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SUMMARY

The Nevada Supreme Court denied Kasie Raeshi Causey’s petition for a writ of mandamus
challenging an order permitting the State to file an information by affidavit reinstating eleven child-
abuse charges. The court held that NRS 200.508 permits either separate charges based on distinct
abusive acts or a single charge based on a continuing course of conduct, depending on the
circumstances and how the State pleads the case. The court also concluded that the justice court
committed egregious legal error by merging the twelve counts and that the information-by-affidavit

procedure was appropriate.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Nevada Supreme Court should exercise its discretion to consider Causey's mandamus

petition.

2. Whether NRS 200.508 permits child abuse to be charged only as one continuing offense or permits

separate charges based on distinct acts.

3. Whether an information by affidavit under NRS 173.035(2) was an appropriate vehicle to reinstate

counts dismissed by the justice court as a matter of law.

4. Whether the justice court committed egregious error by merging the twelve child-abuse counts into one

count.

HOLDINGS

1. The unit of prosecution under NRS 200.508(1) is causing a child pain or suffering, and each instance of
causing that pain or suffering may constitute a separate violation. The statute permits either a single
charge based on a continuing course of conduct or multiple charges based on distinct acts, depending on

the circumstances and how the State pleads the case.

2. An information by affidavit was an appropriate means for the State to seek reinstatement of the counts
after the accused had been discharged at the preliminary examination, even though the justice court

dismissed the counts as a matter of law rather than for lack of probable cause.

3. The justice court committed egregious error by merging the twelve counts based on the erroneous legal
conclusion that NRS 200.508 permits only one count for a continuing offense. The district court

therefore did not manifestly abuse its discretion by allowing the State to file an information by affidavit.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, the statute’s plain language demonstrates the appropriate unit of prosecution is causing a child pain
or suffering, and each instance of causing that pain or suffering constitutes a separate violation of the
statute.” (5)

“To the extent this language created confusion, we now clarify that child abuse under NRS 200.508 can be
charged as separate violations of the statute or as a single violation premised on a continuing offense,

depending on the circumstances and the theory on which the charge is based.” (8)



“We clarify that child abuse, neglect, or endangerment may be charged under NRS 200.508 as either a single

violation or separate violations, depending on the circumstances and way the charge is pleaded.” (10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On March 1, 2025, Causey sent the child's purported father twelve videos recorded over several hours depicting
distinct acts of abuse against her infant. The acts included submerging, choking, smothering, pinching, slapping,
and strangling the child. After receiving the videos, the father alerted police, and Causey was arrested and
charged with twelve counts under NRS 200.508(1).

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Causey was charged in justice court with twelve counts of child abuse, neglect, or endangerment under NRS
200.508(1), based on twelve videos depicting distinct abusive acts. The justice court merged the counts into one,
concluding that child abuse was a continuing offense. The district court permitted the State to file an information
by affidavit reinstating the eleven dismissed counts, finding probable cause and concluding that the justice court
had committed egregious legal error. The Nevada Supreme Court exercised its discretion to consider Causey's

mandamus petition and denied relief.
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