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The State Bar of Nevada Board of Governors and the Access 
to Justice Commission extend a special thanks to the following 
attorneys who generously accepted cases in March 2015, through 
the Legal Aid Center of Southern Nevada, Washoe Legal Services, 
Nevada Legal Services, Volunteer Attorneys for Rural Nevadans 
and Southern Nevada Senior Law Program. Attorneys who accepted 
new pro bono cases:

HONOR ROLL

Enrique Acuna
Alyssa Aklestad
Bryan Albiston
Jeffrey Albregts
Gregory Bean
Koren Boyd
Kristine Brewer
Joshua Carlson
Chris Cannon
Michael Carman
Matthew Carter
Shelly Cooley
Tami Cowden
Robert Dickerson
Christopher Ford
Matthew Friedman
Jason Frierson
Arun Gupta
Dennis Gutwald
Antonina Hamid
Nancy Heimerle

Neil Mullins, Jr.
Sarah Perez
Becky Pintar
Arezou Piroozi
C.J. Potter
Corinne Price
Katherine Provost
Sagar Raich
Francesca Resch
Michele Roberts
Africa Sanchez
David Stephens
Kelly Stout
Elyse Tyrell
Sandy Van
Anita Webster
Marshal Willick
Homa Woodrum
Tara Young 
Elliott Yug

Attorneys who participated in pro bono cases:
 

Cherie Fletter
Warren Freeman
Rodolfo Gonzalez
Bill Hammer
Athar Haseebullah
Jeremy Hilsabeck
Terry Johnson
Gabrielle Jones
Margaret Lambrose
Malcolm LaVergne
Dan Lovell
Bobby Misko
Craig Newman
Susan Noyce
Christopher Owen
Andrew Pastwick
Corinne Price
Sagar Raich

BOLD honors multiple cases accepted and/or  
sessions conducted within the month.

Bradley Hofland
John Howard
Rachel Jacobson
Terry Johnson
John Jones
Michael Kelley
Kristina Kirigin
Ishi Kunin
Andrew Kynaston
Randal Leonard
Akke Levin
Daniel Licciardi
Dawn Lozano
Karissa Mack
Steven Mack
Racheal Mastel
Vincent Mayo
Regina McConnell
Martin Melendrez
Rebecca Miller

Travis Barrick
Lauren D. Berkich
Elizabeth M. Bittner
Gina Bongiovi
Craig Bourke
Adam Breeden
Amy Buchanan
Susan Bush
Ryan T. Campbell
Sarah V. Carrasco
Ebru Cetin
Alison Colvin
Venicia Considine
Richard F. Cornell
Carla Coulthard
Kevin Culliney
Audrey Damonte
Linda N. Daykin
Damon Dias

Mariteresa Rivera- 
    Rogers
Beverly Salhanick
Madelyn Shipman
Jennifer Shomshor
Gary R. Silverman
W. Kerry Skaggs
Marybeth Sundstrom
Phillip Trenchak
Sheila D. Van Duyne
Soraya Veiga
Clark V. Vellis
Darren Weiss
Brenoch Wirthlin
Homa Woodrum
Anthony Wright
Jenica Yurcic 
    Westerman
Robert Zentz

PRO  BONO

“It sits on the corner of my desk and I refer to it daily. It 
is the definitive reference guide for family law in Nevada.”  
 – John F. Keuscher, Anderson Keuscher, PLLC

This recently revised manual provides up-to-date  
information on timely, modern day family law  
issues such as:
  
MILITARY DIVORCES   
including how military divorces differ from non-military 
divorces and what extra steps need to be made

ARTIFICIAL REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY
including definitions of terms used in discussing  
Artificial Reproductive Technology

DOMESTIC  PARTNERSHIPS 
including how partnerships are recognized 
in other jurisdictions

Nevada Family 
Law Practice  
Manual 2013 Edition

NEW

Family Law Section Members Receive a  

15% discount. 
Call the bar at 702-382-2200  
for more information! 



ONE FOCUS
PRO  BONO

When I first heard about the Nevada Pro Bono 
Appellate Program, I immediately applied to be added 
to the list of pro bono attorneys assigned to handle 
pro bono appeals from the Nevada Supreme Court. 
I saw this as a great opportunity for myself and my 
associates to not only help clients in need, but also to 
gain valuable experience in writing appellate briefs and 
arguing appeals before the Nevada Supreme Court. 

Shortly after I applied for the program, I received my first pro 
bono appeal.The client, “W.,” a convicted felon, completed his 
prison term in 2000. Thereafter, on his behalf, the Division of 
Parole and Probation filed a petition for restoration of his civil 
rights. While the civil rights petition was pending, the Nevada 
Legislature substantially changed the law regarding restoration of 
civil rights, making it more restrictive. The more restrictive law 
went into effect in July 2003; W.’s petition was filed. Following a 
hearing, the district court orally granted W.’s petition, but did not 
issue the written order until nearly nine years later. In the order, the 
district court restored W.’s civil rights under the amended, and more 
restrictive, version of the statute.

Because this appeal was difficult, I asked two associates to 
assist me. I had one of the associates argue the appeal before the 
Nevada Supreme Court in Carson City. 

Under the pre-amended version of the restoration of rights law, 
W. would have been released “from all penalties and disabilities 
which resulted from the offense or crime of which he was convicted.” 
However, the amended version of the law did not contain the broad 
restoration of rights and release of penalties and disabilities. Rather, 
the amended law provided timeframes for when certain rights would 
be restored. For instance, the right to hold office and the right to 
serve as a juror in a criminal action were restored four and six years 
later, respectively. Because the district court waited nine years to 
enter the order, one of the issues was whether the district court had 
erred in not timely entering the order. We argued that, had the district 
court restored W.’s civil rights “as soon as practicable” as the statute 
requires, this controversy would not have existed because W.’s 
petition would have been granted under the original version of the 
statute. We also argued that the amended version of the statute was 
improperly applied retroactively, and that the district court’s delay 

and error in granting W.’s petition under the amended law harmed 
W., because he was not free from all penalties and disabilities as 
contemplated under the pre-amended version of the statute. 

At oral argument, the state conceded that the district court 
should have applied the pre-amended restoration of rights law. 
We argued during oral argument that the district court’s failure 
to apply the pre-amended version harmed W. because he still 
suffered from certain penalties and disabilities.

Recently, the Nevada Supreme Court issued an Order of 
Reversal and Remand. The order reversed and remanded the 
matter to the district court, with instructions to grant  
W.’s petition under the pre-amended civil rights law. The Nevada 
Supreme Court ruled that there is a presumption that statutes apply 
prospectively unless there is clear intent by the Nevada Legislature 
to apply the statute retroactively. Because of the state’s concession 
at oral argument, and the fact that there was no evidence that the 
pre-amended civil rights law should be applied retroactively, 
the Nevada Supreme Court agreed that the district court erred in 
restoring W.’s civil rights under the amended law.

After receiving this order, we had the pleasure of sharing 
the good news with W. Fifteen years after his sentence, W. will 
finally be released from all penalties and disabilities associated 
with his conviction.

  I believe that Nevada’s Appellate Program is important 
because attorneys are able to assist clients in need and obtain 
valuable appellate experience. For civil practitioners, it is 
difficult to gain appellate experience because it can be costly for 
a client to participate in an appeal. Even if a case is appealed, 
it is rare that the Nevada Supreme Court grants oral argument. 
But, in this program, the pro bono volunteer is guaranteed oral 
argument. Not only were we able to gain appellate experience, 
but we were able to help a client in need. I will continue to work 
on pro bono appeals through this program and hope that this 
encourages other attorneys to the same.  

TRACY A. DIFILLIPPO is a litigation 
attorney at Armstrong Teasdale, LLP. Her 
practice focuses on business litigation 
matters, including director and officer 
actions, construction and mechanic’s lien 
litigation, and class action litigation.

BY TRACY A. DIFILLIPPO, ESQ.

A SUCCESS STORY FROM NEVADA’S PRO BONO  
APPELLATE PROGRAM
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