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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at y or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

D4 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix A& _ to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

B4 is unpublished.

The opinion of the od icicl D (s lif, o : court
appears at Appendlx _ A tothe petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ is unpublished.



JURISDICTION .

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was grénted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A . ‘

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

- The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Feb& doa( .
A copy ‘of that decision appears at Appendix _A_ .

DX A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Mar, 2y 20 A\ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix __D

B An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

to and including Aug T 02  (date) on ApR ke 20> (date) in
A .

Application No.

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Th's Case involves Yhe 7,V and XIV Ameidmpts to the us
Constrtutson 3 Nevadocourt rules Mﬂ' Revised Newada. Codeol Tudicial

Conduc, Cannon . Rule A, b5 Nevada Coust pules Rule 250 (3)(6) %
Nevada Revised. Statutes 194,335, 174, 235, 174. 235,
The Eifth amedyent v peativent purt Says: Nofuason Shall beheld to
Ms@e&#‘o« acapilal, 0R other fulameus CRIME, N less on a- pResedment oR
indichaeit of £ Goxnd, Ty + - fov Shallbw any pevson be Subrud for the.
Same olfence to be twice putin Jeopardy of lite orlimb ¢ par shall be
Compelled 7Ma.n7 criminal Cese fo b&éb//ff{ﬁe{s@fgﬁgfﬁmsa[é’, fvrhe
depryved of [ te, lfb&\*'fy, ot ﬁra;@eyfygwfﬂ)m\f due process ‘D{hu); Nov Sha)
prTvde, pre p&\éfy be. teken Ftv&pu.blf' cuse, w ithad J—u,sf CoanNSth‘Zn -
“{')Iia Sixth Amendmentip, pze—v‘/?&anf part Says ¢ swaldl df-ﬁn&h«/ pi’osea.t.fl;f\)s,
the aecused Shall engoy Hhe right foa spoedy and public frisd by an impartiz)
Tuky oo o Yo be contronted withthe-witness against him’ 4 have Compulsory
Process for bhtaining witresses 7n his favoryand to havie. 4553knce o €
Counsel for 41's defonse,
Nevada. Courk Rules part VI ReviSEd pewdea. cods ot yudicial Cordduc“"

~ Cannon A, Ruledob and Commentary in pekﬁﬂmfpmf Soys % EMSuRl;v\j' the
RiGHt fo be heasel, Purt (R) Agudge shall accord to avery porson whe has
& le5c) inferest 7n aﬁoﬂoc,ead/ksioaﬁaifmson’ﬂ'awye&, Hhe A‘yé‘f'v% be.
heasd d.ece/df"rg‘/b faw. £uet(8) Ryudse mey ecourzge- pescties fo a-
proceeding and thein Lausyers to sl matters in dispude bub Shadl vt
act in aurraner. thad coerces any pwﬂ} inte asetllement, Cawwe,nfaﬁ-y
(1] The Right to beheard i's an essenticl Compo nent of afair apd | mper ticl

3



S‘\Lﬁem of Justice, Substantive r'd'?ﬁ ts o€ lijMTS Cen be,bhof'ed&{ 0"’{7
i£ procedures proteching the “\"TﬁM fo be heard aye obsevved.,
Nevada Coust Rudes Rule 250 ¢3) (a) &Qg) N Summary % (3) Dutes
and, compensadion of deferse counse | () Records o€ [f(—p}dabq,descrf bes
the pecords delense. Counsel Should. buifd. wiile Rep wﬁwf a ofiepf
wWhi ch Tneluds olfscoveRy, And Cb) noti ties Cowwsel ghhoid provi a(f/,j adi
Hhose vecords to Succaeding Counse.
NRS /14 335 (3) Stles, The provisions o€ 1his Sectionare Notinteaded o
affect any oblge.h“od placed wpoN %&«pﬂof&édmj A Horvey by e Covstitidiod
of the united Skies or the Cousttution of 15 Skie fo disclese. Bxculpdory
Evidence.tothe defendait,
NRS 174, 335 Tine /imits} o Roativest Pk, (1) b Resguest made. oo fo SubSgguertt
R‘%u&%"' may be made ovly ufwl.SAawf,.’j Cause.- wlaz e A%ws towidbe in
Hhe inferests o \.CJ’u,che/,
MRS58 VRS 174,295 (1) Xf | affer Complying with Yhe provisions v€ NRS
114, 235 to 174.248 jnclusite | end before. or dury, ~g teial, a Paxf7 discovers
additional meFerial )o%uiau,s/y Regus ted, pshich /s Jul;J'uj' %vdfscom]v
OR inspedion uvder those Seckions the party shall ;wapr{fy wotity
Hhe other ,oady eP\H\&DH‘WQ f&.&\l'l'&s /)‘Atofw?y O K—*/’/«»&é@tﬂb of-‘(»l.e,
exz?ILe;ce ot the adoitionad mati erial,
The Fourtoenth Amendment to the wus corstitidiov section 1. All Rasons
bogrn o nnturalized 1 the ywited Stales, 4wl Subyectto the qurisdiction
theresf, dre G zens of the yited Stdes avd obthe. Skde wheaein ﬂlexﬂag de.,

No Stede Shell meke o intsrce 4y Lows which S/y.\,/[ &brfcg& ,L/,&)L)Afw%&é
oR immuni fies of Citizens ot the W&WS; NoR Shzd| any State

L




o(e_prf ve any person of Lfe, [iberty, ov propetty, without due. prRocsS
of law 3 nai'dézhz to any peison wilhints ﬂ-unfsd:?,l"fon )%&egwd ,0f~0fe:d7on
o€ Hre laws.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

T Come o 4l Coul the vickim st apor fect St The Girst
< lement ceme in June of 301 7, My a,ﬁvmgy of recoird (ulIz Rotlex I
abandoned me in +his veiry towd Ease no, ji- (039, 1T Kvew Some
Y'—Lifnj Should be e:omi/;j bt = did not Know wher, T Cllk mr..
fotter on June 28, 2017, o inguite how Hhings wexegoily evd i fe
haJu:li had /zz/o,ogﬁed )/.96' Ke saidne ru.lzrg hed been /W}/&(‘ and
fhat /)'147'6&7%:5 touat powld oddvess | hn pclobet in M@ﬂ&xfi&%tw
2 did pot Kuous 7&1' thatl a. decision had dready been meds- fo Afmy
cevtioiray] on Juné 19,2007, 1of wasn't Gl Ledee v Hhe month while.

talkivg with My Sew GA L 1ol fimthe lase number So he Gould Check
Vour websife thet he discovered e trdh. = was Stuvned., ' 7t fr7ed
*o call My, Bller bad no one woudd answer the. phene s r dig nol knons
whasto do, = decided, since £ will Never giveup, T must pall myselF
up by my bootstaps ad. contivue o, Zasked for mutenicls Faom éA¢
Lawa Li Em.ﬁy heve ot Lovelock correctivmal celir, |
Thet brought i +he Second element of His perfect Storme*The

Lovelock corractional centea Law Library %, rf uses & pagig Syster’ of

/,,?7\4,1 reseach, ot rg@u,?r&s you to ex.@jf/ cite He (ases s books Freatizes ;
ete, that you wishto Check sy, Most o€ the immates whe wo rk fhere
have Never hed. any ﬁuinfnj in the law. See Keerchner v, Warden , gevad
Stte prison, Ee8F Supp,ad 3¢9, 857,

_ I 4ried 4o Cile. some decwnevts Ve aned t‘/ﬁmﬁ‘[) ” y aiﬁaf-ney f

motior to stay proceedings uli] & Could discover whet wes sucuariyy

in this Case o:mLFma/l/ &Pef'/ tron fo pefear. Bu.t’rd/c{/vo("mau w/ﬂj—
&




T was dofnj. r Pméu—bI/ stitlden't ‘
on Aujus“f 28,3017, I hecei ved Geom Mt Poller +he noti biation |eteey
the clerK of your cowrt had Sentto MR AR, It wes daded fune. 19,3017,
he attached the envelope it had been sent /p, Ttues posted omcTuve 13,2017,
He also sent the Copies ot Heimotionto discover/, R%uzsf extovsion forR
time o Lile ,Def/‘z‘/éﬂ for @/wirg dated July 26, 2017 and Rtitiow
for ke‘xf-«kﬁ\'j snd. Hhe envelapes T pad. sewt to him.
6w August 31,2011, r received my documets becK firom your court
elerK, uvbiled, statimg & was oo bie. py Seplember #, 2011, believivg
et rfx wRo{Zz o 4. Supreme Cawzﬁru,s tice ) Im/iﬁ’{—cmvinaea them to
help, (stey the proceedings, appoir/t an alloaney, help mefilea petition o
@he,m), T et him al! e docurents Justdescribed /:oc(udfnj the
Letter from Your cougl ClerK, 1 huve meven heand a,.,yﬁ'.;:«j from
Justice Thomas NoR eveR Received m y documests back.
The Hhirdelement ot #4i pettect storm (ame on Bctober 2, 2017, Whe
I received. av order g Rayf/?vj withdrasal o€ Cowisel from +he N wth Coieult
court of dppeals. Aguin, T was SupRised, T had wotheen able fo covtact
mr Potter anyway put you sort of expect a_professional fo atdens t say
Something. on aclober 4,501, T decedved a- Cipy o€ the motion to with-
Ao as Counsel (n the Minlh Clreds t. Mi. Potler's Somawel Lo Rrtnver. \
Made- a_declapation o€ Counsel | It Swmmary, he said hAs tather hed
at Some pm;vf been dfay/\'asaf with §l oblastma, 1 had advanced. to
phimary GRade aftecting fis parieled, emporal | avd occipital lobes,
He Wdekmw"'wuyw?" brasn Swrgery on \TvJy 29, 2017, and. that he
Was Compblely Fwcapacibled.. Tt wes anabsoluly Rezsovable-Recsor fo

!7



pithdre as couvse) but it leftme with VeRy few RESOURSES @vd O
mowsiteint of o legal battle ¥otht,
I had a,l.eea:dy whas ften a letter +o Rtfer fow oftiees ﬁy?/wj +to oblain

my Casefile on July 31,3017, $o altea 71—/‘47 witdres) T wasted. .

on 0ctober 20, 2007, m,mﬁ:w to proceed. in forma paupris was grayted

In the Egﬁf’/\q'udfahl.btkfkta‘&mt LasVe&gas) NV and sn Novesmber (b,
20641, My motian to withdas: Cousel iv St Cowrd and_orden. to Send
my Gle was SRM?LC'A.

ow December 18) 2017, T Received & copy o € Hhe Las vegas Reitew)

Jousnal Newspeper [t contained av abfw), for MR. Cal T Poter. 71T,

He had died on Hovember 53, 2017.

ARowsd. +he evd of Feb wiry 2013, L Receved /)uapoa(“ea(lj /ny wf/k)’/

Ll bl was comvinced there shoudd be more , T obtamed

b Subpoena avd had it serysd o~ Apail 6,508 . Fivally T Fried e
motion For o0rJer o Show Cause cuhr o tlem [auw o((}aeg Aa.i,\/o‘('l:'wllf
Compiied Wit the Cowets order., Frmvally arsusd fhe erd of ure diblereit
bk more o my entine €le . e motion was Aead, av-Tune 3%, A0/8, This
brought (o & Fourth elomen o this pertect S&&/n:\ﬂe&%fh Yudicial
Distict Court lark daw«@, MV 1 vever Receivad acopy o Favy order
From HIC«QJ’L(J}/& , 8018 PRoCEEANG the Juwe 18 hearing wis covtinmned

while the tourt also discovered me.folea had died. At HheTuly 26,2013

Procesdinig the cout ordered Bt the Clark Courty DISIRICY fiftosey to
“Semd alldiscovery to Detovdadt,’ only discovered, abodd ('t mort ths [eter

while Revizwivg New docket Sheets aod. Suddeily Sasermtesyo mindes

wene. idcluded 443 Shoved. He couwts oader Ftwes o Towm sy 2020,

g




I hed already £iled amotion for feaduction of Exculpatory evidenice
ovDec. 7,2013, heard ov Jan.3, 2019, BS @majmw_r/\laa’e&@c&a
dN RAeR , AffeR a,s((&j Jhere the mivades weee Se veral ~Ilim&5) I
asked €or another setol doecket, 7%37 weRre. Pr.u‘MtZea( o' Apeil 3,2019 )
and. Sure. eﬂorﬁ/) Hhe orcler, dewj/hj my motionfor /madua‘fo/v ot
exculpatory evidesas. was there foR Tavuary 3, 3019,
when £ 4ad discovered He order Lor the dl3f/2t2:{'Affaﬂz~fe7 to
sedl adldiscovery fo defovdat onJard) 3019, 3 bod Hhe Courteentity
Subpoenas and I had the Clark fau.-\r‘ly Sheri€€ Serve them on
the District Athotney, the flesderses Police dept awd the Distaict
Abbavey's witvesyvictim Assistance cedfer , However, Hhe ) istaick
Aflorriey s ot€iee. avd the Houdersont Plice dep't tefused to Aovor
the Subpeenes o |
v Rebe, After 51 wot Aw’j"’j‘ Wyﬂfffj about Hhe mabion toR
paeduction ot @xcodquoa7 evidevce. 4pd theTan. 8 /‘w’”j\  moved
He court for s srder NDOC Fo allow) THmate Mcmey to Receive
dwdk Possess electrovicall y Recorded. disooveﬂy and NDocC AsS st him
Review 44is ab%c:mj&ﬁ?.)/.: Thes motion altempted to further (vvolve
Fhe Fifth elemet (v s peafect Storm heevada depastnet ot
Corrections” -
The reasen Lor the order was Releted o o s tuation (nvol ving
Hhe audivvides trascripts ot Al He jeagivgs avel tuwo trials 1hd
T bed beew able to get copies of from the Coud, z/ed read.
He ndoC pules CARS) oar Law //'A&m/v AR Tad. I believed ART2L,09.9

Wowld allew Dvds to Lome o the ,okfsoz\/ from the courl,

9



Buck, even with He rule peison Skatf teied to ivterfeas avdnot v
it o Aapf&ug_J hed to g0 1 court auvd. _96/{'4‘” order that (it was my
Rtiﬁh*’ ot access to the. courks +o Review ‘#Aﬁ/?ﬁlima{m/v lase.,
Lventthen prisav ot€icials denied 7%@7 had av y eﬁw}w&# 1o geview
A with. T {&m,tl)z preves led
The motien £oe ordea NP oC fo Allow mc/o:f/e7 fo Receive and possess
electronically Recorded. dt’swve&y s oo was heard_on margd 3018, The
({omf'geem:ﬁly miseodstued m / motion (L(zL/;DUj*A jRM{""’j 7t anvd
deec;ﬁ'J_j me fo Covtact HenRy Kipn ,Jiepuf/ Alfterpiey Generad or aid
(N SecuRing mo%dt}wvamd eeu[&m'/ﬁ F and £vall Y, a_jm‘u N3 |
W\ i eshoacted, the state +o Send, de@w@.;fsl deé.oueiQ)’ fohim as his |
atforney passed Qwzy, “
The. Affervey Gereral hed gespavded to that motion eloimivg NboC
hadnot been properly Served even thesth ey had respavted avd
e’ﬁ“ﬁﬁd— inradl ,Oﬁﬂceéd/?"f: On Mmarch /3 30/?,.2‘4@(, Cled contibeaes
of Service. toR the Second ‘fline,{‘okj Motiow for 0RdER N Doc. ﬂ/low/ﬁsf st
immate E-fle documenids avd PRPERS int He E/}‘/)*/;Jqdfdbl disbeict ...
motion foR erdeR produce pRiSoeR EoR § imultarieods fudso Video
TRENSMISS Ta«/egw}m@\rffoﬂ Ceirnimad /@@ng‘é’fﬁfs ere dndumotionLor.
Productions o@’E’xade’oR)r evidence . pf Apmﬂl Ci) 2019 heaﬁfvj He
Courl took all those motiows o€ lolender a5 msot amd Mv&ed.
Me.To Cewﬁt&(' DAG kim ,Reia}d/}vj aé/"’scovcft/ Issues. L weste MR
Kim sn Apssl 23, 3019 . I Mever Received oy Resporse back,
AFteR. the Manch 19,56 9, heasivg Results were diiclosed to mey I
éiled atraverse stiding exactly Some of He electuavically pocosdsi-

/O



discovery T SOujm‘—, A hearivtg was held ox ApR.23 221 The Lownd
ordered. meto provide. a_ Supplemest with addiional Fhivgs ﬂega&fé’d..
At Hi's point I felt-that by the Court wot allovivg me-to pasipele
(w ‘HIExSe— lufakl;ﬁs E’J‘MBKT&EWHEO 2R S":"f"y felé,ﬂlumidy,rwms_ 6ei}~'j
denied due process amvd.access Fo the Counts, e heoarirgs were.
5‘”"’\?/7 ewe 57 ded oec Mjum&\ilfs'

X petitioned the Nevada supreme. Court for 4 writof Maridamus
o Sz'mloi} order Hhese pesple +5 Sﬁg/o /"j.vokl;‘f? me. Caseno, ’73‘10‘1), doc.
U3 L fod June 5, 204, The pevida S UpREME. Count 'kas(e%d the.
Case ts the Nevada Coust of Appeals avd ont Juve 2.5 2019 $he
Couef o€ Appeals dpnied Ve petition S<y /oy “m%:«@y Showld seek
evtoceimetol a disteict count oader. i Yhe disteict couat ™ audl e
district Coust ordesed MC/C/W/Ey to \Jubmta s ulopféma«/‘('a,/ p /ead/fvj
Nambered o€ anty adeli fronral 7%’2»55 kgﬁaﬁsﬁia /Mcka‘»éﬁy does net
allegehe tiled a pleading i~ whith he specitical ly rdentilied
avy adcitional documents e veeds.”
But z had a-//eezzd)« wriflen Fo me Kim affex the. April ‘?/Aem,;fj
o ApRil 22 2017 Simply Sendivg Copiesaf Subpoetzs &l&ezzpt[v Seaved,
that laid ol all the discovery T asted €or, = pever peceived 4
Respontse back{rom me Kim. x§led o petitioyto Reher ) ‘Fwas
Sim Ply clenied
Howeer, ¥ did.g e back o the disteict court with a_s. u,op/iww{f«f?
Listing ot the cviderice Needed.on sepl. 5 3019, heard om octr7 2019,
The. Court Now decided. T showd £ le o hehess Corpus; ¥ wes PM«@

Nouw weth 44, A@gu&s‘, ﬂuLsuq,i/ 4o NRS 34. 736(.;),

[



I thew £iled amotion on 098, 3017 for 6RAER NAtc preduce.

pRISoNeR for Simul faneous Audio Vesual travsmission e%u?,ome/.»‘f eR

S the alteanative 4 telephowiC hearivg, Thent o8 NoOV. 35 2019, L

£ led @ motion for oRAER to Shew Cause., Flease Schedie. for whex
the Mo tien Faa felevides /)z,eb'ohwfc) },w&rj s Aedd. . When the

Cenuz.f heard He. {gjep/m,w[c /Qe%u_caj‘(' f;JCRechu.sly f ;‘IL sasd Hhere.
Loas N© motion au.f‘sfcufd/}»'j on Dec. 3 2018, Further whe~ fhe
Motion for orderto Show Cause was heaxd by & di €feast Tudhe,

o Chaistmas eve Pec. sy 2019, the New Judse seued ’%"‘)’ had, Reviaodd.
the record. and the . A, tad sent all dtk‘covcz:ey oRcered 4 y the
Courts rfelf the J)fsfefcf/‘!lfa@/fy i hés Qpposition fo the. pyotion

for 6RdeR. fo Shew Cause. had, mi3Represeted Metacts | - filed,

tn obyection and potice of erratum fo his stk et , OnTen, 31, 3030,
L Aled @ motion fop Jeave of the couat to Rehear e motron Lo,
ORAER o Shaw Cause, op feby , 8030 the motion €oR feave was denied
b y the 0&/}&/&1 J upye. vd,, ,eevmﬁ;ﬁ,ww , 68 4w envtorcernett aclkion
othis oRiGial 0RAER | to be Mow, ,ECQQ,SMM prematupe.
and. Should £7le a_ fabeas CORPUS .

On JGn, 38,3050, the. 6&7 AfterR T €iled m y obyection fhe district

At zey {iled amotion 1o have defevdanit declared @ vexatiows
/_ih%l'?aﬂhud_ to reter detendant fo the a[epcut“'meu'f o € Corrections
for foateiture of stetutory credits. pud despite the toct T had given
them wotice o my addeess thasge Hhedistuctatlostey sed this
metion and anoppositiav fo m 'y Motion Hhe towedfor leave 4o peheak
+o the WRONG PR Fsent, I Received. tHhem both ov Feb. 13, 3080,

|-



Bulk, cwen hough T was ableto gespond o the. 18% 40 both documerts,
the wiedest thing happened, with that mailing. Whes z weigh all © €
Hefactors invelved rf sums up fo § Someone Jor the Nevada_

dppariment of Corpections mads 4 delibemte e tfort to infertere.
with fhese coqﬂ{'ﬁeslpwe.s,, /ﬂajf'///(e(y He mailroom peRSoNNeJ

WoRKIG the 15 o 1% 5 € Feburagy 2030
round 1his Same bire | dec i3 2012, T bud rovd. from another.
Nevada_prisera NP OC had Seut me to thatother ; Ely State pRrisod
avder false pﬂefb&i; ) hen dllowed me. to come back , bk 4—4&7
contisccted_over half e € y legal £iles /v the process, = st/ olo
ot have Ready access fo Hat ok e wihole L le *[737&1‘4&/1
ak orce to make sese. (’o&mal for Now & year and o half,
T had aliedy £iled onFeb. 19,3030, heard on mar 15,2050 &
motions {oR ORIER Nevada. Depstment € (orrections Lefuan Yhe
Five(s) Lega] bexes of Gary Mckinley's Legal caseliles fo him
Without delay. ovce @wit wdoc's Leqad cowdsel a Navada,@e,om‘/
/)ﬁo&%fey Geriered clajiraed T Aad not served, them a5 4e. p Roduced.
aWotize of Compligrce” to my mottor, = €led a_re ply +fo Ht
NO{'/Z‘C on /Wcl’ 34,0046, T hed alreadl Vi woti Ced He coust twice
'HJS Issue was /;n/oesd/lij m7 \[}’/ /ij 0‘( & habeas (;’o.tz'ou,s whent
the Judge Ruled on the motion on Juve 33 3050, ORdeairig motians
o £ CalendaR unless £ preperly sexrved the Aﬁofway Goukay, Bult
T dov'Fevev uvderstand what the couct means,
n odober of 038 T hega) Qy@-}/ {'/e,yiiﬁ to oblaiv {rom the Stz
Supreme. Court @ weit of masdamus, althoush, afterall o t-the preceadivg

I3



ssues occuBRed T added Some vowt elarms{or Relief, 00 NOV. L,
2030, 3 Received my documents back witha leter {feom the court
ClerK +&ll:7-ﬁ me. the rRules (v Nevada Rules of &ppella;"e- ,D.Qacectw
had been charged. and. my petition wasto loug (35pages havdwaittes
‘_\"ex‘O. T made amotion for permission to Cxcesd the Page. Limit
” Y Main j &ouuclf) wa's the rule book ; the a,J(7 one avaslable to me.
at Lovelock Wﬂ’zwf did not contain aw/v mentiow o Fa pey
Rule. Chasge., r asked the law lilraky Supeevisor s;oea”(é“cqjy )
but Received back an answer uyreladed Yo m y %Q_&(\tfa«l abhouta
NVew Rule. froma law LtZ/szy Supery/soR whe e,r/7 afew years
bgo was & deputy count clerk in wevada, The Rulebook (v the
Law [;anzy still does wot have the Lule change. i te Lyear
anvd ahal€ aftea it weiivt e tlect. the chiet Tustice of e
state Sup Reme coust devipd rty Motions @,\w{,j.dyg me 2l 4(9,5 +o
retile a5 rrye ot tcas S’/afff‘»*j ) Hanirig considerad. Hie motion
avd the Submi ﬁ_ea(;oefl??’adi this courl 75 ot Convirced, the Hhe
pe/‘ﬂ"t aveRr demaistrates™\d f/ffwce M::ij eod Goasese, ”ij
1%&-(:‘/125 o £ Such ct_lezﬁ‘)‘)( y petition,
T hed tocutiny petitiod in half Leasiieg out Sssues of girect
ConicerV to me +he Frrstpmeeded. ,Oe,ffh'cw Liled on \T@’M&f 3,203,
On Fob. 13,403, T peceiVed the order denyivg origheet
,03,1/17%/5:\} and Ameded /Qef/%’b/\’c The 0/\;/7 Rea,go,wirj for d&vyl)vj
my Severad claims Lor Reliet wass RetitioneR fas not provided
s cout with allhe extibits or other documenbien that ouidl
S wpped’ Li's claims ok reliet ‘avd “’)""'7 Cited NRAP 2| @ paotlﬂ&’ﬁ

I



e Fe}i Hewer Shall submitan aﬂawd ix Ca,qfa/'m;vj Wl documents
Nesseutial Fo uwderstand Hhe maflers setforthin the Pg{'i'ﬁo/«/ yA

I my estimation these tuoo Statements arefwo entirel Va
di Cloroest Standards o€ REV/ewk

Avd. See Arbwz V. Bennett 52(uUS Y, 8 (Fn Common usage, the guestion
whether an @ppl:ZJ:%M Ahass 6@@»/‘;090,062/ y €led " 75 entively Seperale

-pe»m +he gues Lo whether Hhe cliims cawtaimied, iv e Qia,o/fc‘a}/’b,u «

are-mesitorions and {pee of )OWJILRQJ ‘AQ,Q'Q

Fuather | the f2il wheFo PrRovIde. & % esa g to § uffﬂd’ their feuif.{y
res v the face. of the nevada Supreme courFs e howo Rulivg i (eoche

Ve Cohnt | iasev, 1| 3785 (Hhe ORIER clonyinyg Liowes miglions For & s
frafel 75 Summary, oxly Stating that the ot was denied. v i thedt
PROVIANG arly Qeasontinge AS Heap 7S NO heasoning Lorthe disteict
‘ ool wohether thabused | #5 discreli

Couatt decisTon we areusahle fo
ve o pecordingly, we e Lhg-disir ik Courts oRAER an d. Remaad
this case frradecision o~ He molion based o the stavdards
discussed it ThiS opfﬂfcw-? And Dariel (45;{3";{'_8:, ey 443 $07
Cmazvflfjnf wl and et Cective Aﬁ»@lb«é eReview 1S A&Pemﬁ'upm the
avail rbi /ny ot 4. accurate RECORA )a,«dﬁ/\a(w'/me;}—o prov e an
adsguade Record onh appeal hasdicafs appeliate REVCW anAARGIERS
due process Clgse yiolatiors )
x asked fopa REhERR NG ertivg my refarouce. to Fthe petitizy
I had £iled over a ypar aﬁapj;,ooﬁufed out fo them, that NDoC.
had.confiseaded oVeR halF iy jogal Files and = Arorot have doch-

/'2(?«\!1'5 W‘ﬂly [Z,Vé/n/éib/e +0 me "FMN\. +/\0Sé?,é T/’e_ wOMf,‘rj a(MR
15




denil leads me to belfeve all these documents are o file with
the. state Supaeme court even case vo. 57345 the appeai o€ my
PRIOR hakess pet’ ton with+he issues jyyolved Here., T
S /'mply I~ SO Many wo RdS axd with Case citution, Casimon V. Taylr
ZT NN, 012~ 74, Which basitally gefess to fakivg Judicial .
Kotice of fucks (v Hhe Record thet mef/bf%yml fo the dompb)nft

See Coclec rvdusteies, Ene, Ve Sum Holding (. R, B 7 Fad 43, yq(arfein t‘-’t?])
Thad petifion was devied o march 34,2034, on fpr. o) 2034 the
Cou&fﬁnq,ﬂ?o(-a, S ﬁ7 o Remitti tur yvtil #ug [T, 034, S0 tAis C'du&t
rizy Mohﬂé}’ Hem x have f//ed,&,)o&ﬁ foon foR apettion o Certiomri,

T Brought the (ssue of LRady Vo lations and, de~itd o € due.
process upfeies i The Erghth Sudic il D3 teict ot o pryy matiod
For, production e € Excd,mfo/%)/ eyidence. Filed Dec, 1 2013
o~ page | o x used those casesas accow;rj fo Hhese cases
His evidence. must be pRoduced . Due pRecess Reouires (1
The dictrict count said I did'tSay why T meedel ¢45s

ecupatory evidevce inhisordee o€-T 2Ry B 2017, Apak B pgs.

I Af:eujéf- the Jssue of ',oww{‘&w 0 r,LceZcu/Pof oRy SV (desce 1o+

my Cinst Rotifion o0& wrstet pansdamus € led Tunes, 2019, Case
W70t doc 13- 3439 page 4. _z%\&-{foxed,v%e constitutional ff)r of
W/Dw’;‘ﬁ it fo Cotlimas wunaddressed ., = /;Jcoﬁfs&mﬁ Huse seme
stefemedts /[, ,MZ fetitiom o { Dec. 7, 8080 and Fiastamended.
et tion o Jawn 2L, 203

o



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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The facts claanty Showt an whignment st purpeses 4o

ONeRpowR my Resulve,,
TasK #his cowat for & Cormmont s

Wi}v:? f}fﬁ%(d 1 y amdsJustce .,
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