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NOTC 
THOMAS C. MICHAELIDES, ESQ. 
Nevada Bar No. 5425 
2620 Regatta Drive Suite #219 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
Telephone: (702) 462-6161 
Facsimile: (702) 413-6255 
tcm@tcmlawgroup.com 
Attorney for Petitioner 

DISTRICT COURT 

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 

In the Matter of the Petition of, 

 

 CRAIG THOMAS TIFFE, 

 

  

 

 Petitioner. 

CASE NO:   A-19-796636-S 

DEPT:          IX 

 

 

ORAL ARGUMENT REQUESTED? YES 

 

NOTICE OF APPEAL- NO BOND REQUIRED 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that Petitioner, CRAIG THOMAS TIFFE, by and through his attorney 

THOMAS C. MICHAELIDES, hereby files his Notice of Appeal of the Denial of his Petition to Seal 

Records. No bond is required as he is a resident of the State of Nevada and real property is not an issue. 

 

 

Dated this 15th day of October, 2019. 

      

      /s/ Thomas C. Michaelides_____ 
      THOMAS C. MICHAELIDES, ESQ. 
      Nevada Bar No. 5425 
      2620 Regatta Drive Suite #219 
      Las Vegas, Nevada 89128 
      Telephone: (702) 462-6161 
      Facsimile: (702) 413-6255 
      tcm@tcmlawgroup.com 
      Attorney for Petitioner 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Case Number: A-19-796636-S

Electronically Filed
10/16/2019 3:25 PM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT

Electronically Filed
Oct 24 2019 07:34 a.m.
Elizabeth A. Brown
Clerk of Supreme Court

Docket 79871   Document 2019-43942
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CERTIFICATE OF ELCTRONIC SERVICE 

 I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that on the 15th day of October, 2019, a true and correct 

copy of the foregoing, Notice of Appeal was served, electronically, upon the following: 

 

Glenn O’Brien 

Office of the D.A.   

 

            /s/ Eric Tucker    

     An Employee of TCM Law 



In the Matter of the Petition of 
Craig Thomas Tiffee

§
§
§
§
§

Location: Department 9
Judicial Officer: Silva, Cristina D.

Filed on: 06/13/2019
Cross-Reference Case

Number:
A796636

CASE INFORMATION

Statistical Closures
09/26/2019       Summary Judgment

Case Type: Petition to Seal Records

Case
Status: 09/26/2019 Closed

DATE CASE ASSIGNMENT

Current Case Assignment
Case Number A-19-796636-S
Court Department 9
Date Assigned 06/13/2019
Judicial Officer Silva, Cristina D.

PARTY INFORMATION

Lead Attorneys
Petitioner Tiffee, Craig Thomas Michaelides, Thomas C

Retained
702-462-6161(W)

DATE EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT INDEX

EVENTS
06/13/2019 Petition

Petition to Seal Records

07/03/2019 Notice of Hearing
Notice of Hearing on Petition and Order to Seal Records

07/22/2019 Notice of Rescheduling of Hearing
Notice of Rescheduling Hearing

07/24/2019 Opposition to Motion
Filed By:  Petitioner  Tiffee, Craig Thomas
State's Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Seal Records

07/29/2019 Reply to Opposition
Filed by:  Petitioner  Tiffee, Craig Thomas
Defendants Reply to States Opposition to Defendants Motion to Seal Records

07/29/2019 Certificate of Service
Filed by:  Petitioner  Tiffee, Craig Thomas
Certificate of Service

09/26/2019 Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-19-796636-S

PAGE 1 OF 2 Printed on 10/18/2019 at 9:44 AM



09/30/2019 Notice of Entry of Order
Notice of Entry of Order

10/16/2019 Notice of Appeal
Filed By:  Petitioner  Tiffee, Craig Thomas
Notice of Appeal - No Bond Required

HEARINGS
07/30/2019 Petition to Seal Records (8:30 AM)  (Judicial Officer: Silva, Cristina D.)

Petitioner's Petition to Seal Records
DA's Office wasn't notified of hearing
Matter Heard;
Journal Entry Details:
Also present: Danny Silverstein, Chf Dep DA, on behalf of the State. This is the time set for 
hearing on the Petitioner's Petition to Seal Records. Court advised that it reviewed the Petition 
to Seal Records as well as the State's Opposition thereto. Mr. Michaelides advised that he just 
received the State's Opposition last week and he prepared a Reply; he provided a copy to the 
Court for consideration. Mr. Michaelides represented that the Defendant initially plead guilty 
to one Count of Luring Children or Mentally Ill Persons with use of Technology with the intent 
to Engage in Sexual Conduct a Felony; however, pursuant to the negotiations, if the Petitioner 
was honorably discharged from probation, he would be allowed to withdraw his plea to the 
Felony and plead guilty to Unlawful Contact with a Child a Gross Misdemeanor; Petitioner 
was adjudicated on the Gross Misdemeanor on July 23, 2012, and is now seeking to seal his 
record. Argument; Mr. Michaelides believes that the Felony was not reduced, it was
WITHDRAWN and replaced by the Gross Misdemeanor so the Felony no longer exists and 
since the Petitioner has met the statutory requirements for the sealing of the Gross
Misdemeanor conviction, the presumption is now on the State to show by clear and convincing 
evidence why the Petitioner's record should not be sealed at this time. Argument by Mr.
Silverstein; the Petitioner was convicted of a Felony that, pursuant to statute, is not sealable. 
Thereafter, pursuant to the negotiations, the Felony was reduced to a lesser offense, which is 
sealable. The State's position is that once the conviction is entered it stands. Certain offenses 
are NOT sealable under NRS 179.245 and one of the offenses specifically mentioned in said 
statute is the Luring Offense, which the Petitioner was originally charged with and the reduced 
charge is clearly related to the original charge. Court having reviewed the Petition, the 
Opposition, and now the Reply and after hearing the oral arguments of counsel, rules as 
follows: Since Petitioner's plea and adjudication is one of the enumerated crimes under NRS 
179.245, his record cannot be sealed. Therefore, COURT ORDERED, the Petition is DENIED. 
Court noted that this was a sexual offense and as part of the renegotiations, the Petitioner was 
required to register as a Sex Offender and although there was a drop down and a change in 
circumstance, that requirement relates back to the underlying statute and the underlying basis 
as to why the legislature created these exceptions to the sealing of records; sexually based 
offenses are not subject to sealing. State to prepare Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.
;

DATE FINANCIAL INFORMATION

Petitioner  Tiffee, Craig Thomas
Total Charges 294.00
Total Payments and Credits 294.00
Balance Due as of  10/18/2019 0.00

EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

CASE SUMMARY
CASE NO. A-19-796636-S
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Case Number: A-19-796636-S

CASE NO: A-19-796636-S
Department 9



Case Number: A-19-796636-S

Electronically Filed
9/26/2019 10:32 AM
Steven D. Grierson
CLERK OF THE COURT
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CLERK OF THE COURT
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DISTRICT COURT 
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA 

 
 
Petition to Seal Records COURT MINUTES July 30, 2019 
 
A-19-796636-S In the Matter of the Petition of  

Craig Thomas Tiffee 
 
July 30, 2019 8:30 AM Petition to Seal Records  
 
HEARD BY: Silva, Cristina D.  COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 11B 
 
COURT CLERK: Carol Donahoo 
 
RECORDER: Gina Villani 
 
REPORTER:  
 
PARTIES  
PRESENT: 

 
Michaelides, Thomas   C Attorney 
Tiffee, Craig Thomas Petitioner 

 

 
JOURNAL ENTRIES 

 
- Also present: Danny Silverstein, Chf Dep DA, on behalf of the State.  
 
This is the time set for hearing on the Petitioner's Petition to Seal Records. Court advised that it 
reviewed the Petition to Seal Records as well as the State's Opposition thereto. Mr. Michaelides 
advised that he just received the State's Opposition last week and he prepared a Reply; he provided a 
copy to the Court for consideration.  
 
Mr. Michaelides represented that the Defendant initially plead guilty to one Count of Luring 
Children or Mentally Ill Persons with use of Technology with the intent to Engage in Sexual Conduct 
a Felony; however, pursuant to the negotiations, if the Petitioner was honorably discharged from 
probation, he would be allowed to withdraw his plea to the Felony and plead guilty to Unlawful 
Contact with a Child a Gross Misdemeanor; Petitioner was adjudicated on the Gross Misdemeanor 
on July 23, 2012, and is now seeking to seal his record.  Argument; Mr. Michaelides believes that the 
Felony was not reduced, it was WITHDRAWN and replaced by the Gross Misdemeanor so the 
Felony no longer exists and since the Petitioner has met the statutory requirements for the sealing of 
the Gross Misdemeanor conviction, the presumption is now on the State to show by clear and 
convincing evidence why the Petitioner's record should not be sealed at this time. 
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Argument by Mr. Silverstein; the Petitioner was convicted of a Felony that, pursuant to statute, is not 
sealable. Thereafter, pursuant to the negotiations, the Felony was reduced to a lesser offense, which is 
sealable. The State's position is that once the conviction is entered it stands. Certain offenses are NOT 
sealable under NRS 179.245 and one of the offenses specifically mentioned in said statute is the 
Luring Offense, which the Petitioner was originally charged with and the reduced charge is clearly 
related to the original charge.  
 
Court having reviewed the Petition, the Opposition, and now the Reply and after hearing the oral 
arguments of counsel, rules as follows:  
 
Since Petitioner's plea and adjudication is one of the enumerated crimes under NRS 179.245, his 
record cannot be sealed. Therefore, COURT ORDERED, the Petition is DENIED. Court noted that this 
was a sexual offense and as part of the renegotiations, the Petitioner was required to register as a Sex 
Offender and although there was a drop down and a change in circumstance, that requirement 
relates back to the underlying statute and the underlying basis as to why the legislature created these 
exceptions to the sealing of records; sexually based offenses are not subject to sealing.  
 
State to prepare Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.  
 
 
 
 
 
 



EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT CLERK'S OFFICE 

NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY  
ON APPEAL TO NEVADA SUPREME COURT 

 
 
 
THOMAS C. MICHAELIDES, ESQ. 
2620 REGATTA DR., SUITE #219 
LAS VEGAS, NV  89128         
         

DATE:  October 18, 2019 
        CASE:  A-19-796636-S 

         
 

RE CASE: In the Matter of the Petition of CRAIG THOMAS TIFFE, Petitioner(s) 
 
NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED:   October 16, 2019 
 
YOUR APPEAL HAS BEEN SENT TO THE SUPREME COURT. 
 
PLEASE NOTE: DOCUMENTS NOT TRANSMITTED HAVE BEEN MARKED: 
 
 $250 – Supreme Court Filing Fee (Make Check Payable to the Supreme Court)** 

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

 

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

- NRAP 7: Bond For Costs On Appeal in Civil Cases 
     

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

 

 Order 
 

 Notice of Entry of Order   
 

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

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

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



Certification of Copy 
 
State of Nevada 
  SS: 
County of Clark 

 
I, Steven D. Grierson, the Clerk of the Court of the Eighth Judicial District Court, Clark County, State of 
Nevada, does hereby certify that the foregoing is a true, full and correct copy of the hereinafter stated 
original document(s): 
   NOTICE OF APPEAL – NO BOND REQUIRED; DISTRICT COURT 
DOCKET ENTRIES; CIVIL COVER SHEET; FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND 
ORDER; NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER; DISTRICT COURT MINUTES; NOTICE OF 
DEFICIENCY 
 
In the Matter of the Petition of CRAIG 
THOMAS TIFFE, 
 
  Petitioner(s), 
 

Case No:  A-19-796636-S 
                             
Dept No:  IX 
 
 

                

 
now on file and of record in this office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       IN WITNESS THEREOF, I have hereunto 
       Set my hand and Affixed the seal of the 
       Court at my office, Las Vegas, Nevada 
       This 18 day of October 2019. 
 
       Steven D. Grierson, Clerk of the Court 
 

Heather Ungermann, Deputy Clerk 
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