Report of the Judicial Council of the State of Nevada’s Statewide Court Security
Task Force

Preface

In response to growing concerns regarding the safety and security of Nevada’s
courthouses, judges, judicial employees, and citizens, the Judicial Council of the State of
Nevada (JCSN) approved, in April 2005, the creation of a Statewide Court Security Task
Force (Task Force) to assess the security of the courts in Nevada and to make
recommendations for improving security in these facilities. The Task Force was charged
with the following goals:

1. Security assessment of all courts in the state.

2. Research “best practices” nationwide.

3. Use the “best practices,” the Ten Elements for Courtroom Safety and Security
from the National Center for State Courts, and findings of the assessment to
establish minimum standards that can be implemented for all courts in the State.
Provide assistance for local courts to help in planning and implementing security.
Assist in information and technical security.

Provide assistance in preparing emergency plans for the courts.

Establish statewide policies and procedures.

Work with local courts and governments in implementing security standards.
The |mportance of these goals and the work of the task force were reinforced by the
sniper shooting of Judge Chuck Weller in Reno on June 12, 2006, and by the increasing
number of threats made against judges and other members of the judicial family during
2006 (Appendix A). These events further illuminated the need for the work of the Task
Force.
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Assessment
In order to assess the security situation in Nevada’s courts, the Task Force conducted two
surveys in March 2006 (Appendix B). The surveys highlighted areas of key concern:

1. Many courts, both rural and urban, are simply unaware of the status of security in
their courthouses. A significant number of courts were unable to respond to some
of the most basic areas of the survey because they were uncertain as to what
security systems might be in place or the way in which their courthouses actually
functioned. The survey indicated many courts are not familiar with some very
fundamental issues in their courthouse such as building construction, weapons
storage, key control, emergency systems, and alarms. The need for primary
stakeholders in each court (e.g., judges, staff, security officers, and maintenance
staff) to be knowledgeable and work together toward improved security was clear.
Responses to the surveys also highlighted a number of zero- or low-cost
initiatives that many courts could implement quickly and efficiently.

2. The rural courts face very unique issues and circumstances relating to security.
The vast majority do not possess adequate physical equipment to maintain
security during regular operating hours or off-hours. Only half of the rural courts
possess metal detectors; but all urban courts do. Funding is clearly limited in the
rural areas and security officer coverage is minimal.

3. The disparity of responses to the various links between law enforcement agencies
speaks to the overall lack of communication between courts and emergency



responders in an emergency situation. Some courts are able to communicate via
radio or other means with a unit in the sheriff’s office, however, most cannot.
Those that can link with local police cannot link with state police, and only one
court indicated their radios are linked to the fire department.

4. The vast majority of courts in the rural areas do not have formalized, current, and
clearly defined security and emergency evacuation procedures, but most urban
courts do. The opportunity to share information amongst courts clearly exists.

5. As a result of their limited space, rural courts are significantly unable to provide
separate and restricted areas for witnesses and are routinely bringing prisoners
through public areas.

Meetings

Task Force, April 14, 2006

The results of the survey were presented at the first of the three Task Force meetings that
have been held to date. This first meeting took place April 14, 2006, at the Supreme
Court Building in Carson City, and was chaired by Justice Michael L. Douglas of the
Nevada Supreme Court. Discussion at this meeting included an overview of court
security in Nevada, presentation of the survey results, a focusing of the goals and
expected outcomes of the Task Force, exploration of issues surrounding the cost and
funding of court security, and avenues for information sharing. At this meeting the Task
Force also created a Zero-Cost Subcommittee to study and develop ideas for zero-cost
and low-cost security measures that could be implemented by courts.

Zero-Cost Subcommittee, June 6, 2006

The Zero-Cost Subcommittee met on June 6, 2006, and discussed recommendations for
security measures that can be implemented by courts at zero or low cost. The
subcommittee broke their recommendations into four priority areas: communications,
threat assessment, a centralized document, and political education. These four areas will
be explored further in this report in the “recommendations” section.

Task Force, July 28, 2006

The Task Force met for second time at the Regional Justice Center (RJC) in Las Vegas,
and the meeting agenda included a tour of the RJC facility. This meeting focused on the
response to the June 12, 2006, sniper shooting of Second Judicial District Family Court
Judge Chuck Weller. Representatives of the Washoe County Sheriff’s Office described
their response to the incident and the lessons learned from the incident, including the
need for improved communication. The Task Force also discussed that security
personnel were prepared for an active shooter in the building, but that this incident posed
a challenge in that it was perpetrated by a sniper outside the building. The U.S. Marshal
Service presented the findings of a security audit of the RJC as well as information and
best practice the Marshal’s Services uses in protecting federal judges and courthouses.
The Marshal Service offered their judicial profile, which they use to collect information
on judges for security, to the committee.

Task Force, October 26, 2006
The third meeting of the Task Force took place at the Sparks Justice Court and Reno
Municipal Court. Task Force Members toured the Sparks Justice Court Facility, and met




at the Reno Municipal Court to focus on the personal security of judges, jurors, key
witnesses, and court personnel. The Task Force considered a draft of the Nevada
Supreme Court Personal Security Handbook (Appendix C) compiled by Administrative
Office of the Courts staff from best practices from a variety of sources. The Task Force
discussed challenges faced at court across the states, and the special challenges faced by
members of the judicial family in small rural communities. There was also discussion
regarding the potential for state and federal appropriations to fund court security
measures.

Task Force, May 18, 2007

The Task Force met at the Supreme Court Building and Regional Justice Center in Las
Vegas to consider a draft report and discuss the continued operation the Task Force. The
Task Force edited the report, and the inclusions are seen herein, and decided to continue
the Task Force as more of a forum for discussion of court security issues, with meetings
every six months.

Recommendations

Operation Security: Standard Operation Procedures

Courts should implement operating procedures for safety and security and ensure that
staff and other users of the courthouse facility understand, implement, and follow the
procedures. The Nevada Supreme Court is developing a draft safety and security manual
that can be adapted by courts. The table of contents for manual, which included the key
elements of any plan, is included as Appendix D.

Facility Security Planning: The Self-Audit Survey of Court Facilities

Courts should conduct a self-audit survey of their facilities using the instrument in
Appendix E. The U.S. Marshal Service can also provide assistance with security audits
at no or low cost.

Emergency Preparedness and Response: Continuity of Operations and Disaster Recovery
Courts must identify existing command structures, protocols, and communication routes
to ensure continued operation in the event of an emergency. The Nevada Supreme Court
draft safety and security manual provides information. Courts also need to remain in
open communication with each other to learn from incidents that take place in other
jurisdictions. The State Justice Institute’s “The Planning for Emergencies: Immediate
Events and Their Aftermath: A Guideline for Local Courts” can also be a resource in
planning for emergencies. The document is available from John McCormick, Rural
Courts Coordinator at AOC.

Threat Assessment

Courts must develop an effective way of reporting threats to law enforcement that
captures all necessary intelligence data. All Nevada Courts are encouraged to participate
in the Conference of Chief Justices/Conference of State Court Administrators/National
Center for State Courts online threat reporting pilot project in aid in the development of
effective threat reporting tools. More information on the pilot project is available from




John McCormick, Rural Courts Coordinator or David Albert, Facility Manager and
Special Events Coordinator at the AOC.

Adapted from the National Center for State Courts’ Essential Ten Elements for Effective
Safety and Security Planning (Appendix F).

Funding, Security and Equipment Costs, and Partnerships and Resources

Courts need to implement all zero and low cost security improvements that they can
before seeking additional funding. The recommended zero and low cost improvements
recommended by the Task Force are:

Communications
e |dentify a security manager for each court
e Hold meetings of internal users of communications systems in multiple user
buildings
e Hold meetings of external users of communications systems to enhance
interagency cooperation
e Post appropriate signage

Threat Assessment
e Invite local law enforcement to do a threat assessment of each court
e ldentify facility security problems
e Invite city/county managers and staff to tour the court facilities and brief them on
the problems and zero-cost measures already taken

A Centralized Document
e A comprehensive centralized document is the foundation and should be used in
conjunction with a user-friendly desktop guide.
e A centralized document needs to make provisions for educating staff
e An essential element of a centralized document is promulgation of building
opening and closing procedures.

Political Education
¢ A method must be devised to take our results and educate city/county decision
makers.
e Such a method must invite rather than demand participation.

Additional funding opportunities are few and far between; thusly, it is imperative for
courts to advocate for increased appropriations for this purpose at both the state and
federal level. “One-shot” appropriations may be more realistic to obtain at the state level.
Courts also need to forge a positive, cooperative relationship with local decision making
bodies and accurately convey the importance of court security funding as way to protect
the public and enhance access to justice.

Also important is that the courts to explore the availability of security equipment from
other jurisdictions. This is particularly applicable to rural jurisdictions that may be able



to obtain usable equipment from urban jurisdictions. The AOC could be used a central
point of contact to facilitate this exchange of resources.

New Courthouse Design

Any new courthouses constructed must take security and safety into account during the
planning and construction process. The National Center for State Courts can provide
assistance.

Other Recommendations

Bailiff’s/Law Enforcement Personnel should be available at all times in court and
in clerks’ offices.

Distribute the Nevada Supreme Court Personal Security Handbook to all judges
and court personnel.

Develop comprehensive weapons policies for courthouses by including all
stakeholders in policy creation discussions. Use AB191 of the 2007 Legislative
Session as model for policy (Appendix G).

Coordinate security training needs with Judicial Education to facilitate the transfer
of timely and relevant information, and work with Judicial Education to ensure
appropriate security measures are provider at all seminars and trainings.

Maintain open lines of communication between courts and court staff to facilitate
the sharing of court security information and best practices.

Change the format of the Court Security Task Force to a court security forum
discussion every six months.

Develop a resource list to facilitate the transfer of information and documents.
Develop a standing committee to conduct security and safety audits and other
specialized court security services for Nevada Courts at the direction of the Chief
Justice.



Appendix A Supreme Court of Nevada
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE COURTS

RONALD R. TITUS
Director and
State Court Administrator

Supreme Court Building
201 South Carson Street, Suite 250
Carson City, Nevada 89701-4702

DATE: January 29, 2007

TO: Jose Dimas, Government Relations Associate
FROM: John McCormick, Rural Courts Coordinator

RE: Threats to Judicial Safety and Security in Nevada

Calendar year 2006 saw a number of threats to judicial safety and security, and the nationally
publicized shooting of a family court judge for the Second Judicial District in Reno, Nevada.

On June 12, 2006, Judge Chuck Weller was shot by a sniper while standing by his third floor
window in the Washoe County Courthouse. The man charged with shooting, as well as with the
murder of his estranged wife, had been a litigant in Judge Weller’s courtroom. The details of the
case, as reported by the Reno Gazette-Journal, can be followed at:

http://www.rgj.com/blogs/judge-shooting/

The shooting of Judge Weller prompted Senate Majority leader Harry Reid of Nevada to call for
increased Congressional funding for court security measures across the county.

In addition to the sniper incident, the Second Judicial District also experienced:

e Rock throwing at the first floor of the courthouse (three separate incidents) in November
2006.

e Aggressive behavior toward the Probate Court Master, necessitating her assignment to a
secure parking garage space in September 2006.

e E-mail sent to a District Court Judge referencing the Judge Weller shooting that had
implications that required a law enforcement investigation in October 2006.

e Two incidents of veiled threats, one made by anonymous letter and one made by
telephone, were logged against Reno Municipal Court Judges.

The Eighth Judicial District, which covers Las Vegas, saw threats at about the rate of one per
month. The most serious threat was made against a Family Court Judge and resulted in the arrest
of an armed father who had threatened to kidnap his son and kill the judge. The Eight Judicial
District also investigated a threat against a law clerk, a threatened riot over sentencing, and threat
to assassinate a judge during 2006.

Telephone (775) 684-1700 ¢ Facsimile (775) 684-1723
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Nevada’s rural jurisdictions also saw threats made against judicial officials with the most serious
threat occurring in Ely, Nevada which is home to a maximum security prison. In this situation, a
prison inmate made a serious and credible threat against the life of the Seventh Judicial District
Judge who sentenced him. The incident is under investigation by the Nevada Department of
Corrections, Inspector General’s Office, and resulted in the funding of two bailiffs to increase
security at the White Pine County Courthouse.

The Justice of the Peace in Stateline, Nevada at South Lake Tahoe was forced to obtain a
Temporary Protection Order Against Stalking and Harassment against a defendant in his court
who had threatened the Judge and his Wife.

Additionally, many rural judges, whose courtrooms lack basic security features have obtained
concealed weapons permits as a way of providing for their personal security.

The following is a list of informational attachments:

1. A news story from the Reno Gazette-Journal about the Judge Weller shooting

2 A news story from NBC News about the Judge Weller shooting

3. A news story from ABC News about the Judge Weller Shooting

4. The press release from Senator Reid’s office regarding the Judge Weller shooting

5 A news story from the Ely Times Newspaper regarding the funding of bailiffs as a
result of the threat made against the Seventh Judicial District Judge

6. A copy of the Temporary Order for Protection Against Stalking and Harassment filed
by the Justice of the Peace in Stateline, NV

Enclosures
CC: Ron Titus, Director

Telephone (775) 684-1700 ¢ Facsimile (775) 684-1723



RGJ.com: Judge told officials Mack had harassed him in past (printer-friendly article page) Page 1 of 2

Appendix A

http://news.rgj.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?
AlID=/20060614/NEWS10/101250011/1002/NEWS01&theme=SNIPER

I/F"
WIEGAND HEART CENTER >

saintmarysreno.com/cardiac - o

Judge told officials Mck had harassed
him In past

Martha Bellisle (MBELLISLE@RGJ.COM)

RENO GAZETTE-JOURNAL
January 24, 2007

The family court judge shot in the chest by a sniper on Monday told officials in the ambulance that he
had been "attacked" on the Internet by "one angry man™ who had started a campaign against him.

That man's name was Darren Roy Mack.

Judge Chuck Weller, 53, was shot about 11:10 a.m. Monday as he stood by his window in the Reno
Justice Court.

A shooter, who police suspect was Mack, had positioned himself atop a downtown rooftop, possibly a
parking garage, directly across the Truckee River from the judge's window, and fired one shot that hit
the judge just below his left collarbone, and just above his heart.

While initially in critical condition, Weller has been released from the hospital and is staying in an
undisclosed location. Mack remains at large, and police warn that he is armed and dangerous.

During his ride to Washoe Medical Center, Weller said he was concerned for his family's safety, and
offered Mack's name as one who had made threats, said Jim Denton, a spokesman for the judge's family
and a political consultant who ran Weller's 2004 campaign for judge.

Mack reportedly had started a blog attack against Weller, who was handling Mack's contentious divorce
from his wife, Charla. She has since been found dead, and Mack is wanted in her death.

A father's advocacy group had told Weller that "one angry man was starting a campaign against him,
using friends, associates, the media and anonymous blogs to ruin Judge Weller's reputation,” Denton
said.

That group, Nevadans for Equal Parenting, issued a statement on its Web site Wednesday saying their
thoughts and prayers go out to the judge and Charla Mack'’s family.

"Nevadans for Equal Parenting condemns the violent and senseless crimes which have occurred this
week in Reno," the group said. "We hope if any good can come of this tragedy it will be that we take a
close look at the current situation in our courts and hopefully make positive changes."

Weller also said he was harassed in another way recently.

http://news.rgj.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20060614/NEWS10/101250011/1002/NEW... 02/05/07
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A anonymous person, using cash, had taken out an ad in the "Big Nickel" stating that Weller had a
Harley-Davidson motorcycle for sale. The ad listed Weller's wife's name, and directions to their home,
Denton said.

"Weller owned no Harley and had never placed such an ad,” Denton said. "Bikers started showing up at
his house at 7 a.m. on Saturday morning in answer to an ad promising an auction of an expensive Harley
motorcycle.”

Denton said Weller called the police and court security about the ad. An investigation found an
anonymous person had paid cash.

Soon after the motorcycle incident, Weller said his family was awakened in the middle of the night by
their dogs, which were barking intensely.

"Therefore, when Weller was shot, he said his first concern was for his family's safety from someone
who had his home address," Denton said.

http://news.rgj.com/apps/pbcs.dll/article?AID=/20060614/NEWS10/101250011/1002/NEW... 02/05/07
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NBC: Cops expect Reno suspect to surrender

Pawn-shop owner sought in judge’s shooting, killing of his estranged wife

The Associated Press
Updated: 3:59 p.m. PT June 14, 2006

RENO, Nev. - A manhunt continued Wednesday for a pawn shop owner who is charged with Killing his
estranged wife and suspected in the sniper shooting of a judge in their divorce case, police said.

NBC News has learned that police believe the suspect in the case, Darren Mack, 45, wants to surrender to a
relative in California, and they also theorize that Mack drove to Sacramento, a short drive from Reno,

Judge Chuck Weller was shot in the chest on Monday as he stood near his third-floor office window at the
county courthouse, police said. Shortly afterward, Charla Mack was found dead in the garage of her
apartment, and authorities launched a manhunt for her husband.

The two attacks apparently happened within hours of each other, police said, though it wasn’t immediately
clear which was first.

Darren Mack was charged with murder in her killing and is considered a “person of interest” in the shooting at
the courthouse, Reno Deputy Police Chief Jim Johns said Tuesday.

Darren Mack “had recent dealings with the judge and the family court section,” Johns said, but police “do not
have enough information to say he is a suspect.”

Weller, a 53-year-old family court judge, was hospitalized in good condition Tuesday, and Johns said he was in
good spirits. Weller's assistant also had bullet fragments removed from her arm and hip and was released
from a hospital, police spokesman Steve Frady said.

The courthouse shooting Monday morning led to a shutdown of a six-block area near downtown as SWAT
teams searched parking garages, high-rise construction sites and a movie theater for the gunman. Flights
were briefly suspended at Reno-Tahoe Airport and some planes were searched after a vehicle that looked like
Mack’s was spotted, but Mack wasn’t found.

‘Hyper state of vigilance’

“The lead was strong enough that police responded with a large group of officers,” airport spokesman Brian
Kulpin told The Associated Press. “The entire airport was searched and will continue to be searched. We're in a
hyper state of vigilance.”

According to Washoe County District Court records, Charla Mack, 39, filed for divorce on Feb. 7, 2005, and a
mutual restraining order was signed in May 2005. A custody hearing was scheduled for this September before
Weller.

Mack owns a Reno jewelry store and pawn shop within a few blocks from the courthouse. His photo, along
with his wife and three children, appears on a Web site advertising the sale of diamonds and other jewelry.
The children were not injured.

Darin Conforti, court administrator of Reno Justice Court, said that shooting was shocking but that the risk of
an attack was not.

“We're well aware this is the inherent risk of trying to solve conflicts,” he said. “Sometimes you don’t solve
them peacefully and people take the law into their own hands.”

© 2006 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten or
redistributed.

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/13282424/print/1/displaymode/1098/ 02/02/07



NBC: Cops expect Reno suspect to surrender - Crime & Punishment - MSNBC.com Page 2 of 2

Appendix A
URL: http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/13282424/

© 2007 MSNBC.com

http://www.msnbc.msn.com/id/13282424/print/1/displaymode/1098/ 02/02/07



ABC News: Nevada Family Court Judge Allegedly Shot Over Divorce Ruling Page 1 of 2

Appendix A

SNEWS

Nevada Family Court Judge Allegedly Shot Over
Divorce Ruling

Courts Boost Security as Judge's Increasingly Become Targets

By NANCY WEINER

June 16, 2006 — - The shooting of a family court judge this week in Nevada points to an alarming
phenomenon in which those involved in emotional and acrimonious cases are taking their frustrations

out on the judges.

On Monday Nevada Family Court Judge Chuck Weller was shot in his office by a man he dealt with in a
divorce case.

The suspect, Darren Mack, is a multmillionaire father of three whose relatives say was deeply upset over
Weller's rulings in his divorce case.

"He felt that the financial remuneration that was awarded to his wife was totally unjust and unfair,” said
Mack's cousin, Jeff Donner.

Mack allegedly used a sniper's rifle to fire through the window of the judge's third-floor office window,
shooting Weller in the chest. He was hospitalized and survived the shooting.

Later that day Mack's estranged wife, Charla Mack, was found dead in the garage of her home. Darren
Mack was also charged for the slaying and remains a fugitive.

New Protections for Family Court Judges

Mack's campaign against Weller began months in advance, according to the judge's spokesman, who
said the suspect found plenty of company in his frustrations on the Internet.

One blogger called the judge a terrorist. Another complained he was a bully and abusive. A third
compared him to Hitler.

Family court judges across the country said, sadly, that such venom is not unusual. These courts are
actually considered by many judges to be even more volatile than criminal courts because the plaintiffs
have so much at stake -- custody, visitation rights, money -- and emotions are often at the breaking
point.

"We draw the ire of some people who are incapable of thinking objectively because the pressures of
divorce and custody matters sometimes drive them to the bitter end,” said Judge Charles McGee.

In New York state, every family courthouse is now equipped with a day care center. The policy was put
in place after a Brooklyn parole officer shot and killed his estranged wife in a courthouse hallway

http://abcnews.go.com/WNT/print?id=2086555 02/02/07
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packed with children.

"We terminate parental rights sometimes, which is the equivalent of the death penalty in civil courts.

That's not something that goes down very easy," said Judge Stephen Rubin, president of the National

Council of Juvenile and Family Court Judges.

Many of the nation's courthouses have been made more secure since Sept. 11, 2001. Monday's shooting
prompted the introduction of legislation to replace courthouse windows with bulletproof glass.

As for Weller, he survived the shooting but went straight from the hospital into hiding, where he's likely
to remain until his attacker is caught.

Copyright © 2007 ABC News Internet Ventures

http://abcnews.go.com/WNT/print?id=2086555 02/02/07
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Casework REID PUSHES FOR PASSAGE OF COURTHOUSE SECURITY AMENDMENT
Flag Requests

Getting Grants

Internships Move aims to prevent shootings like that of Judge Chuck Weller
Tour Requests

Welcome to Washington

Wednesday, June 14, 2006
Search

Washington, D.C. — Following up on his speech yesterday, U.S. Senator Harry Reid of
is renewing his efforts to improve courthouse security by introducing the Court Security

Enter keywords to search this web . ) .
an amendment to the Defense Authorization Bill.

site:

Reid offered the Court Security Amendment tonight in effort to move the process forwar
day after he paid tribute to Washoe County District Court Judge Chuck Weller in a spee
the Senate floor. In that speech, he called for passage of a Senate measure that would

Working for Nevada federal grants for security improvements at courthouses -- such as adding bullet-proof w

or hiring additional security personnel.

Click on your region of Nevada to see
how it has been influenced by my

k in the United States S te. . . . .
workinfhe Hnifed stafes senate Reid continues to do all that he can to ensure the measure will move as fast as possible

he submitted the following statement in the Congressional Record:

Introduction of Court Security Amendment to S. 2766 Defense Authorization
Wednesday, June 14, 2006

MR. REID. Mr. President, | spoke yesterday about the terrible Courthouse shooting that
place in Reno on Monday, and what we can do in the Senate to help prevent such incid:
Today, in order to move that process forward, | rise to offer the text of Court Security
Improvement Act of 2005 as an amendment to the Defense Authorization bill.

First, however, | would like to take a moment to update everyone on Judge Chuck Welle
condition. Judge Weller, if you remember, was hit by a sniper’s bullet while standing in t
window of his Reno office.

According to the latest reports, the judge is in “good spirits” and “out of the woods.” The
seems to have missed his vital organs, and for that, we all thank God.

Now that Judge Weller seems to be stabilizing, it is incumbent on all of us to do whateve
takes to prevent similar violence... whether in Reno or any other city. Judges like Chuck
their clerks and jurors must be free to serve without threats to their lives.

The amendment I'm introducing today would improve protections for both federal and st
judges. | want to thank Senators Specter and Leahy for all the work they've done in putt
legislation together, and for co-sponsoring it today.

http://reid.senate.gov/newsroom/record.cfm?id=257078& &year=2006& 02/02/07
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Bruce R. Thompson
Courthouse & Federal Bldg
400 S. Virginia St, Site 902
Reno, NV 89501

Phone: 775-686-5750

Fax: 775-686-5757

On the federal level, the amendment allows for better cooperation between the judiciary
U.S. Marshall Service. It also puts in place strong measures to protect the personal infol
of those who sit on the federal bench.

At the state level, the amendment would authorize federal grants to improve security at
courts, like the Reno Family Court where Judge Weller works.

These federal grants might be used by states to strengthen courthouse infrastructure, si
adding bullet-proof windows, or it might be used to hire additional security personnel in
courthouse. In the wake of Monday’s shooting, | know the City of Reno and the Washoe
Commission are looking into both of these steps, and | also know they could use our he

States like Nevada should always take the lead in protecting their own judicial officers, t
can and should make the federal government a better, stronger partner.

Mr. President, in our country, we have 32,000 State and local court judges and approxir
2,400 Federal judges. Our democracy depends on these men and women. They must b
to do their jobs and uphold the law without fearing for their safety.

The time for us to act is now, not after another wake-up call.

The shooting of Chuck Weller is a terrible tragedy, but by passing this legislation, we ca
ensure at least some small measure of good results.

fasess
Las Vegas Carson City Washington,
Lloyd D. George Building 600 East William St, #302 528 Hart Senate (
333 Las Vegas Boulevard Carson City, NV 89701 Washington, DC
South, Suite 8016 Phone: 775-882-REID (7343) Phone: 202-224-2
Las Vegas, NV 89101 Fax: 775-883-1980 Fax: 202-224-732
Phone: 702-388-5020 Toll Free for Neva
Fax: 702-388-5030 1-866-SEN-REID

http://reid.senate.gov/newsroom/record.cfm?id=257078& &year=2006& 02/02/07
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Sorving White Pine Courty Since 19

elyne

County to spend $100,000 on bailiffs for courthouse security

By KENT HARPER
Ely Times Editor

“Safety is the basic function of government,” Terry Rubald told the White Pine County Commission
Wednesday.

Rubald, Chief of the Nevada Department of Taxation Division of Assessment Standards, is a
frequent participant in commission meetings since the Severe Financial Emergency was declared
last summer.

She usually demands county spending stay within the approved budget. But Wednesday she said
the county will have to pony up an additional $100,000 to $120,000 before July.

She left it to Seventh Judicial Judge Dan L. Papez to explain why.

Papez said the county must provide the money to pay the salary and benefits for two courthouse
bailiffs.

“"This is not a new issue,” Judge Papez said. "I've appeared before this board on the issue many
times.”

The judge said that in the past he has not insisted on the bailiff positions because he understood
about the tight county budget.

But information he received within the past 10 days has convinced him that security at the
courthouse must be improved immediately. He said the allegations he has heard are under
investigation and so he would not go into any details.

“That's a huge, intolerable risk I cannot allow to continue,” he told the commission.

Judge Papez also sited the June 12 sniper shooting of Family Court Judge Chuck Weller in Reno,
who was shot as he stood at a third-story window. That shooting resulted from a bitter divorce
case, not an unusual occurrence at any courthouse.

He also reminded the commission that some of Nevada's most hardened criminals are incarcerated
at Ely State Prison and are brought to the courthouse for much of their post-conviction legal
actions.

Security at the courthouse now is haphazard at best and non-existent the majority of the time.
While there is a metal detector at the top of the stairs on the second floor, all of the courthouse
doors stay unlocked throughout the day. And people who take the elevator to the second floor
avoid the single metal detector.

Judge Papez said the White Pine County Sheriff's Office now provides security. Deputies work as
bailiffs inside the courtroom during trials. When trials are not in session, deputies are supposed to
drop by the courthouse a few times per day.

But that doesn't happen all the time, the judge noted. The sheriff's office doesn't have the
manpower to always pull deputies away from other duties.

“The time has come you have to pay it,” the judge said.

The Taxation Department had suggested three methods of funding the bailiff positions: stop future
payments to the Natural Resource fund; stop future payments to the EDC; or stop funding both.

http://www.elynews.com/articles/2006/ O9/29/news/neuws()6.prt 09/29/06
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“It's not my desire to hurt other people's budgets,” he added.

Under the U.S. and Nevada Constitution, and the Separation of Powers precept, the judge has the
responsibility and authority to provide security at the courthouse.

Up until now, he has been cooperative, but "I can't let this go on any longer.”

Judge Papez said anyone who comes into the courthouse to do business in any of the offices is in

jeopardy. Someone registering to vote or getting a marriage license or any of the employees could
be taken as a hostage or harmed.

The judge plans to have all entrances to the courthouse locked during the day except for the main
entrance. Anyone who enters through the main doors will pass through the metal detector now on
the second floor. The only handicap access is at the side entrance near the clerk's office. That door
too will be locked. But there will be a buzzer available. If someone needs access through that
doorway, a bailiff will come and unlock the door. It will be locked again afterward.

The sheriff's office still will provide security inside the courtrooms.

Judge Papez noted the poor security at most rural courthouses. Adding the two bailiffs won't solve
the problem. A judicial survey a few years ago found the White Pine Courthouse to have the worst
security in the state, he added.

He said Gov. Kenny Guinn will again support the state funding a new judicial complex in White
Pine.

The proposal to build an $11 million facility failed to get a vote during the 2005 Nevada
Legislature. Because of increased costs, the new bill will seek $14 million.

Although, no one denied the security risks, several people spoke against using EDC funds for the
bailiffs.

Rubald asked for the commissioners not to act yet on where to find the money to pay for the
bailiffs. She said the Taxation Department wanted to look at more options.

But the commissioners did vote unanimously to hire the two bailiffs.

http://www.clynews.com/articles/2006/09/29/news/news06.prt 09/29/06
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1 ||Case No. 1 _
z Dg HAR 16 P54
IN THE JUSTICE COURT OF EAST FORK TOWNSHIP
3 e rpie
COUNTY OF DOUGLAS, STATE OF NEVAD® fofk JUGTIRE GOURT
4 3y D
5 .
° i
7 ||RICHARD GLASSON, ] APPLICATION FOR ORDER AGAINST
Applicant,) STALKING, AGGRAVATED STALKING,
5 va. ) OR HARASSMENT (NRS 200.591)
)
5 || CLIFFORD ROSS BEATTIE, )
Adverse Party
10
. )
1L
1z STALKING - A pemsan commits the crime afslalklnlu when, without lawful authorization, that person willtully or mallclously
engaqes In 8 course of conduct that would cause a reasoneble pereon to feel temorized, frightened, Intimidated of
13 harassad, snd thet actually cauean the victim to feelitervorized, figitenad, Intimidated or harassed. (NRS 200.575 (1))
AGCGRAVATED STALKING - A person commiis thé erime of aggravated stalking when thet person commits the crime of
14 sialking and, in conjunction therewith, thrastana the:person with the intant to cause him to ba placed In reasonable fear of
death or substantial bodily hamn. (NRS 200.575 (2))
15 MARASSMENT - A person commits the crime of harassment when (a) that person, withaut lewful suthority, knowingly
threatens: (1) to cause badidy injury inthe futura to the person threatoned or to any ather person; (2) to cause physical
16 damnge lo the propenty af anather person; (3) to cutiject the pemaon threstened or any other peraon ko physicel
confinement or restraint; or (4) to do any act which i$ Inlended o substantiaily hanw the person thrazalened or ony other
person with respect to his physical cr mental health or safety; and (b) the person by worda or conduct places the person
17 receiving the threst in reasonable fear that the threat wit be camied cut. (NRS 200.571)
18 ;
(PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY)
18 ‘
| am applying for protection for (cHeck all that apply):
20 D<) Myself [ X] On behalf of another person(s)
21
. Applicant states the follawing facts under penalty of perjury:
23 | reasonably believe that the Adverse Party has committed and/or is committing the
24 crime of stalking, aggravated stalking or harassment as defined above. The acts occurred as
follows:
25
lcof s
Application fox Order Against StalXing, Agpratated Stalking, or Harassment (RRS 200.591)
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

15

20

22

23

24

25

——

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

(NOTE: BE SPECIFIC AS TO WHO COMMITTED WHAT ACT OR ACTS, AGAINST WHOM, WHEN,
WHERE, WHETHER COMMITTED OR THREATENED; INDICATE APPROXIMATE DATE(S} AND
LOCATION(S).}

On 3-12-04 from a very rellable source it was related to me that: Mr.
Beéttie had stated that he "is going to kill Judge Glasson”; Mr. Beattie has
made this statement to his brother; Myx. Beattle is in possession of ar has
access to firearms; Mr. Beattie continues to batter and/or intimidate his
roommate, Kelly Makara; Mr. Beattie is net rational and is highly volatila
when drinking or using drugs.
(NOTE: PLEASE DO NOT WRITE ON THE BACK OF ANY PAGES; ASK FOR ADDITIONAL PAGES)

[ ¥ Check if you use edditional pages
This matter dees not have to be reported to law enforcement; however, has a report ever been
filed? {X]Yes[ ]No

If yes, approximate date(s): March 13, 2004,

Name of law enforcement agency: DCSQO.

Case number if known: See attached Officer/Building Saftey Notice.

(NOTE: IT IS NOT NECESSARY TO FILE A LAW ENFORCEMENT REPORT, BUT IF|
YOU HAVE ONE AVAILABLE, PI.LEASE BRING IT TO THE COURT HEARING.)

1. a) Applicant's Name . Date of Birth
GLASSON RICHARD BROOKS 05/13/1953
(Last) (First) (Middle)

b} Provide names below of those for whom you are seeking protection, including
yourself, minors or household members that need this protection. Indicate the
relationships of all persons listed to yourself and to the Adverse Party (e.g., spouss,
intimate partner, friend, roommate, neighbor, relative, acquaintance, co-worker,

stranger):

2 of B

Application foxr Order Againgt Stalking, Aggravated Stalking, or Haramement (NRS 200.591)
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PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

1
) NAME DATE OF RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP
2 . BIRTH TO APPLICANT TO ADVERSE
' PARTY
3 ||| Richard Glasson Adult Self Sentencing Judge
4 Re; Adverse Party*
5 || Susan Ford Glassan Adult Spouse none
6 |11 iKaren Giovannoni Adult Chief Deputy Clerkk | Court Clerk®
7 |][ Virginia Cook Adult Deputy Clerk Court Clerk”
® || Merie Robinette Adult Deputy Clerk Court Cleric”
% ||[Bonna Domnick Adult Dapaty Cler Court Clerk®
10 11} suzanne Rowe Adult Court Reporter Court's Reporter*
11
12
13 (NOTE: YOUR APPLICATION WILL NOT BE DENIED BASED UPON A PARTICULAR
14 RELATIONSHIP. HOWEVER, DEPENDING UPON YOUR RELATIONSHIP, YOU MAY ALSO
BE ENTITLED TO AN ORDER OF PROTECTION AGAINST DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
15 PURSUANT TO NRS CHAPTER 33.)

16 |12, Have you and the Adverse Party ever lived together? [ ] Yes [¥] No
If so, for how long?

7

18 |{3. Are you living together now? [ ] Yes [x] No

19- 4, Date of separation (if applicable): n/a

20 Are there children involved? [ ] Yes [x] No If 2o, how are they involved?

21

22

23 6. Has the Adverse Party ever been inveolved in any other relevant court actions {e.g.,
2 evictlon, divorce, custody, protection order, stc.)?

25

[X]Yes [ ]No [fyes, please explain

3af 8
Application for Order Against sStalking, Aggravated Stalking, or Haxassment (NRS 200.5%91)
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

139

20

21

22

23

24

;775 586 72083
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PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

I am the Justlce Court Judge of Tahoe Township: the jurisdiction wherein the
Adverse_ Party resides. The Adverse party has several cases in our Court, two
of which still remain open, as follows:

In case § 02-0435 Mr. Beattiie was sentenced for 2™ offensge DUI, and elected

treatment per NRS 484.3794., The 10-day mandatory sentence was tharefoxe
suspanded, upon conditlione, Mr. Beattie failed to complate the conditiong,
and the jail time‘was imposed and serxved out. Mx. Beattie still owes $400 in
fines, due by 3-27-04., The last Court event in this file occurred on 11-21-
03. Mr. Beattie was represented by attorney Bili Cele.

In case $#03-0259 Mr. Beattie was sentenced to 90 days in jall fox domestic

battery against l3-year-cld A.M. Because Mr. Beattie had his suspended
sentence revoked on case #0Q2-0435 on the same date that he was sentenced in
this domestic battery case, this 90 day sentence was suspended upon
conditions. Later, Mr. Beattie violated the conditioés of suspension and the
90 days were imposed, with Mr, Beattie being allowed te serve all ox a
portion of the sentence in residential treatment. If Mr. Beattis completed

the treatment, the balance of the sentence would be resuspended. Mr. Beattie

The last Court event in this fille occurred on 12-05-03. Mr. Beattie was
represented by attorney Bill Cele. |
7. Residence(s) where protection is needed:

[x] CONFIDENTIAL (if confidential, do NOT write address here) or,

[ 1 If not confidential, list addrass, city, and state and zip code:

refused to attend any treatment and elmcted to sexve out the 20 days in jail.

8. Place(s) of employment where protection Is needed:

4 0of 8

Application for Oxdexr Against Stalking, Aggravatad Stalking, or Harassment (MRB 200.591}
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10

11

12

13

14

15

lé

17

1B

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

;775 586 7203

$1775 588 7202

_ PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

[ 1 CONFIDENTIAL, (if coM, da NOT write it here): or,

[X] If not confidential, st address, city, and state and zip code:

Douglas County Administration Bullding, Courthouse and Parking facility at Lake Tahoe,
175 Highway 50, Stateline, NV 88448, In the event Mr. Beattie is required by (aw to
attend at the Tahce Township Justica Court, he should not be off of the Highway right of
way of U.S. 50 except for a period of time 15 minutes before and 15 minutes after any
scheduled Court appearance.

Lacation of schoolgs) whare protection is needed:

[ 1] CONFIDENTIAL, (If confidentiaf, do NOT write it here) or,

[ ] If not confidential, list address, city, and state and zip code:

10.

1.

12,

Other specific locations frequented where protection is needed:

[ 1 CONFIDENTIAL (7f confidential, do NOT write atidrass here) or,

[X] K not confidential, list address, city, and state and zip code:
Any and all streets, residentlal and forest areas off of the State Route 207 right-of way
{Kingsbury Grade) below the Charthouse Restaurant and above Highway 50; U.S. Post
Office at Round Hill.
Are thera other persons that the Adverse Party should be directed not to contact?

X1 Yes[ ]No

if yes, please name the individuals and sxplain why: Susan Glasson, spouse of
Applicant, and Karen Giovannoni®, Virginia Cook*, Marie Robinstts®, Donna Domnick*
and Suzanne Rowe*, Applicant's co-workers, as any threat to harm the applicant
constitutes a danger to those who associate with the intended victim.

Are there any other safety concemns that the court should know (e.g., firearma, etc)?

5 of 8

Application fox Order Against Stalking, Aggravated Stalking, or Barasement (KRS 200.591)
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10

1l

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

PLERASE PRINT CLEARLY

[X] Yes[ ]No
If yes, please briefly explain: Applicant has been informed that the Adverse Party possesses or|
has access to firearme, Is very volatlle and irrational, especially when intoxicated. The adverse
party has been diagnosed as an alcoholic or an abuser of drugs.
RELIEF REQUESTED

THEREFORE, | REQUEST that a Temporary Order be issued against the Adverse Party
requiring the Adverse Party to refrain from contacting, intimidating, threatening or otherwise
interfering with me and/or other persons identified in this application, sither directly or through
an agent.

| FURTHER REQUEST that the Court requira the Advarse Party to stay away from the
following places (check all that apply):

[x] Residence(s) as described above,

[x] Place(s) of employment as describad above.

[ 1 Schooi(s) as described above.

[x] Other locationis) frequented as described above.

| FURTHER REQUEST that this Court set a hearing date for an Extended Order.

[x]Yes { |No

(NOTE: IF GRANTED AND SERVED, A TEMPORARY ORDER MAY BE ENFORCED FOR
UP TO 30 DAYS, EXCEPT THAT IF AN EXTENDED ORDER IS REQUESTED, THE
TEMPORARY ORDER REMAINS IN EFFECT UNTIL THE HEARING ON THE EXTENDED
ORDER IS HELD BY THE COURT. IF GRANTED AND SERVED, AN EXTENDED ORDER
MAY BE ENFORCED FOR UP TO ONE YEAR.)

6 of 8
Application for Order Against Stalking, Aggravated 3talking, oz Hazaasment\(ﬂas 200,581)
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PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

(NRS 53,045)

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY UNDER THE LAW OF THE STATE OF
NEVADA THAT: (1) | AM THE APPLICANT HEREIN, (2) | HAVE READ THE STATEMENTS
CONTAINED HEREIN OR HAVE HAD THEM READ TO ME, (3) | BELIEVE THESE

|| STATEMENTS TO BE TRUE, AND (4) THE REQ IS NEEDED.

7 || Dated; 2}// b’qu 2

ARPLI S SIGNATURE

10
1l
12
13
14
15
16.
17
i8
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

7T of B
Application for Order Against Stalking, Aggravated Rtalking, or Harassmant (NRS 200.591)
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10

11

1z

i3

i4

15

16

17

18

19

21

22

23

24

25

;775 5886 7203

#

S/ 14

EF JUSTICE COURT PAGE ©8/88

¢ {775 588 Y703

PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY

CONTINUATION PAGE

APPLICANT'S NAME: Richard Glasson

(NOTE: BE SPECIFIC AS TO WHO COMMITTED WHAT ACT OR ACTS, AGAINST WHOM,
WHEN, WHERE, WHETHER COMMITTED OR THREATENED; INDICATE APPROXIMATE

DATE(S) AND LOCATION(S).)

CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2: See “Officer Building Saftey” Notice.
THIS FORN SHALL BE INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE TO THE ATTACHEDR APPLICATION.

Applicatien for Ozder Against Stalking,

B of B
Aggravated Stalking, or Harasament (NRS 20G.591)
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Case No. 04-044 HSO e T T e
Department No. ;
2 SOWR T PN
; .
R PTTC R
IN THE JUSTICE COURT OF EAST FORK TOWNSHIP-" '~ v@
4 ‘ .
E5
COUNTY OF DOUGLAS, STATE OF NEVADA
5
6
7 || RICHARD GLASSON, )
Applicant,) TEMPORARY ORDER AGAINST
8 ) STALKING, AGGRAVATED
Vs, ) STALKING OR HARASSMENT
9 ) (NRS 200.591)
CLIFFORD ROSS BEATTIE, )
10 Adverse Party,)
11
1z YOU, THE ADVERSE PARTY, ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that ANY INTENTIONAL
VIOLATION OF THIS ORDER IS A CRIMINAL VIOLATION and can result in your immediate
13 arrest or issuance of an arrest warrant. A viplation of a Temporary Order Against Stalking,
Aggravated Stalking or Harassment is a gross. misdemeanor which is punishable by
14 imprisonment in the county jall for not more than one (1) vear, or by a fine of not more than
$2,000,00, or by both flne and imprisonment.
1
° YOU ARE FURTHER NOTIFIED that you CAN BE ARRESTED aven if the person who
cbtained the Order invites or alfows you to contact them. You have the sole responsibifity to
16 avoid or refrain from violating the terms of this Order. Only the Court can change the Order
upon written application.
17
This Order meets the Full Faith and Credit provisions of the Violence Against Women
14 Act and is enforceable in all 50 states, the District of Columbia, U.S. Territories and Indian
Nations. All other courts and law enforcement with jurisdiction within the United States
19 and all Indian Nations shall give full faith and credit to this Order pursuant to 18 U.S.GC.
Sec, 2265.
20

21

Violation of the Order may subject you to federal charges and punishment pursuant to
18 U.S.C. Sec, 2261{a)(1) and (2) and 2262(a){1) and (2).

# 10/ 14

02/85
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12

13

14

18

16

17

18

13

20

21

Appendix A

commit the offense(s) of stalking, aggravated stalking, or harassment, and good
cause appearing therefore, YOU ARE HEREBY ORDERED as follows:

YOU ARE PROHIBITED, either directly or through an agent, from contacting,
intimidating, using, attempting to use, or threatening the use of physical force, or
otherwise interfering in any way with the Applicant and/or the following protected
parties: Susan Ford Glasson, Karen Giovannoni, Virginia Cook, Marie Robinette,
Donna Domnick and Suzanne Rowe including, but not limited to, in person, by
telephone, through the mail, through electronic mail (e-mail), facsimile, or through
1. [X] YOU ARE ORDERED to stay away from the following places: Any and
all streets, residential and forest areas off the State Route 207 right-of way
(Kingsbury Grade) below the Charthouse Restaurant and above Highway 50;
U.S. Post Office at Round Hiil.

[X]) Residence(s) of Applicant; Listed as Confidential

[X] Placa(s) of Employment (Name & location): Douplas County Administration Building,
Courthouse and Parking Facility at Lake Tahoe, 175 Highway 50, Stateline, Nevada 89449, In
the event Mr. Beattie is required by law to attend at the Tahoe Township Justica Court, he
should not be off the Highway right of way of U.S, 50 except far a period of time 15 minutes
before and 15 minutes after any scheduled Court appearancs.

2, [] YOU ARE FURTHER ORDERED:

# 117 14

n3/B5
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

If an application for an extended order is filed within the effective period of this
temporary order, this temporary order will remain in effect until the hearing on
an extended order is held.

4. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of the Court shall transmit a
copy of this Order together with the application, to the Douglas County Sheriffs
Office and/or the Office of the Constable andfor any other appropriate law
enforcement agency.

5. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said law enforcement agency wil
promptly attempt to serve this Order upon the Adverse Party, without charge to the
Applicant, and upon service file return of service with the Court by the end of the next

business day after service is made.

_____IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a2 hearing on the issuance of an
Extended Order is set in Depariment at: m. on the
day of , 20 .

THIS TEMPORARY ORDER REMAINS EFFECTIVE UNTIL THE
HEARING ON THE EXTENDED ORDER HAS BEEN HELD. YOU and
YOUR witnesses may approach and enter the courthouse to attend the

hearing but must stay away from Applicant and Applicant’s witnesses while
approaching, entering and within the courthouse.

NOTICE TO LAW ENFORCEMENT

Any law enforcement officer, with or without a warrant, may arrest and
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1 llaorder. This arrest may occur regardless of whether the vio!ation_ occurred in

2 |/ the officer's presence.

3 | Any law enforcement agency in this state may enforce a court order
4’||issued pursuant to NRS 200.591, without regard to the county in which the

5 |{order is issued.

6 IT IS SO ORDERED this _| l day of M,‘\Zc,lr\ ,zooﬁ .

10
11
12
13
14
15
1lé
17
1B

19

The Document o witich Bis certificate
is attached ie o fill 4 and areeecd

[ }J » . | b G A "

Ry Hlk,x)uwﬁ, 71 qu

20

21

Date: Giers of the East Fork Justice Court
County of Douglas Siate of Nevada
o/ S
By: e
Deputy Clerk
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ORDER FQ! PROTECTION RETURN nw SERVICE
Case No. 9‘/’/;/ / 77/ 5&

Dept. No. Firp
Mo L,
ﬁ / /4/4/ é /#SS J/(/ IN THE JUSTICE éoﬁfzr QF_
(Name) : Applican?, EAST FORK TOWNSHIP,
_ COUNTY OF/DOEGLAS;, -+
" STATE OF ‘IEVADA o
Pyny s £ ey
K//%/:/ﬂ/ B L
(Name)7 Adverss Party. e, %

TYPE OF ORDER SERVED |

1 HEREBY CERTIFY THATON 3~ 23- 04 | RECEIVED:
(Date)

Q Emergency Temporary Order for Proraction K Temparary Stalking/Harassment Order
ﬁ< Temporary Order far Protection Q Extended Stalking/Harassment Order

[ Extendad Order for Protection Q Motian/Notice of Hearing

QJ Natice for Mearing to Extend, Modify or Dissoive the Grder {or Protection

0  Order for Hearing to Extend, Modify ar Dissalve the Order for Protection

Q Foreign Order {describe in terms of Stare/County/City & Court Issued from)}

Q  Other (descrbe):

UFURTHER CERTIFY THATE ~ Oeev™ - Welms #zsr |
Q  PERSONALLY SEAVED the same upon tha Adverse Party/Applicant, C\5.So.)  ethia

{Name)
on 3-2y~-oH ,at 1TSS . who identified him/harseif by or with,
Dare) {Time)
Ois w o\ l \;e;loeg . at {location): __ 0% D Shecmssn)d g .
(Type of Identification}

Clity of ’I\‘%w‘c @\ , County of Dc:; w29, () , State of Nevada.

9 ATTEMPTED TO SERVE same an: , . and
. The Adverse PanyIApphcant was not found and servics was NOT

affacted.

Q INFORMED THE ADVERSE PARTY of the specific terms and conditions of the arder and that a
- vialation of the order will resuit in his/her arrest and the location of the court that issued the arder
and the hours during which he/she may abtain a copy of the order.

SIGNATURE {Qfficer/Person Serving Order/ID Number)

Ave/\, & 2.3 S

Print Nama (OHicer/Person Serving Order) PrmbAddress (Officer/Person Serwng Order)
<. Bey 24V
m ‘Xa"\m > $z‘<{? muabe NO LAYyl
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NEVADA STATEWIDE COURT SECURITY SURVEY ANALYSIS
(ONE-PAGE SURVEY)
March 2006

Prepared by Beth Mammen, AOC

ABOUT THE SURVEY

The one-page survey was completed by a selected group of 15 court facilities,
i.e., those represented by the members of the Statewide Court Security Task
Force. A list of the facilities responding can be found in Appendix A (attached).

Results of the survey have been divided into two categories: (1) Courts that are
located in major metropolitan cities and (2) courts that are located in rural areas.
Of Nevada’s 70 court facilities, approximately 77 percent of them are classified
as rural.

Out of the 54 rural courts in Nevada, 8 were surveyed, approximately 15 percent.
Seven of Nevada’s urban courts, approximately 44 percent, were surveyed.

Nevada Courts — Urban & Rural

Courts Number Percent Number Percent
Surveyed | Surveyed

Rural 54 77 8 15

Urban 16 23 7 44

Ten questions concerning building security, policies, training and other topics
were included in the survey; responses to each question for the two categories of
courts are detailed below.

Since a relatively small percentage of rural courts were included in the survey,
the results included herein may or may not be applicable to Nevada’s rural courts
as a whole. The responses received to the more detailed, comprehensive
guestionnaire sent to all courts in conjunction with this one-page survey may be a
more reliable indication of the status of court security in the rural areas.

HOW TO READ THE SURVEY RESULTS

The first column of the tables below each question details the number of facilities
responding with a particular answer. For example, in question #1, three rural
facilities responded that their security program included the entire building, two
responded that their security program included just one floor or courtroom, and
three responded that their program included neither.
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The second column in each table reflects the calculated percentage of courts
responding to the question similarly. In question #1, the three rural facilities
indicating their security program included the entire building represents 38
percent of rural courts surveyed. The two (2) facilities that indicated their
security program included just one floor or courtroom represents 25 percent of
rural courts surveyed. The three (3) that responded their program included
neither represents the remaining 38 percent surveyed.

SURVEY RESULTS

Question #1: Does your security program include the entire building(s) or are
you providing protection for only one floor or courtroom(s)?

Courts Entire Building One Floor/Courtroom Neither
Number | Percent Number Percent | Number | Percent
Rural 3 38 2 25 3 38
Urban 6 86 1 14 0 0

Question #2: Do you presently monitor ingress/egress of people entering your
building at a controlled entry point(s)?

Courts Yes No
Number | Percent Number Percent
Rural 3 38 5 63
Urban 6 86 1 14

Question #3: What types of security equipment are you currently using to
monitor people entering your building(s)?

Locked Areas Weapons/Metal X-ray
Courts Detector
Number | Percent Number Percent | Number | Percent
Rural 1 13 3 38 1 13
Urban 1 14 6 86 5 71
Courts Video Cameras Hand-held wands None
Number | Percent Number Percent | Number | Percent
Rural 0 0 1 13 5 63
Urban 3 43 5 71 0 0
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Question #4: Does your agency have a weapons-free policy, which restricts all
weapons with the exception of court officers from being carried in your

building(s)?
Courts Yes AL
Number | Percent Number Percent
Rural 5 63 3 38
Urban 3 43 4 57

Question #5: Do you use private security to supplement your court officers?

Courts Yes No
Number | Percent Number Percent
Rural