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ORDER GRANTING MOTI

Nevada Attorneys for Criminal Justice (NACJ) has filed an
unopposed motion for leave to file an amicus curiae brief in support of
appellant. This court has discretion to determine whether to allow an
amicus brief, except in certain circumstances not implicated 1n this case.
NRAP 29(a). The appellate rules suggest that relevant considerations
include the movant’s interest and the reasons that an amicus brief is
desirable. NRAP 29(b). NACJ indicates that it represents the interests of
its member defense attorneys who practice in both public and private
sectors and have a material interest in the outcome of this case, which
centers on a novel theory of sexual assault. It asserts that an amicus brief
is desirable in this matter because its brief can “provide insight about how
the [r]espondent’s theory could affect Nevada’s sexual assault
prosecutions.”

Having considered the relevant pleadings and the submitted
amicus brief, the motion is granted. The amicus brief was filed on July 8,
2025. Respondent may incorporate any response to the amicus brief into its
answering brief, if deemed necessary.

It is so ORDERED.
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ce:  Ashley Cohen
Jennifer Bonjean
Alice Bohn
Panish Shea Boyle Ravipudi, LLP/Las Vegas
Jordan Kyle Rutsky
Jordan Merson
Manraj Sekhon _
Nathan E. Werksman
Clark County Public Defender
Nevada Attorneys for Criminal Justice
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