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COMES NOW, Petitioner/Pbintiff, 
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arid respectfully moves this Honorable Court to issue a Petition for Writ of Mandamus, being filed 

This motion is made and based pursuant to the supporting Points and Authorities attached hereto, 
N.R.S. 34.150 through N.R.S. 34. 310, N.R.A.P., Rule 21, as well as all reapers, pleadings, and 
documents on file herein. 
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II. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

Petitions for Extraordinary Writs are addressed to the sound 
discretion of the Supreme Court of Nevada and may issue when there 
is no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy at law. See, State v. Second  
Judicial District Court ex. rel. County of Washoe, 11 P.3d 1209, 

Nev. 	(2000). 

A writ of mandamus is issued to compel performance of an act which 
the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting from an office, trust 
Or station. See, Lewis v. Stewart, 619 P.2d 1212, 96 Nev. 846 (1980). 

A writ of mandamus may issue to control arbitrary or capricious 
excercise of discretion. See, Barnes v. Eighth Judicial District Court  
of the State of Nevada, in and for Clark County, 748 P.2d 483, 103 
Nev. 679 (1987). 

This Court has also held that the action being sought to be 
compelled must be one already required by law. See, Mineral County v.  
State, Department of conservation and Natural Resources, 20 P.3d 800, 

Nev. 	(2001). 

Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle for challenging contested 
orders entered by the District Court. See, Angell v. Eighth Judicial  
District court in and for the county of Clark, 839 P.2d 1329, 108 
Nev. 923 (1992). 

It has also been held that a writ of mandamus is proper when the 
petitioner raises urgent and important issue[s] of law requiring 
clarification by the Supreme Court. See, Falcke v. Douglas County, 
3 P.3d 661, 	Nev. 	(2000). 
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WHEREFORE, all of the above stated reasons, Petitioner/Plaintill; respectfully requests this 

Honorable Court to Order  T 6LL,/13 20441C(6 

to 

within a reasonable amount of time as requital by N.R.S. 34.330. 

DATED this 2day of 

Respectfully submitted, 

, 200 

Petitioner/Plaintiff 

Mirigg" /.41 
4 4 _IllIWilnrar/Mffrir 

DATED this (42—day of 	(C/4/5!-- 	, 20013' 

7et-2741f 

CONCLUSION 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

I hereby certify pursuant to N.R.C.P. 5(b) that I am the Petitioner/Plaintiff in the foregoing 
Petition for Writ of Mandamus, and that on this  14:day of  Odle/ , 200ffl did serve 
a true and correct copy of the above mentioned document, by giving it to a prison official at the Ely State 
Prison to deposit in the U.S. Mail, sealed in an envelope, postage pm-paid, and addressed as follows: 

oRrif"--  ner/PlaintilT 	 yiest_ 


