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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

__IF a _viola¥ion Of your Sixth Amendment speedy +rial r73h+__occ.ufs
ond S brought ‘o the ortention of  +he court ‘n the first insta-

nees of o onceed‘mﬁ ore ‘nosSe Seame wmerits Valid for the Cose
4o be vecoted regardless of +he Judgment  resulting in a plea of quil?

_ .. If a Peritiorer,in good faith, files o writ of certiorari Sheuld
he or She be Subdeck +0 Xime. imitations due Yo deliberate foilure
of Service or no¥ite Yo e peditioner oS +o +he date a@&nh'y

o2 0f Xme dudgment T, |



LIST OF PARTIES

B All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this

petition is as follows:

RELATED CASES v
. No¥hanoel_ Martin VvS. 7he stote of Nevada, No.C-19-344484-,

. Eighth Tudicial District court Clart. .Courty Aevada, Tudarﬁerﬁ- [
entered Febuary  203l, . | {'
!

3.No¥hanael Maryin vs. 77e Stode of Neva de,, No. 84638-Cop Couw:

OF APPEO\S of Yhe SYoxe of Nevodo. Judgment entered Dec.
.' igth 2099 '
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at ' ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, -
[ 1 is unpublished.

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

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.

P@ For cases from state courts:

!

i
!
t

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

[ ] reported at ' ; Or,
P4 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the , court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[] qu 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.

[ 1 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

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition ‘for a writ of certiorari was granted
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:

e
The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Dec./s s03.
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing '

appears at Appendix

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

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

_ \

" Trn_o\ criminal _prosecu¥iond +he_accused Shall_endoy +he Fight _|..  _.

,,-...___..._}_-&:o_a_Nspeedy_cmA__pmu\a\‘\c. Aclol.by. an_impartial dury of +he State_and! _ .
,,_,__,-,l.d‘ss*ﬁcfl-._where‘m +he crime Sholl have beeh committed which dishiet
. -;Sho.\\.hqve. been prev. accuSation; +o.be confronted with +he witn-

esses ogainSt him;+o hove Compu\Sory process for ob+ain7h3 withes

1855 in Wis favor and Yo have assistonce of Counsel for his defence.

c D The S Amendment of tHhe United StateS Constitulion.




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Pedivioner initiolly envoked his right +o o Speedy
Aol Sor Ceiminel cose C-\a-34a489-4 ‘n dwe Distriet court of
Nevoda within dne first quarker of +he yeor of 2020 yet was

mode o \anau‘\s\-. wnearceratred due o vielationd of wWs SiXth

Amendment. “The Pefirioner dnen e defendont dismissed wis
o) pubhie defender ' ¥ne \ast gquarter of 9030 and filed

o0 moXion Yo ASMIES ne CaSE Cid nq ;Bar_\sem,_wn%g. This
wos before” the £irst nsrance of +ne 3uk\+y pleo cgreement

.c\-\a\\ehs’ms e Vielodon of we Speé.dxf +vrial HSM in +he

1Shvic+ Courd con-\-mr\, +0 Yhe veosons He courd of

oppeds of The Store of Nevado, qove a-(-‘-??rmina +he Judgm -

. ent of convicXon fm,ins -\hoa-,“he didn* roise Chollenges 4o +he

volidiry of Wis plea n &istrict coury and declined 4o consider
+he igsues ‘vsecouse ¥ney were not properly raised in +the

firsr ‘nSvonce on direch A?‘:eo«\ but +he Peditioner roised

¥he 1S3ues in WS Nodice of Appeal on direct appeal and distrist
coury. After denia\l of the Petitioners motioh +o dismiss +he

. €o%e wne filed a metion Yo appeint court appolhded counsel.

Varviel W\ was appeinted Tanuary of sosl and r-e.lqyed a pleq

offer 4o plead +o +wWo whSdemeancr Domestic violences

Lrova on originol Lel ony domeshe vielence Charge which was

~occepted ond dhe Petioner wos released Marew 15+ of doal.

The Petirioner contotred the M\ \aw £irem req ues-i-i‘ng his

du&ame.w\- of Convicrion ond help £1 ‘nhs ‘o Qppea) yetr M Hitl was
\\nw‘\\\fms 4o So ¥ne PeXironer flled on W& own beno\s yet
Hil Ricen 00K over e a?'pea\ ond Soiled +o proctice due d’\\"\ge-nc.&«



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

——-The reosons +HsS hAgnorable. Court Should qrant dis- _
tredonary review of my cose is due +o o conflict of +he Shote

CouvrkS decision and o united Stores courdy of aHDeals decision

The reasons +ms honorable Court Should grant +his petition

- io.\-\—ose-\-her 6 Lovr ouy presevﬁion of not only our Sixt+h Aem -

..‘endmen-\- Constikukionol r'\a\'r\- buk “AN” of our r*%ah-\-sm On gsevevral

locecasions Ive unknowingly hed my rights vicloted and been

—iSubldect ¥ cbuze of uu-\-hoﬁ*\[ or false \mprisonment, 05 T om

_—-r

— -

—

. .‘s"nao ond dne Lour facior bLolanch
- The &\Steick court evred

now, olong with United Stotes Ci+izens S'um“mr'\y situoted who

leWher dont hove ine vesources +o attain effective represent-

O¥ion or cant werpretr ond oF Kinow +he \aw left o \anguish

ncarcerored being dered tife and liberty until o deal or plea

agréement 18 foken, Ile re:,ueS-%—ed cour+ document+s and have
col\ed dne clerh of Mne Couris office veac\r&n& +his case

ond om uw?-or-\»unq-\-e\y in anoiner case where ry ﬁ‘ah-i's

hove been vicloked for the post G 4wenty-one months and

Contirue 4o 4!:3»4-.‘1'»\*\3 tose v ques+ion Tm now P&l-i-!ﬁon’ma

for review ond qronting of ¥he Supreme Courd was beng
heard duw'ms Yre pandemic in the Eighth dudicial diskreiet courd
where e perdioner iniys olly asserted Ws SPeedy +rial right

-\-hwou?)h WS motion Yo NSMISe e Cose cmna Barver va w-
ng +egt established therein,
N barring twe Petitioner from ar-

-quing We qrounds in the motion o diamies and +he Courd



REASGONS FOR GRANTENG THE PETETION

oppeols_of dae Steke of Nevedo_erred in i+S_decision of +he

oxdexr_of off crmonte _s.,a.y}n&,‘LMQﬁa:n_‘di‘d_m:ls_m:;sg_:kbesg

challenges_do ke Volididy of W3 plea_in the district courd, J

__ ond_we_dec\ine do_consider Haese jSsues_becouse +they are

' nﬁ_?,r‘aggﬂq_mﬁeéjm%he‘jj.n&i‘_fmsj:m;e_on_dita&_ﬁppeoii

yer T ime Petdioner, did_rdise the Challengesin distreict

court and_in o notice of appeal brief wiich ore (irhe assert-
_ion_of rights, (3)7he_reasonfor #he delay, (3)7he fength of the

__delay, and(amy predudice o #he person.Inre; Unied States

V.S, My£v-S 930_£3d_or 120,15, Court of Appeols Ninth circu>019) The

____decision_Xnhe_Courd of oppeals_of +he Stote of Nevadaond
 me iShrick Covek 15 %wm Conflick wie_United Stodes viMyers_

-

—__Furineenore, ¥he aurden 1S _on et Court ond_district ofh-
orney_Yo_bring €oses do dricl within_the 6o doy Yime perie:
UNbiesed_ty_undust deleys. The Petitioner osserted ‘s Speedy
reiol_eighk yek due o covid-l3, and a backedup Court: Calendar-

_______¥ne Pe¥donecsulfered egregious_predudice and wos_mode -
mode_to_\amguish_incarcerated. The vetitioner. £iled his noy=
ice_of eppeol_ovk of cuShedy So_the court of oppeals

evrced wn_greSuming dhe_perikioner. woS _incarcerateddur=-_

'i\-\g....q —Convithon_ b g‘x,ngn_@ha“e—naed-lm refercence to the

Skt _Arnerdmenk 68 _¥ne_Dwited_Skokes_constikudion, Tn

oll_Crimsinol _prosecudions +he oscuSed aholl_endoy +the

vight +o_o._Speedy triol ond_ossiskance of_counsel’ This
cbeve ol\ s Yne RecSon FOoR. GRANTING THE PETITZON.




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

' Respectfully submitted,

Date: MDNDRY Jume. 341% 203Y




