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In the
Supreme Court of the United States

Zane Floyd,
Petitioner,
V.
Jeremy Bean, Warden, et al.,

Respondents.

Petitioner’s Application to Extend Time to File Petition for Writ of
Certiorari

CAPITAL CASE

To the Honorable Elena Kagan, as Circuit Justice for states within the
jurisdiction of the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit:

Petitioner Zane Michael Floyd requests that the time to file a Petition for
Writ of Certiorari in this matter be extended for ten (10) days, to an including May
5, 2025. The unpublished order of the Nevada Supreme Court affirming the denial
of habeas corpus relief in Case No. 83436 was issued on November 21, 2024, and is
attached as Appendix B. The unpublished order of the Nevada Supreme Court
denying Mr. Floyd’s petition for rehearing was issued on January 24, 2025, and is

attached as Appendix A.



Petitioner’s due date for filing a Petition for Writ of Certiorari is currently
April 24, 2025. Petitioner is filing this application at least ten days before that date.
Sup. Ct. R. 13.5. This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1257(a).

BACKGROUND

Mr. Floyd was convicted of four counts of first-degree murder and other
offenses and sentenced to death in the Eighth Judicial District Court in 2000. Floyd
v. State, 42 P.3d 249 (Nev. 2002). The instant postconviction petition was filed in
2021. The state court denied the petition and the Nevada Supreme Court affirmed
the denial of habeas relief.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE EXTENSION

The time for filing a Petition for Writ of Certiorari should be extended for ten
days for the following reasons:

1. Mr. Floyd seeks this Court’s review from the denial of state
postconviction relief in a capital case. His case presents several federal
constitutional issues that infect his death sentence, including claims challenging
whether he is eligible for capital punishment.

2. At the present time I have identified the federal constitutional issue
that I intend to present to the Court and have almost finished drafting the Petition
for Writ of Certiorari. I am seeking additional time so I can complete the petition
while also meeting my other filing deadlines and preparing for court hearings in
other capital habeas matters.

3. In addition to the work I have completed in Mr. Floyd’s case I have had

to give time and attention to other time sensitive deadlines in other capital cases



involving active execution warrants. In one case, I have had to complete voluminous
filings including several motions for stay of execution in the trial and appellate
courts; a habeas appeal; two actions for declaratory and injunctive relief, involving
the litigation of motions for temporary restraining order and/or preliminary
injunctive relief; and a petition for sanity investigation. I have also had to devote
time and attention to preparation for a settlement conference in a capital case that
1s occurring at the end of April that will require travel out of state. Finally, I have a
petition for review due with the Arizona Supreme Court in a capital case that is
currently due on June 2, 2025, for which I have already sought and received an
extension of time.

4. In addition, as Chief of the Capital Habeas Unit I have had to devote
substantial time and attention to administrative matters in the office.

5. This Court has consistently recognized that capital cases require a
heightened level of scrutiny: “[t]he taking of life is irrevocable. It is in capital cases
especially that the balance of conflicting interests must be weighed most heavily in
favor of the procedural safeguards of the Bill of Rights.” Reid v. Covert, 354 U.S. 1,
45-46 (1957) (on rehearing) (Frankfurter, J., concurring); see also Gregg v. Georgia,
428 U.S. 153, 188 (1976) (“the penalty of death is different in kind from any other
punishment imposed under our system of criminal justice.”). For this reason, Mr.
Floyd should be afforded a meaningful opportunity to seek this Court’s review from

the denial of his petition for writ of habeas corpus.



6. On April 10, 2025, I contacted counsel for the State, Assistant District
Attorney Alexander Chen, regarding this request and I am authorized to represent
that the State does not oppose it.

7. This application for an extension of time is not sought for the purposes
of delay or for any other improper purpose, but only to ensure that Mr. Floyd
receives competent representation in this matter.

Dated this 10th day of April, 2025.

Respectfully submitted,

Rene L. Valladares
Federal Public Defender

/s/ David Anthony

David Anthony

Counsel of Record

Assistant Federal Public Defender
411 E. Bonneville Ave., Ste. 250
Las Vegas, NV 89101

(702) 388-6577

(702) 388-5819 (fax)

Counsel for Petitioner
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APPENDIX A

Order denying rehearing, Floyd v. Gittere, et al., Supreme
Court of the State of Nevada, Case No. 83436
(Jan. 24, 2025)
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ce:  Hon. Michael Villani, District Judge
Federal Public Defender/Las Vegas
Attorney General/Carson City
Clark County District Attorney
Eighth District Court Clerk
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APPENDIX B

Order of affirmance, Floyd v. Gittere, et al., Supreme
Court of the State of Nevada, Case No. 83436
(Nov. 21, 2024)
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