today, that you, when asked about 

7 the destruction of the evidence, he just got rid of it 

8 sort of in the course of periodically disposing of 

9 evidence and that, along those lines? 

10 A Yes. We would have -- we hold onto evidence, 

11 and every now and then, we do a, I guess, a cleaning of 

12 our evidence room, and we look for evidence that we don't 

13 need anymore. It's past the time we can get rid of it, 

14 and then we do, more or less, quarterly or semi-annually 

15 disposal. 

16 Q But if you told him that, then that seems to 

17 contradict what you just told me about getting a 

18 disposition from the District Attorney's Office. 

19 A No. We got a disposition. But just because 

20 we get a disposition, we don't stop what we're doing and 

21 go destroy the evidence. 

22 We do it every now and then quarterly when we 

23 need room in the evidence room, but we don't just get a 

24 form, go in the room and go destroy it. It doesn't work 

25 that way because we recycle -- we pull the hard drives, 
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And how is this destroyed? Is it just thrown 

2 away in the garbage? 

3 A No. We rip hard drives out of -- if it's a 

4 laptop, we take the hard drive out. We either obliterate 

5 it or we wipe it. And if it's other items, say, like 

6 something that's usable for an external USE drive that 

7 might be usable for us, we'll destroy the data by wiping 

8 it numerous times and then placing it into service. 

9 Q Were you ever made aware that there was 

10 pending litigation in the case, that a habeas corpus 

11 petition had been filed? 

12 

13 

A I knew at one point that there was something 

happening, but that was prior to us receiving a notice to 

14 get rid of the evidence. So after that, I have no idea 

15 what the status was. We don't follow every case. 

16 Q But you saw no reason not to obey the notice 

17 from the District Attorney's Office that you could 

18 dispose of the evidence? 

19 A Correct. And it's more common than not in a 

20 case where somebody pleads guilty that we will destroy 

21 the evidence sooner after receiving a disposition than a 

22 case that we know to be litigated. In a case -- if we 

23 know a case to be under litigation, we'll usually hold 

24 onto it longer. But there's no rhyme or reason, as far 

25 as how long . 
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No. It's different. The certifications are 

2 all -- some companies have some certifications. Some 

3 companies have different certifications. They're all 

4 generically the same thing. 

5 Q In your training or education when you 

6 received any of these certifications, were you told you 

7 were supposed to hang onto this while there was any 

8 pending litigation? 

9 A That is up to -- any one of those times, that 

10 is up to whatever the circumstance of the case were. We 

11 got rid of it when we were told to get rid of it or that 

12 we may . 

13 Q But at this point in time, you know it was 

14 sometime in 2016 that it was disposed of? 

15 A 2016, when we received the disposition. I 

16 don't know offhand when we got rid of it. We take in a 

17 tremendous amount of evidence and dispose of a tremendous 

18 amount of evidence, so I don't really remember the exact 

19 time. 

20 I just know we move it to a disposable area. 

21 But there's no consistency, as far as when we call a 

22 truck, when we take a day of not working cases to start 

23 pulling hard drives and wiping devices. 

24 Q Now, do you keep a record of when this type 

25 of evidence is disposed of? 
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no doubt whatsoever that Mr. Skinner was responsible for 

2 the files, based on everything that I previewed, or I 

3 would not have arrested him on the charges, whether he 

4 if he had chosen to not plead guilty, we would have not 

5 analyzed the devices further. 

6 But I still have no doubt in any mind, based 

7 on my experience, the amount of cases I've worked, that 

8 he was absolutely responsible for the files and the 

9 activity. 

10 Q But this was just a -- did you call it an 

11 initial preview? 

12 

13 

A 

Q 

Yes . 

And what further -- if you had to go and do a 

14 further examination, what would you have done? 

15 A We would have looked at more of the dates 

16 than we looked at. I would have looked at more of the 

17 dates and what we call user attribution data, essentially 

18 doing more work to put him behind the keyboard, as 

19 needed. But certainly, my preview, I had no problem 

20 being confident that he was responsible, based on the 

21 dates and times. 

22 Q Now, when you say that, you mean that the 

23 dates and times corresponded to when he was in the United 

24 States or in Sparks? 

25 A There were dates and times from files -- if I 
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example, or when you double-click on something, or when 

2 you delete something, many artifacts are created, and we 

3 would look at those artifacts in more depth. 

4 Q Would the fact that somebody else had 

5 previously owned the computer, is it possible that he 

6 didn't know about some of these downloaded files? 

7 

8 not. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

these 

that. 

some 

A In my experience and training, absolutely 

Q Do you have any personal knowledge of whether 

files were ever opened or viewed? 

A What do you mean by "personal knowledge"? 

Q Well, I mean - - well, okay. Let me rephrase 

Is there any possibility he didn't know about that 

of these files had been downloaded? 

A That's pretty subjective, so I don't really 

16 know how I would answer that. 

17 MR. PLATER: That's a really tough question 

18 for him to ask him to speculate. 

19 

20 Q 

THE WITNESS: Yeah. 

(BY MR. REED:) Do you have any knowledge or 

21 what knowledge do you have that Mr. Skinner knew that 

22 there was a file-sharing program running on his computer? 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

A 

If he knew? 

Yes. 

Any user who -- any person who owns that 
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Yes. 

No. No, not a specific search term. When he 

3 double-clicked on a file to download, that's very easy to 

4 determine those times. 

5 Q And with regard to the files that you found 

6 or that you allegedly found on his computer, are you able 

7 to definitely determine the date that those were 

8 downloaded? 

9 A We would have been able or we were able to 

10 determine the date and time that those were downloaded to 

11 the computer through the creation times, the modified 

12 times, but also the program settings. But that's only 

13 

14 

one component of it. 

Computer time can be manipulated, and it's 

15 all based on what time you tell the computer it is. So 

16 we look for artifacts that corroborate that the clock 

17 hasn't been changed or is also set to the accurate time. 

18 So dates and times are only one small component of a 

19 computer investigation. 

20 Q Could these files that you found on 

21 Mr. Skinner's laptop have been recovered without forensic 

22 tools? 

23 

24 

25 

A 

Q 

What do you --

I mean, let's say Mr. Skinner wanted to go in 

and look at a file that allegedly had been on his laptop 

Litigation Services 800-330-1112 
www.litigationservices.com 

V5. 767

V5. 767



• 

• 

• 

DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

Page 23 
1 MR. PLATER: Are you going to show the 

2 witness this? 

3 MR. REED: I was going to read it. I can 

4 show it to him, certainly. It's paragraph 15 on page 

5 five. I'm going to read you, starting with the fifth 

6 line down starting with "Knowing." Let's see. I'll just 

7 read it, I guess. 

8 "Knowing receipt, possession, or distribution 

9 can only be determined through an in-depth analysis of 

10 the entire piece of media to determine 1: The original 

11 source of the data; 2: The context in which it was 

12 copied, saved, or downloaded; 3: The path the data took 

13 through the system to arrive at its present location; 4: 

14 Dates and times the data was created, modified, and 

15 accessed. 4: Whether the data was ever opened or 

16 viewed. Five: And who may have been at the keyboard 

17 during the activity. 

18 In order to make the determinations, the 

19 defense examination and analysis includes, but is not 

20 limited to 1: Recovery of deleted data, 2: Advanced 

21 searching processes and a review of thousands of search 

22 results; 3: Locating, reviewing, testing, and 

23 understanding various installed software applications. 

24 4: Locating, reviewing, testing, and understanding 

25 various viruses, Trojans, and malware present. 
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1 court, it also has a different burden than a 

2 probable-cause standard. But no. Many of these items 

3 that she's listing, some of them may be absolutely 

4 relevant. Every one of them may be absolutely relevant. 

5 But to go as far as going to knowing receipt, possession, 

6 distribution, that's based on a multitude of factors to 

7 include other items also. 

8 Q With regard to what you found in your 

9 preview -- and I don't know if you looked at your report, 

10 which is many pages long. I've got it here if you want 

11 to see the first few pages of it. 

12 

13 

14 

A It should actually -- it shouldn't be too 

long because it wasn't a full analysis. 

Q Actually, there's, you know, you have a 

15 col1llllll for date and time. 

16 

17 

A 

Q 

Uh-huh. 

And then file name or number or whatever, and 

18 then -- but with regard to that, is that basically what 

19 you recovered, or did you actually see images on a 

20 computer? 

21 MR. PLATER: I don't understand your 

22 question: Is that what you recovered? Are you referring 

23 to what he listed in his report? 

24 

25 

MR. REED: Well, the report that's got 

several columns. Have you seen that one? 
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then work backwards to determine where that picture or 

2 video is residing on the computer and when it got there 

3 and whose account it may be in and other information. 

4 Q Okay. So you can go in there and actually 

5 see the image or play a video? 

6 

7 

A 

Q 

Yes. 

I may have asked this before, and this is 

8 actually my final question. How do you confirm that on 

9 specific dates, file sharing was running with a child 

10 porn file available for distribution? 

11 A Multiple ways. One way is we actually 

12 download it for Mr. Skinner. We downloaded files from 

13 him so we know that the computer was up and running when 

14 those files were downloaded. 

15 But two, peer-to-peer programs are very good 

16 at creating file dates. And the final dates -- and I 

17 should say creating file dates and times and then the 

18 final date and time, it shows us when the file was first 

19 initiated to be downloaded and when the file was actually 

20 finished being downloaded. And ultimately, it was now 

21 fully residing on the computer. 

22 So those dates and times of those files, as 

23 long as they're a shareable file -- because just because 

24 if somebody has child pornography, for example, on an 

25 external USB drive doesn't make it a shareable file. We 
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4 

Q 
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If it was the original hard drive in that 

Yes. 

No, I would have no idea to say that right 

5 now if it was or not. I don't recall the brand or model 

6 or anything from it. And then even in that case, the 

7 computer that ships, the manufacturer may keep track of 

8 the hard drive, but you can swap out the same brand hard 

9 drive and not know. 

10 MR. REED: All right. Thank you. That's all 

11 I have. 

MR. PLATER: I don't have any questions. 12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Thank you. 

(The deposition concluded at 2:18 p.m.) 

-oOo-
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4 

ERRATA SHEET 

DENNIS CARRY - 11/05/2018 

5 I declare under penalty of perjury that I have read the 

6 foregoing ____ pages of my testimony, taken 

7 on ____________ _ (date) at 

8 

9 

_________ (city), ---------(state), 

10 and that the same is a true record of the testimony given 

11 by me at the time and place herein 

12 above set forth, with the following exceptions: 

Page 31 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

Page Line Should read: Reason for Change: 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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