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% . Afllnked K1m d1d ﬁle a pet1tlon Case number 68761 (stlll pendlng) and a Jomtpetrt'

N | v_f corrupt1on in the Jud1c1al branch of the state of Nevada and the Var1ous adm1n.' trat1ve

~ 1| case.

' ' Jomt one W1th K1m and Don Clausen and Steven Dempsey The 1ssues were and., are "

'-’"'W1th Donald Clausen number 69302 (d1spos1tlon ﬁled) Krm 1s a actlve pro se- i

B

: 11t1gator mn h1s own cases: and is an 1nvest1gat1ve Journal1st 1nvest1gat1ng close up,

| _,Vjofﬁces of Var1ous courts K1m 18 operat1ng under the god glven rlght*to freedom‘ofl'f

9| ;':the press that 1s RECOGNIZED ‘in the u. S Constltutlon Please »‘note th_

"'gwen rlght that 1s recogn1zed by corporeal ent1t1es in any v }type of.. phy

:'man1festatlon such as a parchment paper book or electron1c deV1ce 'd ,es ot_:r ;

__that it or1g1nated from corporeal belngs i.e. “humans That as. such K1m
. 'obta1ned a great amount of 1ncr1m1nat1ng 1nformatron and ev1dence that 1s 1mp}
";to this pet1tlon for rehearlng en banc Larry recogn1zes and apprec1ates Krm research;._«

17 f"and Work that should be and is. of assrstance in brrnglng clar1ty to the' 58

: Both Larry and K1m exhaustlvely 1nvest1gated the transcr1pt 1ssue byl

21 ,jllnterV1eW1ng the Henderson Court adm1n1stator and contract transcr1pt1on1st

| 1dent1ﬁed by the c1ty court K1m further has: collected supportlng 1nformatlon from
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. : bel1eve l1ke Mart1n Luther K1ng that “a ‘man [or woman] [or a Judge] shoulds be

21 ,:ruled that the “10 day rule appl1es and it is the obl1gat1on of the lower Cou off

'have been presented in a reply had this court not wrongfully den1ed the mot1on to

Afile areply.

below and any. exh1b1ts attached to th1s request and made pursuant to NRAP 40A

_"‘Douglas is the “ﬁrst Afrlcan Amer1can Just1ce in Nevada S h1story” Larry and K1m|*':

Judged by the content of the1r character not by the color of the1r sk1n” Nor should
one be Judged other than by the1r character or acc1dent of b1rth In po1nt of fact all of
- :}us are decendents of Noah who h1mself isa decendant of Adam i iy
;L S1nce_Larry‘ and Kim are asking for En Banc reyiew.DOuglas will be oneofthe

1 Justlces hear1ng th1s pet1tlon

‘:record to prov1de a transcr1pt within 10 days.”. See Exh1b1t 3 of MOTION TO

' ‘F ILE A REPLY TO “RESPONDENT CITY OF HENDERSON‘S ANSWER TO

Th1s request is based on all of the papers on ﬁle in th1s matter and the case

JUSTICE MICHAEL DOUGLAS AND THE EN BANC PETITION ANDl Fitid

TO ALL THE OTHER JUSTICES

As stated in the Nevada Supreme court's webs1te Justice Douglas Here1naﬁ

Douglas showed such good character when n 2003 in case 03Cl91537 Douglas

| ;PRO N SE PETITION __FOR ___ wRIT o) i




Y

"f‘:-PROHIBITION/MANDAMUS/CERTIO]RARI” ThlS is attached as .EthbIt l
. | r

;PEB (petItlon en banc) for the court's convenience. Judges Pavhkows 'If.and Loehrer ‘5

',i‘also had such character and ruled the same as Douglas in 1998 and 2000 respectrvely L

| ‘:ﬁSee Exhlblts 1 and 2-of Exh1b1t l PEB That the lO day rule of NRS89 30 as|

Clear an'd‘mu'st be follO'wed! S

Douglas and thrs ent1re court must recogmze that the very nature of Judg
: : EE ‘

i rooted in b1b11cal hrstory and God will Judge all accordIng to. their. works ultImatel’

- S - YT Y R O S

and 18 the supreme court in the truest sense Douglas knew in: 2003 th correct]
| ideclsIon as' to th1s Issue The law has not changed smce Doug‘asf- :
13 : ':PaVlll(OWSl(l and Loehrer have ruled correctly about the “10 day rule” pursuant o

:NRS 189 030

17} and the petrtlon for rehearlng Larry and K

i:thlngs Wlll not be merc1ful”

Soll DENIAL OF RIGHT TO FILE A REPLY AFTER MOTION FOR VITHE SAME o

“a) AND HYPOCRISY OF CLAIMING ISSUE WAS RAISED FOR.: '

ON APPEA.L] S

24 | B il In the order denymg rehearIng a: panel of thIs court complalned that::“This|

25 argument is Improper because 1t 1s rarsed for, the ﬁrst tIme 1n thls court on;




- ,

.;'Thls is laughable s1nce the ﬁl1ng of a reply vas denled Th1s courtfh

fessent1ally

: »shown that neglectmg to ﬁle a reply can be fatal to an appeal In Colton V. Murph,

71 Nev 7l (1955) 279 P2d 1036 ThlS court d1smrssed an appeal rullng that-the v

; fallure to ﬁle a reply const1tuted a {‘clear concess1on by appellants that there 1s merlt
: '.1n respondents posmon” Colton at 1036 Larry and K1m belleve that the dem

| }th1s court to ﬁle a reply espemally when a pubhshed oplmon 1s ant101pated by 1ssu1ng ;

R AR TR N A SR S

an advanced oplmon makes worthy of a'compl‘a_mt‘t'o” the pc'vommrs_sil_on;on_ ]

: Ldlscrplme “NCJD” for violating fnore than | one ‘c"anoni.a‘n_dvf; rule aswellas
,,,-preamble. : - R |
: 13 £ In dec1d1ng to 1ssue a publrshed opinion t'his:courtﬂby:\its own rulescanonlydso

'71f1t

- (A) Presents an 1ssue of ﬁrst 1mpression,;

(B) Alters modrﬁes or 51gn1ﬁcantly clarlﬁes a rule of law prev1ouslwa
, announced by the court; or..

B | (03] Involves an issue of public 1mportance that has appllcatlon beyond :
19 z;,the partles ”NRAP 36(c)(1)l ‘ x

}?‘0 1 ThlS issue m thls case Was not. brought to the court by llcensed attorneys yet the :

:panel dec1ded under NRAP 36 the dec1s1on Was Worthy of publ1sh1ng;; There cannot

23 .be much doubt that the panel would have granted llcensed attorneys to le a' eply
.'upon a motlon for the same Thus canon 1 rule 1 1 and 1 2 and canon 2 rule 2.2 and

’ 2 3 are clearly VIolated by deny1ng I',arry the rrght to ﬁle a reply
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”been allowed The panel in deny1ng a reply substantlally sa1d‘-f,f':?_ ‘A
‘attorney's reply could be of benefit to this court .,i_'n‘-makinQ.L'a,gde’c‘is"i’on'—lio‘_vyéy"e‘“v’.
‘as 2 pro se, _absolutely nothing you can present ma <»"répiv..tha’t-féd'iiidl’fllié"~6f- ,

fa"s’s"istance to u‘sinvmaking ‘our d’é‘cisidn. Th1s posmon v1olates more than one rule

,,";of the Nevada Code of Jud1c1al Conduct “Code” as well as the preamble The pa ‘l
‘ ;:gshould therefore 1mpose mformal self d1sc1pl1ne and apologlze publlcly for refu ng :

ot | to allow a reply to be ﬁled in add1t1on to the reversal of the publ1shed oplmo

| ;’dlsobeys the total statutory language for |

f_courts of record to the d1str1ct court on an

“No part of a statute should be rendered meamngless and that th1“
- will not: read statutory language in |a ‘manner that produces abs

and the court 1s requlred to look at the statutory scheme as. a whole and not-in a|

restr1cted or. lsolated fashlon Larry an d K pteTE

Based on Larry and Klms extens1ve review of th1s court's h1stor1 cal-dock

_beyond any doubt that had Larry been a l1censed attorney that .a ;r »
| .

‘unreasonable results” Bank of Nevada v Petersen ; Nev: adv'"f';O'olnlho
N 66568 see- also Grlffin AA OceamcI Contractors. Inc 468 - U:S. 564
o '(1982) 102 S Ct. 3245 :

B The ‘pan'el‘s explanat‘i"on'in the declsion and order denymg rehearmg is r1d1culous "




e | }dellberately w1theld parts of the record from the court' -

E show the court""that the 'decision" was and is 1ncons1stent w1th the statutory ”scheme as

‘~a whole and renders other parts meanlngless and absurd' Rt
L l g

'?For the- above same reasons th1s petrtlon for En Banc revrew is entlrely ‘and}

31 ,"'ithoroughly warranted : I

vfoverlooked and re1terat1ng the record below espec1ally when the respond'v

It was thls court that stated in 1ts Order ‘Dlrectlng Answer that Braham V. D ri :
,'-'Court 103 Nev 644 747 P.2d 1390 (1987) was legal authorlty

(holdrng that “when a Just1ce s courlt dec1s1on is appealed the |ust1'”

_ the peace sends the. case to the dlstrlct court’ wnthln ten' davs‘: nd,th"
“costs of transmission can properly be assesed to :the - non-in lige
i ,appellant”) Order d1rect1ng Answer page 2 footn ote 3 (emphas1s added)

| It was th1s court that brought up the FJDCR for the ﬁrst tlme m the caseeln footnote ;

f;4 show1ng that the F1rst Jud1c1al D1str1ct Court had a rule that paralleled NRS 189

I i:whlch screams the respondent and the pet1tloner should address th1s"

| ° Th1s court 1tself stated “If after reV1ew of the answer a reply IS deeme necessa

1 "th1s court w1ll prov1de Sparks an opportunlty to ﬁle a reply ” See footnote;, of Or ler
:vd1rect1ng Answer Yet Larry made a speclﬁc request to ﬁle :an “ans i

BE | :’concrete ev1dence that Larrys reply and the ~_1nforr“nat1_on_‘con_tain:, G




‘posmon as well as the FJD rule and rpractlce of prepanng and transmlttln

The panel 1tself ordered the real party 1n 1nterest to among other thlngs to submlt R

| | |
o :‘“docket entrles” See Order d1rect1ng Answer page 2 hnes 7- 8 Yet they d1d not' It' '

s
I

ﬁhng of this subm1551on for an 1ssue that is so clear cut Larry and K1m andf others ;

.:,;posmon” L

»:,,THE' PANEL RULING LEAVES A PAT

fAND CASE LAW BASED ON LEGIS]

f ';INVITES AND DEMANDS FUTURE JUDICIAL LEGISLATIN

{THE COURT REVERSES THE PANEL DECISION AND LEAVES}:




| ;:supplled a copy of the Frrst Jud1c1a1 D1str1ct Court fee schedule See Exhlblt 6PR of

i "_,some othe fee knows that that is the MAXIMUM that can be charged in total”} Yet

1
\
l
l
l
|

LEGISLATING TO THE LEGISLATURIE

| ,jpreparatlon and transcrlpt on appeal is $25 See NRS 4 060(1)(]) and that the fee 4

» j’»’schedule must be* posted in.a consprcuous place See NRS 4.130; Larry and K1m

,: ';a":the J o1nt Pet1t1on for Rehearmg ﬁled Jul 25 2016

Th1s court's convoluted theory appears to be the court can charge the $25‘? and

' ~then send the appellant to a prlvate transcrlptlomst too ,pay ‘an addltlonal 'hundred-for

31 n rnore‘ —dollars 'If th1s is the case th1s wOuld mean: that the Munlclpal -Courts or:Justicel|-

courts could take NRS 4. 060(1)(m) “hor preparlng any copy of any record o

1611 proceedlng or paper for each page $.50” and say to an appellant “YES PAY.US 0

VYCENTS FOR EACH PAGE FOR COPl[ES BUT WE WILL GIVE'YOU"THE 5

o | V;NUMBER FOR KINKOS COPIES CALL THEM AND YOU ~WILL PAY

| ANOTHER 10 CENTS PER PAGE TO KINKOS”
» Th1s would be an absolute absurd result The obV1ous purpose of the fee sched:

_‘_‘and the postlng of the same is sO that an appellant or someone pay1ng.ffor cop1es or

5| :_fthe panel S pos1tlon is that the Henderson court can charge the $25 and the mun1c1pa




"result 8
. |
l

Addltlonally, in the J 01nt Pet1t10n for Rehearlng Larry and K1m proved-:_that :

lthe FIDj 1n fact is followrng NRS 189 and patterned therr rule 33 after NRS 189'::1-
. “Rule 33 Appeals to Dlstrlct Corurt»m crnmlnal matters fromff-‘

| Justlce Court and Mumcnpal Court.

l. Pursuant to NRS. 189:010 for appeals from proceedmgs n the

~ . Justice Court and pursuant to NRS 266.595. and NRS 5.073: for appeals.;
;from proceedlngs in the Carson City Mun1c1pal Court, a Notice of Appeal
* - _.in"a criminal ‘action tried before a sttrce of the Peace or the. Munrc1pal
'Court Judge must be filed within 10 days from the entry of the judgment..

- 2.- At the time of filing of the Notrce of Appeal the appellant' ha

,_fj’Munlcrpal ‘Court shall transmrt to the Clerk of the D1strrct
. transcript of the case, all other papers relatlng to the case and : tifiec
- copy of'its docket of the case w1th1n lO days after the Notrce of Ap )
o filed:
.. 4. Pursuant to NRS 189.065 or NRS 5. 073 the appellant ‘mus
- .. perfect his or her appeal by hav1ng the -appeal set for hearlng'b‘
- " District Court within 60 days after the Notice of Appeal is filed. = -~
5. The appellant shall file his or her br1ef within 30 days after the -
‘matter is set for hearing, provided the written transcript - of - th
. proceedings has been prepared and filed: with the District’ Court-and -
s :,,prov1ded to the parties.. The respondent shall ﬁle h1s or her opposmg br1ef
0 within 20- “days thereafter -and any reply br1ef by the appellant shall be_; ;
‘f]-'ﬁled within 10 days thereafter. - = | SR
[Added effectlve OctoberS 2009;]”

i | v_absurd' The court is requlred by precedent and CON[MON SENSE not to 1nterpret

| 'statutes ina Way that would make parts of the statute meanmgless or create an absurd




A f;trans__m1ss1on can properly be assesed to the non-1nd1gent appellant”) Th1s ﬁrst state

“ assess $25 requlred by the fee schedule Please not1ce how the hold1ng language a

Please note however that Rulle 33(3) m1stakenly c1tes NRS 189 065 when 1t sho df

_ be NRS 189, 030' Larry and K1m subm1tted authentlcated ema11s back and forth

o , between Max Cortes the FIDC adm1n1strator and Klm that proves that NRS 189"" d It

5| the1r Rule 33 is be1ng regularly followed by the FJDC as a matter of rout1ne

In the Order deny1ng rehearlng the panel says

] [

.v_'.'.-fz“‘Sparks readlng of these statutes 1gnores the 1nterplay_:, , ,
.. 4.410(setting forth.the guidelines for ‘compensation . for preparv on ‘of:
- transcripts):and NRS 4, 060(1)(]) settlng forth the fee for preparatlo and
| B transmittal of transcr1pts on appeal) and i ignores the holding in Braha)
v, Fourth Judicial Dist. Court, 103 Nev. 644, 647, 747 P.2d. 1390 1392':'
(1987 holdmg that'a non- mdlgent misdemeanor- appellant may b :
LU requlred to pay for the costs of transcrlpts)” (emphas1s added) Lk

1 :-Flrst not1ce how the panel changes what the- court held in Braham "lom th or

51| d1rect1ng answer and the denlal of the petlthIl for rehear1ng where *Br

.;}‘stated as (holdlng that “when a Just1ce s court dec1s1on is- appealed the 'lustlce

‘:neace sends the case -to the: dlstrlct court w1thln ten davs and the cos
S ~ ‘ ’ :

_’—;holdmg of _B&ha_m means that accordlng to the fee schedule the Just1ce couldﬁ

_> changed by the panel to attempt to change the reahty of the hold1ng
| Assess1ng any more than $25. would mean sanctlons and poss1blef v

i
|

ﬁ’;Justlce'for-tnng togcha‘rge_j ,m‘ore than the fee schedule.;See; NRS 4080

oo




| /charge any fee that 1s not authorlzed by law ) and NRS 4 120 Pumshmen

| '.fpeace to charge only fees authorlzed by laW A J_ustlce of the peace‘shal not{

; ﬁtakmg excessive fees If any Justlce of the peace shall take more or greater fees}
_ ;than are allowed by law the JUSthC of the peace shall be llable to 1nd1ctment ‘and’ onf
| lconthlon shall be removed from ofﬁce and ﬁned 1n any sum not exceedlng $1 00.

' To cla1m that “Sparks lgnores the 1nterplay between NRS 4 4

e1ther have an employee prepare the transcrlpt at no add1tlonal cost than salary'

i fﬂhlre a compensated transcrlptlonlst How is that for not 1gnor1ng the 1nterplay‘7

;.If an appellant wants to stand on the statute and demand to pay no‘m re ‘than -

,-$25 he or she must be allowed to' And a dlstrlct court Judge nor th1s court'should :

1’. | Jud1c1ally leglslate If those of the supreme court w1sh 1t otherw1se' than "ask;the

51 ;leglslature to CHANGE THE LAW"




o the dlstr1ct court level an appellant at the FJDC KNOWS-~-WHAT FEES‘ ‘MUST BE

So what was sa1d up above the court 1s already domg Mlsstatlng' c e-.‘_law to e

: on appeal where the court :has appomted an attomey or. when”:'th
- defendant isin pro se. The court contacts a certlﬁed court renorter and

and forwards to the Dlstrlct Court

; A transcrlpt for c1v11 or small cla1ms cases are pa1d for by the'p
5 ‘the case (empha51s added) T :

For conven1ence Larry and K1m attach th1s ema11 as exh1b1t 2 PEB
'Ihe court can see that the FJDC uses a certlﬁed court reporter and does not chargef

al ‘.‘_'1nd1gents or pro se htlgants Thrs further means that even before an app‘ellant gets to]:

ID FOR THE APPEAL"

_;In the courts order den1a1 of the wr1t the panel sa1d
- “...the. dlstrlct court may require a non1nd1gent mlsdemeanor appellant to
- obta1n and pay for transcrlpts for a mlsdemeanor appeal e

| vHere the panel 18 saylng that the appellant cannot rely on clear statutory' languae

| as to the $25 and may have to wa1t after other fees are already pa1d toha

court Judge order an appellant to pay‘-j unknown fees:when the fee sch du

;:what fees are the max1mum that ‘can be charged for preparatlon




. _ 5 Justlces are subJect to dlSClplll‘le up to even removal from the NCJD fo

CONCLUSION

The panel of thlS court takes a statutory scheme that places a. clear burden o the :

! k‘“the mun1c1pal court . W1th1n ten days” sens

:'ROUTINELY BY STATUTE AND RULE DOES THIS'

The underpmmng of State V. O'Donnell 98 NeV 305 646 P2d 1217 (1982),15 that :

1t 1s the burden of the court to prepare and ﬁle the transcr1pt w1th the Dlstrlct Court

| »ThlS court's declslon is. contary to clear law and the due proces clause -of the

| ,._‘Federal const1tutlon NRS 189 and the supportlng statutory scheme creates his}

B federally protected llberty 1nterest The ﬁlll court must rehear the: issue. enbanc recal

i the panel op1nlon and 1ssue an op1nlon that is cons1stent w1th the law

Al ';j'Thls 1ssue 1s S0 clear cut that Larry and K1m w1ll ﬁle complalnts w1th the'iN IDl

21| ;::unless the panel declslon is reversed Unllke the U S Supreme Cou“
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' 'law SO’ clear “Justlce” Douglas and all other Justlces that “stlck w1th” the pan""_l

'and Kim call spec1ﬁcally on you Just1ce -Douglas to h01ld to. that same truth you‘ eld :

: :'to in the d1str1ct court many years ago To further actasa champlon for that trut and :

'unfalr unJust and contrary to clear law To further tell the Justrces that'1f t y do

rule cons1stent W1th how you prevrously ruled in the d1str1ct court._:‘_ | at y_

: AWlll refer them to the NCJD' See Del Pana v Steffen 915 P2d 215 (Nev 1996)

T(Justlces can refer others to the NCJD

' !}thmg here or you Wlll be Judged by God h1mself for domg that Wh1ch cal

-'_unJust

‘ f;excuse better one man should d1e- rather than a yvhole nat1on berlsh You have 1
- author1ty ¥ Ghange the i an‘df; the- NCJD-:h‘as}-"an 1ndependent r1ghttodeterm1
;yvhat is .Wlllful m1sconduct and is estab11shed by the I\levada "Constltutlon -}Surely
;vdlsobeylng a clear lawv and 1ssu1ng a dec1s1on that encourag‘es other Judges o-render|.-
;parts of the statutes meanmgless or absurd would be w111ful ‘m‘1sconduct ‘Rule

f ‘:Comphance W1th the law “A Judge shall comply w1th the law 1nclud1n" the Code of

'Would clearly be Vlolatlng rules and subJect to NCJD sanct1ons for domg S0. Larry

obv1ous dec1s1on and to convince all the other Justlces that the panel de01s1on 1s

| Justlce Douglas and all you other Just1ces for your consc1ence sak

Cons1der that the Sanhedrm opted to dellver one man for condemnatlon with the




o 5determ1ne what the laW is. Otherw1se the Nevada Supreme Court Justlces can never

| 'Judiéiarc’oﬁduct

Therefore 1t is clear that NCJD has an 1ndependent constltutlonal authorlty' to

3 1 be dlsc1p11ned for Vlolatlons of law For the. Justlces could overrule the commlssmn ,

DATED thlS 7th day of September 2016

"Lawrence Sparks '. S | ,Klm Blandlno
1817 Arrowhead Trail . CO441N16"St
' _Henderson Nevada 89002 - L vLas vegas NV 89101

(714) 391- 3766 o - -.'(70_2)_.-219-5657,»




| That I am the Petltloner in. th1s matter that I have have read the foregomg, and

v ,;matters I belleve them to be true

R RS - NER T R T I &

. :}but to acknowledge the rule of law as wrltten

| ,}authentlcatron of those documents and that K1m has shown to be rehable 1n§3«7"bta1n1ng

.-idocumentary ev1dence In:my dealmgs w1th h1m

: malhng a copy to the followmg

STATEMENT UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY BY LAWRENCE«SP RKS
- INSUPPORT OF THE PETITION AND CERTIFICATE OE SERVIC

I, 'Lawrence Sparks'do hereby state under penalty of per_]ury the -folloWin’g:;‘f": o

ithe same is true and correct except as. to those matters of be11ef and as to hose
That th1s pet1t10n 1s not meant to vex, harass or - for any other 1mproper purpose' :

That the attached exh1b1ts were obta1ned by K1m and I am relylng on his|

Dated and 51gned th1s 7th day of September 2016




21 followmg

_:Steveen Gr1erson CEO/Clerk
5|| 8" Judicial Dist. Ct. - |
e --'200 S. Third St. -

o -TL"""Sf»'Vegas Nv. 89115

- ; 1243 Water St,
"Q;Henderson NV 89015

i s gt s 70

Respectfully Submltted under penalty of perjury and certlﬁcate of serv1ce :t :

S _The Henderson Munrc1pa1 Court
,‘ ~ The Honorable Mark J. Stevens
- 243 Water St., 3 Floo :

s Henderson NV 89015

e The Honorable Ro

. 8" Judicial Dist. Ct. Dept 32 |
.+ 200 Lewis Ave. 3" Floo'r Rm C
85 Las Vegas NV 8915

i }‘The Henderson Munlclpal Court Clerk

 day of September, 2016

That | arniAniicus:Curi'aef -’i'n"'-this’rnatter th'atflv haVe have read"'u

those matters I beheve them to be true S -

" petltlon and the same is true and correct except as to those matters of behef dasto




That th1s entry 1nto th1s case 1s not meant tovex harass or for any other 1mp C
j ~purpose
That only due to emergency c1rcumstances Klm was not able to Jo1n an

5| 'Petltloner in th1s matter orlglnally as Larry and I were _]Oll’ltly trying t

t1ssues in the lower courts together 'and,“ d1d speak w1th the court adm1n1 rators and

o | "prlvate transcrlptlomst company




IBIT 1PE 2o

~ EXHIBITIPEB



—

- - R Y S

T T o S S S S
T T I S

ok
\8 -

NN NN N o -
.® . Q2 & & U N R

;AND THE HONORABLE MARK STEVENS

Réspondexits, _  ' o
:CITY OF HENDERS ON
Real Party in Interest

ok
SO0

[ d
[— T

'PROHIBITION/MANI)AMU SICERTIORARI”

- COMES NOW LAWRENCE SPARKS Petltloner to file this MOTION TO FILE Al

S rzcwas
LAS VEGAS DRUP BOX
CLERK OF Sw PREMEC GURT _

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STAzﬁﬁ; %ﬁ &%\?MAW
LAWRENCB SPARKS N . sC Docket No. 69073
Petltloner ST i '
- FEB 11 2016 oA

| ROB BARE DISTRICT JUDGE EIGHTH JUDICIAL >
DISTRICT COURT ; STEVEN GRIERSON, - oo % L
'CLERK OF THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT LA A

COURT;HENDERSON CLERK OF THE MUNICIPAL [ PO

ANSWER _TO __ PRO SE__PETITION _ FOR.' WRIT _ OF|

REPLY TO “RESPONDENT Foi ' OF HENDERSON'S ANSWER TO PRO SELf o
PETITION EQRY OF'PROHIB_ITIOJN/MANDAMUS/ ERTIORARI” . |
= Ep. . |

FEB 11 2015 o ',Q,o;,'b’z;

OLERK OF GUPREME CQURT
~DEPUTY CLERK ’
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.makes th1s speclfic request to file a Reply based on good reasons.

-'dlstnct court Judge Pavllkowskl (“Pav1hkowsk.1”) hearing a mlsdemeanor appeal

N
N

Thxs court in the order. d1rect1ng an Answer ant1c1pated the poss1bllty of .

Petmoner ﬁlmg a reply in footnote 5 page 2. Petltloner now havmg seen the Answer : .

Flrst only after Petltloner's petition was dep081ted in the “drop bo at the Las

Vegas Regional J ustlce Center on Oct 27, 2015 and after the supplement deposxted inf--"

the “drop box” on November 9, 2015 did certain 1mportant documents just reoently -
come into petitioner's hands that aré very relevant to a proper deterrmnatlon to the L

1ssue at hand.

- Exhlblt 1 attached is a copy of a certlﬁed copy ofa Declslon and Order by then .

case # C145221 cltes in h1s Order two of the cases that the C1ty of Henderson S

(“Cﬂy”) cites in the1r Answer Braham \A Dlstmct Court 103 Nev 644 74’7 P2d o

_1390 (1987) pages 9,15,16 of Answer and State \A O'Donne!l 98 Nev. 305 646 P2d i

1217 (1982) Page 14 of Answer both exactly on point to this very transcnpt issue.
PthkOWSkl cites the cases w1th the correct context unllke the City does in. the1r
Answer.

Pavhkowskx put the proper burden on the Muni. Court to transmit the tmnscnpt o

' pursuant to NRS 189.030. and reserved ruhng on NRS 19. 013(4) as to whether the|]

appellant even had to pay for a transcmpt at all

Exhlbxt 2 attached isa copy ofa certlﬁed copy of an Order To Provxde Transcrlpt

2
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'31gned by then Judge Loehrer (“Loehrer”) hearmg a mlsdemeanor appeal case # ;v o
‘C164390 and the correspondmg mmutes Although Loehrer does not state the basis o

| of the order in the order, the -minutes state clearly that

- €M Watkms advised believes the City has to provide the transcrlpt and
referred to Nevada revised statute, 189.030. Court reviewed statute and
. advised the. City has to .provide ‘the transcript, however, cost can be

X assessed at the end of the proceedings.”

Loehrer subsequently ordered the transcnpt to be provided by the Crty of Las o |

'Vegas »

' . EXhlblt 3 attached is a copy of a certlﬁed copy of mmutes in another ',

mlsdemeanor appeal Case #03C191537 by then district Judge Mrchael Douglas

_ “Douglas”) The minutes are quite. clear

“Court stated its findings, and ORDERED the 10-day rule- apphes and 1t
- is the obligation of the lower Court of record to provide a_
' w1thm 10 days.” (emphasrs added)

Then drstnct Judge Douglas is iow a Supreme Court Just1ce made the foregomg :

mlmg in 2003 the law has- not changed in any regard from Pavhkowskx's ruling inf B

1998 through 2003 and even to the present. Most 1nterest1ngly the Respondent inthe]

case in wlnch Douglas was s1ttmg was the C flf! OF HEN])ERSO N itselfl

The Clty did not ask for reconsrderatlon of Judge Douglas' dects1on nor seek relxef S

w1th this court. The law was and is clear. as to who's burden it is to supply the

transcript, on misdemeanor 2 appeals, therefore the City had no argument.

T3
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Petlttoner requests that this- court take Judxclal notice of the foregolng exhibits and
the cases presented

Petltloner should be allowed to file a reply and submlt case law and the _—

'appropnate support so that: tlns court can make a ﬁlll and 1nformed decision of thls o

very 1mportant issue that affects hundreds of rmsdemeanor appellants in the state of .

Nevada evrey year. Except, that Petrtloner requests that this court state in its order|

‘allowmg a reply that petitioner does not need to respond to Argument I. (This Court -

lacks jurlsdlctlon to en’tertam a writ of prohibition or manda‘musrin'this' casef

. smce 1t orlgmated fromi mumclpal court proceedmgs) Or II. (Thns Court lacks :
Junsdrctlon to entertain a'writ of certmrarx as neither the mumclpal copurt nor|

the Dlstnct Court passed upon the Constltutlonallty or validity of any statute orf -

ordmance related to this case. ) As both are fnvolous on their face |

. AS to Argument 1. Sta-te V. O'Donnell‘ above is a mandamus . where mandamus :, '
was granted in an issue dlrectly mvolvmg NRS' 189.030 and this court addressed the
ments even though an Answer was not filed. The case law has not changed and| -

O'Donnell 1s still good law and a case the Clty actually cites in the1r Answer

As to Argument II. Braham is a case the City also cites and in Braham Certloran :

was granted and Braham was not decided not on consﬁutronahty but Just on the
langauge and statutory constructlon of NRS 189.030 and supportmg statutory

scheme
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-Lawrence Sparks
K 17 Arrowhead Trail

01| Henderson, Nevada 89002
(714)391-3766

So both ar'gum_ents are frivolous |

CONCLUSION

For the foregomg reasons Petrtloner respectﬁxlly requests that. he be allowed to ‘_ s
filea reply to the Answer except that Petrtloner inot need to respond to Argument I or ..;-';5_ T

'Argument II. Or in the altematlve to grant such 1other relief as is proper and Just_.

TED thls day of February, 2016

%MA,
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CERTIFICATE OF“SERVICE’

I the under31gned hereby certlfy that serv1ce of the foregomg

MOTION TO FILE A ‘REPLY. -TO “RESPON])ENT CITY OF

HENDERSON'S ANSWER TO PRO SE PETITION FOR WRIT OF

PROHIBITION/MANDAMUS/CERTIORARI” was accomphshed by deposrtlng 0 L

a COPY ﬁfS'f-ClaSS postage prepald in the U. S Ma11 on the % day- of February 4‘ :'
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Steveen Grierson, CEO/Clerk
8" Judicial Dist. Ct.

200 S. Third St.

Las Vegas, Nv. 89115

The Hendersqn Mumc1pal Court Clerk
243 Water St..
Henderson, Nv. 89015
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. The Henderson Muhicii:aal}Cdurc 1
_ The Honorable Mark J. Stevens

243 Water St., 3 Floor
Henderson, Nv 89015

The Honorable, RobBare
8" Judicial Dist. Ct. Dept32 o
200 Lewis Ave. 3" Floor, Rm 3C |
Las Vegas, Nv. 89155 -
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Appellant-Defendant, S
SR ' DEPT. NO: e

DOGKET NO: “B*

5

F LAS VEGAS, NEVADA,

Raspﬁndem-,p{aiﬁﬁ@

10 hourof 9:00 o%clock |-
‘ eii!ﬁ‘fépbés‘gntééilb}*rcspe'c{iiier-couns'cl and having-revieﬁvediﬂiczﬁlé. and}_rgz;ﬁ?_ he: |

ricts, grzod’.ca'use.va_ppc:&ring.-:ir'iie,




Th'zt {he Municipil Court of the City of Las Viegas has 30'days ﬁom the. date

of this. “Eecxszon and. Order" todransmit the trial transcript to the clerk of the:district court.

1811 Submiited by:

)1 JoHN GLENN WATKINS, SO/,
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‘ responsiblhty for the payment of said trial transeript upon resolution of this appeal,

"W,d,,, 6/ /44,

tidritdy ‘
,Depw‘:jtrdG.Polesld(Baer .6455)
: .;B?aw ewartAvenue,NinﬂnFloor ' S
" Las Vegad, Nevada 89101 : C&L
i aoz)m-mn : S ouERk ?‘
. . A
T DISTRICT COURT
o * CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
- MILAN SELAKOVIC,
Appellant-Defendant, | CaseNo. C164390
- . : Dept. No. XV
s, _
CITY OF LAS VEGAS, NEVADA,
. Resnondent-l’lnmtlff
: This matter havmg coms bel'ore the Etghth Judicial Dnstnct Court by way of appeal from the
convxcﬁon ol'Appellam-Defendan!, MILAN SELAKOVIC, inthe Mumc:pal Court of the City of Las Vegas, |-

mecm havxng been set for Initial Appearance on the 17th day of March 2000, theAppellant-Defendam not 1

beinz preseat and being represented by John Watkms, Esq, Respondent-Plaintiff being mpresented by
Patrick Ferguson, Deputy City Attorney, the Court having considered Appellant-Defendant's oral motion to
mqmre the Las Vegas Municipal Coun to provide the trial transcript;

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED that the Las Vegas Municipal Court shall order and mmally pay for the

! trial transcript in this matter without prejudiceto this Coun's exercise of further Juﬁsdiclion 25 to ultimate |

DATED this éHM"day of March 2000,

|

Edward G. Poleski
400 E, Stewart Ave., 9th Floor
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101 7
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: 22? '-'?‘Mahl Qomsn_! Logout My Account Search'Menu New District CriminaliCivil Search Refine | - ovion - District Courts Images Help

REGISTER OF ACTIONS .
_ Case No, 80C164390
Las Vegas Clty Of , Plalntiff(s) ve Milan Selekavic, Defendant(s) § _ Criminal Appeal -
: [ ") § Case Type: - izdemenncr
§ Date Filed: 01/20/2000 o
§ _Location: Department Unassigned
§ Cross-Reference Case  C164390 o
H . Number .
§ . ‘Defondant’s Scope ID#: 354027
§ Lower Court Case Number  C-377034-A
. — PARTY INFORMATION . ) L‘
T " Toad
Dafendant Setakovic, Milan Johnm
; Agency Numbers . . o : Reldlned
354027 Scopa ID Subject Identifler N ) - 7023831008(W)
* Plaint - Las Vegas City OF _ : : Bradford R. Jatblc
. Other Agency Numbers : . , Rolalned
Scope D Subject Kentifer | 7022268201W)
: - EVENTS & ORDERS OF THE COURT -
03772000 Initial Appoarance (10:00 AW
PR . INITIAL APPEARANCE Court Clelk‘ CINDY HORTON l_:IOW 8y: Loehrer, Selly
oangrzooo 10:00 AM o -
~ Mr. Waikins advised bellaves the has %o e the
" transcript and referred to Nevada cmi'evlsed statm‘.’“
189,030, Court reviewed statute and advised the Clty has
to provide the transcript; howaver, cost can be assessed -
atthe end of the proceedings. ir. Watkins requested a -
t:: m :an:';nee to mdke sure the transeript lsm_
. Mr. uson requested days. COU
. ORDERED, MATTER comnueg%ym?v& DAYS.
v
8 mhunl:ﬁlg://B:\Watkins loehrer orders transcript_aspx.mht 11122015
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03191537 .

DISTRICT COURT

CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
Criminal Appeal - COURT MINUTES July 18,2003 - o
.. _Misdemeanor _ N i S—_—
- 03CI91537 . Henderson City Of )
o +Plaintiffs)vs =~
, . Kurt Milana, Defendznt(s)
' July1s,2003 10:00AM  All Pending Motions

ALL PENDING MOTIONS FOR 7/18/03 Court Clerk: Billie Jo Craig
. Reporter/Recorder: Kit MacDonald Heard By: Michael Douglas -

'PARTIES

 PRESENT:  HendersonCityOf  Plaintiff
' ot Ng LinT. Attorney
Watkins, John G. Attorney

. JOURNAL ENTRIES -

- HENDERSON CITY OF ARGUMENT RE: TRANSCRIPT..HENDERSON CITY
OF STATUS CHECK: SET NEW BRIEFING SCHEDULE ' - -
. Ms. Ng appearinig for the City of Henderson. Court noted matter set for
. argument of transcript, fees, and applicable statutes. Mr. Watkins argued the

City of Henderson should order the transcript and pay for it. Ms. Ng argued

defendant did not make a showing of indigency. Court stated its findings, and
ORDERED, the 10-day rule applies and it is the obligation of the lower Court of

record to provide a transcript within 10 days. The City must transmit the
-transcript to District Court. Then the Court can apply costs to the appropriate
party. The City to order the entire Trial transcript. The Court wili determine
who pays for it. COURT ORDERED, matter CONTINUED to determine when ..
the transcript will be ready and to set a Briefing Schedule. Court directed counsel -
. totalk Thursday to determine a timeframe for a date the transcript will be
completed in order to set a Briefing Schedule, : L o
CONTINUED TO: 7/25/03 10:00 AM STATUS CHECK: BRIEFING SCHEDULE

 PRINTDATE: . 11/18/2015  Pagelof2  MinutesDate: July 18, 2003 /_



03C191537

B a,ﬁ}ﬁ

<‘/ - CERTFIED'C bPY X
MENTATTACHED BA -

AD0 ,
o mebmmﬂus e

PRINT PATE: 11/18/2015 Pége 20f2 Mmutes Date Iuly 18 2003



- .
- . . . .
» . . . . .
) S o ; S
. . . X . 3
. S . , .
N oo . y . . . wr’ .
. « o . N .

. Vo . .
. N
. . . .
.- . .2 .
e e .
g . ! .
.. .
. L3 - t. .
! - IS R . .
. . . - H [} . .
’ . . *
. 2t . B . . . .
. : . « - . ‘ .
. . : . .
M * M . - : . P
- N . : .
. ’ .- . el '
. C. ., . .
: - I - .
. . b FRERS '
: - e .
. et . .
¥ . i
% . - M . ' : . . .
. R e L « oy
‘e
. . . T
. . M . . .
- t M . .
. . . .
.
. ‘. .o,
s = ® ‘ . o .
. . ‘ ] .
y Ll
. : . . . .
. . .
. . .
: . R :
. . i . . . . * '
o .t . V-
.
. P . . - * . .
. a 1 . - .
. . '. . . a
. e ) s " . .
. .. . T
. . -
. s oo e e .
AN
. ’ . . r .
- 0 . -
: . . .
- R . . o,
« . . .
" . . ’ v
Lot J . N . .
. v ce . .
. - A - - .
. . - Y. “ '
. . S .
. .
. -
. .
. -
Lo " , .
. B . R t . .
N % 4 ‘,\\\\ R PR .. :,_..-,
. JParagpaanny C e
N .- 3 .
.
. K .
- :
. . ..
. [T
¥ [
. g
* . * . h .




- - 7 A R T S

ek e e ek |

RN NN N e
&Jaw'wr_—c\o.

N
S ® 3

-y
2

.

[ ond
&

- So both arguments are frivoloujs

CONCLUSI'ON"

| ﬁle a reply to the Answer except that Petitioner not need to reSpond to Argument I or .:,-"_ e

L

Argument IL Or in the alternatlve to:grant such other relief as is- proper and Just. k

DATED this  day of February, 2016.

s Zd,

Lawrence Sparks

1 817 Atrowhead Trail v
| Henderson Nevada 89002
(714) 391§3766-

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I the undersrgned hereby certlfy that service of the foregomg

MOTION TO FILE A REPLY TO_ “RESPONDENT CITY OF_T___,; o

'HENDERSON'S ANSWER T0 PRO SE PETITION FOR WRIT ()F o

: PROHIBITION/MANDAMUS/CERTIORARI” was accomplished by deposrtlng o

a copy ﬁrst-class postage prepard in the U.S. Mail on the %‘A day of February o

- '._k./'r
B

For the foregorng reasons Petltroner respectfully requests that he be allowed to '_-.j;\_'-. '_ ,







RE: Info from Kim Blandino

From: Maxine Cortes <MCortes@carson.ofg>
To: 'Kim Blandino' :
Subject: RE: Info from Kim Blandino

Date: Dec 11, 2015 4:37 PM

' Hello Mr. Blandino, |
" Jolie advised that you spoke to her today. | rie‘ceived your phone me"s'sage.v To answer your question -
about the Carson City Justice Court process! : : ' '

1) The court does not charge defendants! for transcripts for criminal cases on appea!,_wher‘e the .~
court has appointed an attorney or when the defendant is in pro se. The court contactsa - -
certified court reporter and coordinate:s the transcript, pays for the transcript, disburses copies
and forwards to the District Court. | L e

2) A transcript for civil or small claims ca:ses are paid for by the parties in the case. . =~ : -~

, | |
| hope this information assists you. i ‘

Sincerely,

Max Cortes:

Court Administrator

‘First Judicial District Court .
Carson City Justice/Municipal Court
(775) 283-7249 '

From: Kim Blandino [mailto:kim43792@earthiink.net]
Sent: Monday, November 23, 2015 2:48 PM

To: Maxine Cortes

Subject: Info from Kim Blandino

-~ Maxine here is that info | said | would send




