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IN THE .E{GHTI. JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF 'rma K %

STATE OF NEVADA IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF.GLAR
GERROD PEREZ )
Petitioner, _ .
TIME COMPUTATION A-11-15 2822-1)
v. PETITION FOR WRIT

OF HABEAS CORPUS AL
(POSTCONVICTION)

BRI, WILLIANS, Wasdey, HISP eR ARS 3Y,73Y

Respondent.
INSTRUCTIONS:

(1) This petition must be legibly handwntten or typewmten, signed by the petitioner and verified.

(2) Additional pages are not permitted except where notéd or with respect to the facts which you rely upon to
support your grounds for relief. No citation of authorities néed be fumished. If briefs or arguments are submitted,
they shiould be submitted.in the form of a separate memorandum,

(3) If you want an attorney appointed, you must complete the Affidavit in Support of Request to Proceed in
Forma Pauperis. You must have an authbrized officér at the prison complete the certificate as to the amount of
money and securities on deposit to your credit in any account in the institution.

(4) You must name as resporident the person by whom you are confined or restrained. If you are in a specific
institution of the Dcpartmcnt of Corrections, name the warden or head of the institution. If you are not in a specific
institution of the Department but within its custody, name the Director of the Department of Corrections.

(5) You must include all grounds or claims for relief which you may have rcgarding your conviction or sentence.
Failure to raise all grounds in this petition may preclude you from filing future petitions challenging your conviction
and sentence.

(6) You must allege specsf’ c facts supporting the claims in the petition you file seeking relief from any conviction
or sentence. Failure to allege specific facts rather than just conclusions may cause your petition to be dismissed. If
your petition contains a claim of ineffective assistance of counsel, that claim will operate to waive the attorney-
client privilege for the proceeding in which you claim your counsel was ineffective.

(7) When the petition is fully completed, the original and one copy must be filed with the clerk of the state
district court for the county in which you were convicted. One copy must be mailed to the respondent, one copy to
the Attomey General’s Office, and one copy to the district attorney of the county in which you were convicted or to
the original prosecutor If you are challenging your original conviction or senténce. Copies must conform in all
particulars to the original submitted for filing,

PETITION

1. Name of institution and county in which you are presently imprisoned or where and how you are presently
restrained of your liberty: H‘sk Deeed Shude PQ{SQA);C!QRKCW'& ‘3 1 NRY odg

£\
2, Name and location of court which entered the judgment of conviction under attack: EiGHTH T Us\ v

a;s\gsg’g on(l.’r o Ccm’cq Nevada.. (S}gg\ 2 Hoat . \)aleasc \}eqa\ ——

..............

= 3 Date of judgment of conviction: f\%\ l.?z A0S e,
7 4. Case number: G300 \‘b-’J .....

. (a) Length of sentence: :TenCiodueaps 1o %b&)’m&\\)ﬁ (35) £URS. 5(\\,\13 M%ﬁ%\w‘)\ ........
Conseqtive Sentue 6 Temlio) \\@mshh&aﬁ -fe (28) Yeuns
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7. Nature of offense involved in conviction being challenged: &QQN&DQjRQQM\&l%NM\Uﬁ?—OQ
0. Deadly Weegen (eegony A Selowpin olion) oF AR Ak, R00.030., 1931 bS

8. What was your plea? (check one)
{a) Mot guilty ........

(b) Guiliy . ...
{c) Guilty but mentally ili ........

{d) Nolo contendere ........
9. If you entered a plea of guilty or guilty but i’nental[y ill to one count of an indictment or information, and a
plea of not guilty to another count of an indictment or information, or if a plea of guilty or guilty but mentalty ill was

negotiated, give details: "_gg:d}\’k\\@g} N (W"H‘& Plew k\t}ﬁw((’ P on e wih
e Sort Caabadbacdhed 05 an. B A

.......

10. If you were found guilty or guilty but mentally ill after a plea of not guilty, was the finding made by: (check one)
(a) Jury L0 B 9?“ cide
(b) Judge without a jury ..NDY A 9@\\\60\5\5
11. Did you testify at the trial? Yes ......No ... NOY Agaliaile
12. Did you appeal from the judgment of conviction? Yes . X.... NO .......

13, Ifyou did appeal, answer the following;
(a) Name of court: NEUM M. Sy pREYR- COORA'

...........................

e Y Y..m»on)

(b) Case number or citation! ...,

{c) Result: .........

(d) Date of result: .... /

(Attach copy of order or decision, if available.)

-2-
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14. If you did not appeal, explain briefly why you did not: NMA‘){)&‘Q&L\&A@* ........ verereens rrereeserenmasereiesins

seay Ersearreteray versresgane v

15. Other than a direct appeal from the judgment of conviction and sentence, have you previously filed any
petitions, applications or motions with respect to this judgment in any count, state or federal? Yes .X... No ........
16. If your answer to No. [5 was “yes,” give the following information: IUO% Bpte\ku&(e TM\Q [ w[)ﬁzd‘\m e ’)'

(1) Name of court:

{2} Nature of proceeding! ......ovcovmerrnnrrvrnrisonnnnne

........ 1ravey ressenan

{3) Grotpds raised:

{4) Did you receivg an evidentiary hearing on your petition, application of\notion? Yes ........ NO v.e

{5) Result:

{6) Date of result: \

erene

basear

-------

(4) Did you'geceive an evidentiary hearing on your pstition, application or motion? Yes ........ No.......

(5) Result:
(6) Date of result: . \
(7) If known, citations\of any written opinion or date of orders enterdd pursuant to such result:

ree

(c) As to any third or subsequerk additional applications or motions, give the saine information as above, list

them on a separate sheet and attach.
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the result or action taken on any

Citation or date of decisiol;

(e) If you did not appea! from the adverse action on any petition, application or motion, explain briefly why you
did not. (You must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your response may be included on paper which

is 8 172 by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or typewritien pages in

length.) NU'* AP?{‘C"\QQ : st ersses s ser s in

............

..............

17. Has any -ground beingfaised in this petition been previously presented to this or atiy other court by way of

petition for habeas corpus, motion, application or any other postconviction proceeding? If so, identify:

(a) Which of the grounds is the same: NQ{AW‘:C({gk eeretsenrenstas s e eserrane

.........

........ Tervesesernes

{b) The proceedings in which these grounds were raised: A.b%&pplimUﬂ ............

........

(c) Briefly explain why you are again raising these grounds. (You must relate specific facts in response to this

question. Your response may be included on paper which is 8 1/2 by 11 inches attached to the petition. Your

.......................

.......

18. 1f any of the grounds listed in Nos. 23(a), (b), (c) and (d), or listed on any additional pages you have attached,
were not previously presented in any other court, state or federal, list briefly what grounds were not so presented,
and give your reasons for not presenting them, (You must relate specific facts in response to this question. Your
response may be included on paper which-is 8 1/2 by 11 inches attached to the petition, Your response may not
exceed five handwritten or typewritten pages in length.) Time. C&def}ﬂ‘('il)«) } 558 }33“’\\"} AR,
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a0 3he 18 Tnstace. DuR St to AR S.3Y: T R

-------------

19. Are you filing this petition more than | year following the filing of the judgment of conviction or the filing
of a decision on direct appeal? If so, state briefly the reasons for the defay. (You must relate specific facts in

response to this question. Your response may be included on paper which is 8 1/2 by 11 inches attached to the

petition. Your response may not exceed five handwritten or typewrmen pages in length.) . ‘,/e S TI!VK (Q‘M,QJ%}IO\)

Lumk. oo Sobngech. 40 008, out. Home.. Lns X098, VRS, 39T

20. Do you have any petition or appeal now pending in any court, either state or federal, as to the judgment
under attack? Yes ........ No 7(
If yes, state what court and the case number: N&‘g‘%@\@\ﬂ\

..........

......................................

21. Give the name of each attorney who represented you in the proceeding resulting in your conviction and on

eam&u‘l,.,ﬂ‘ Pice - ‘Sgecm Poblic be&o‘}c\eléi O‘-pp?le.

direct appeal:

..........

...........................

22. Do you have any future sentences to serve after you complete the sentence imposed by the judgment under

attack? Yes........ No ‘(
If yes, specify where and when it is to be served, if you know: A% AO&S\ ?L»&\a'}e‘

.............

23. State concisely every ground on which you claim that you are being held unlawfully, Summarize briefly the
facts supporting each ground. If necessary you may attach pages stating additional grounds and facts

supporting same.
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£y5 that the court grant petitioner relief to which petitioner may be entitled in this proceeding.

State Prison on the '_»}1"{ day of the month of ﬂgg d 2007,

* eRARAO eex&%' i «asvab
High Desert State Prison

Post Office Box 650

Indian Springs, Nevada 89070

Petitioner in Proper Person
VERIFICATION

High Desert State Prison

Post Office Box 650

Indian Springs, Nevada 89070
Petitioner in Proper Person

AFFIRMATION (Pursuant to NRS 239B.,030)

sby affirm that the preceeding PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS filed in District
(@ 1015]%:%) Does not contain the social security number of any person.

1 . Lo ey e N
: ’ EERTTE AR Rt 1t

ngh DCSCI‘t State e i
Post Office Box 650

Indian Springs, Nevada 89070

Petitioner in Proper Person

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

, hereby certify pursuant to NNR.C.P. 5(b), that on this 'j'“‘ day of the month of

Lie
1 2013 , I'mailed a true and correct copy,of the foregoing PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
addressed fo:
Beiav whillioms
, Warden High Desert State Prison Attorney General of Nevada
Post Office Box 650 100 North Carson Street
Indlan Sprm g5, Nevada 89070 Carson City, Nevada 89701

% Ge;wzéo feaez % g5 6
ngh Desert State Prison

Post Office Box 650

Indian Springs, Nevada 89070
Petitioner in Proper Person

;'fl'};ﬁht your name and NDOC back number and sign

-10-
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LINDA MARIE BELL
DISTRICT JUDGE
DEPARTMENT VII

28

Electronically Filed
8/4/2017 3:17 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
OPWH - AB510 C%«j ﬁ‘«m“

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
GERARDO PEREZ,
Petitioner(s), Case No.: A-17-753832-W
VS, Dept. No.: 7
BRIAN WILLIAMS, WARDEN HDSP,
Respondent(s).

ORDER FOR PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Petitioner filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on April 12, 2017. The Court
has reviewed the Petition and has determined a response would assist the Court in
determining whefher Petitioner has been awarded all appropriate good-time credits as
provided in Assembly Bill 510 and, good cause appearing therefore,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, Respondent shall, within 45 days after the date of this
Order, Answer or otherwise respond to the Petition and file a return in accordance with the
provisions set out in NRS 209. ,‘

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, this matter shall be placed on calendar on Thursday,
SEPTEMBER 28, 2017 at 9:00 a.m. in District Court Department 7, Courtroom 15A.

DATED this 4th day of August, 2017.

LINDA F#ARIE BELL
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE

Case Number: A-17-753832-W

0016




1M

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
The undersigned hereby certifies that on the date of the filing, a copy of this Order
was electronically served through the Eighth Judicial District Court EFP system or, if no e-

mail was provided, by facsimile, U.S. Mail and/or placed in the Clerk’s Office attorney
folder(s) for:

LINDA MARIE BELL
DISTRICT JUDGE

, DEPARTMENT VII

o0 NN Oy W
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Gerardo Perez #85726
High Desert State Prison

P.O. Box 650

Indian Springs, NV 89070-0650

Office of the Attorney General

Appellate Division

555 E. Washington Ave., Suite 3900
Las Vegas, NV 89101-1068

o

D e

/ . » * .
TINA HURD, Judicial Executive Assistant




JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 SOUTH TENTH STREET LAS VEGAS, NV 89104
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BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar No. 6168
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 S. Tenth Street

Las Vegas, Nevada 89104
(702) 731-0000

Attorneys for Petitioner

Electronically Filed
9/49/2017 11:43 AM
Steven D. Grierson

CLER@ OF THE COUE?}

IN EIGHTH JUDICIAL DSITRICT COURT

COUNTY OF CLARK, STATE OF NEVADA

% %k k&

GERARDO PEREZ,

Petitioner,
vs.

BRIAN WILLIAMS, Warden HDSP,

Respondent.

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE

CASE NO.: A-17-753832-W

Department Number: VII

COMES NOW, Bret O. Whipple, Esq., on behalf of the Petitioner, GERARDO PEREZ,

DATED this 19" day of September, 2017.
BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.

/s/ Bret O. Whipple, Esq.
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
Justice Law Center

Bar No. 6168

Case Number: A-17-753832-W

and hereby enters his notice of appearance in the above captioned matter.

0018
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Electronically Filed
9/26/2017 1:38 PM
Steven D. Grierson

: CLERK OF THE COU
R b e
ADAM PAUL LAXALT '

Attorney General
Jessica Perlick (Bar No. 13218)
Deputy Attorney General
State of Nevada
Office of the Nevada Attorney General
555 E. Washington Ave., Ste. 3900
Las Vegas, Nevada 89101-1068
(702) 486-3825 (phone)

(702) 486-2377 (fax)
JPerlick@ag.nv.gov
Attorneys for Respondents
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
GERARDO PEREZ, Case No, A-17-753832-W
Dept. No, VII

Petitioner,

Vs, Date of Hearing: 09/28/2017
Time of Hearing: 9:00 a.m,

JO GENTRY, WARDEN, et al.,

Respondents,
RESPONSE TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
Respondents oppose Petitioner Gerardo Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The petition

should be denied as the Nevada Department of Corrections (INDOC) has awarded Perez credit against his
sentence in accordance with NRS 209.4465, as NRS 209.4465(7) and NRS 213.120 prohibit Perez from
having credit applied to his minimum sentence or parole eligibility date.
This Response is made and based upon the papers and pleadings on file herein and the following
points and authorities.
DATED September 26, 2017,

ADAM PAUL LAXALT
Attorney General

By.___/s/ Jessica Perlick
Jessica Perlick (Bar No. 13218)
Deputy Attorney General

Page 1 of 11

Case Number: A-17-753832-W
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES
L
BACKGROUND

Petitioner Gerardo Perez is currently incarcerated in High Desert State Prison. See Exhibit 1,
Inmate Search. Perez is serving a sentence arising out of criminal acts he committed on November 30,
2003, See Exhibit 2, Information. On April 7, 2005, the Court adjudicated Perez Guilty of Second Degree
Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon, a category A felony, See Exhibit 3, Judgment of Conviction. The
Court sentenced Perez to a maximum of twenty-five (25) years, with parole eligibility in ten (10) years,
plus an equal and consecutive sentence for the deadly weapon enhancement. Id. Perez received three
hundred ninety-two (392) days credit for time served. /d.

On December 18, 2013, Perez appeared before the Parole Board on the Murder portion of his
sentence, and was paroled to his consecutive sentence on March 10, 2014, See Exhibit 4, Parole Hearing
Details, Perez is actively serving the deadly wéapon enhancement portion of his sentence. See Exhibit 5,
Offender Legal Orders.!

IL.
ARGUMENT
A, Perez is Not Entitled to Work Credits for Work He Has Not Actually Performed.

Perez alleges-that NDOC is not applying work credits to his sentence, but he is incorrect. First,
Perez has no constitutionally protected liberty interest in earning work/study credit. This Court must
therefore deny his claim to the extent that he is seeking credit based upon work he was willing to perform
but was not assigned. In Nevada, the statutes relating to work/study credits create only the possibility of
earning an earlier release; they create no constitutionally protected liberty interest. Inmates must actually
perform work or complete approved study programs to earn work/study credits. NDOC will award credits
to Perez if he earns them, as it has in the past. See Exhibit 6, Credit History (showing work credits applied
on multiple months).

17

I As Perez’s petition challenges the computation of time he has served, rather than his judgment
of conviction or sentence, Respondents do not address NRS 34.760.

Page 2 of 11
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To the extent Perez believes he is entitled to work credits because he is willing to work or attend
educational programs, he fails to state a claim for which relief can be granted. Perez’s request for work
credit is governed by NRS 209.4465(2), which provides:

2. In addition to the credits allowed pursuant to subsection 1, the Director
may allow not more than 10 days of credit each month for an offender
whose diligence in labor and study merits such credits. In addition to the
credits allowed pursuant to this subsection, an offender is entitled to the
following eredits for educational achievement:

(a) For earning a general educational development certificate, 60 days,

(b) For earning a high school diploma, 90 days.
(¢) For earning his first associate degree, 120 days.

This statute provides for credit for work actually performed; however; unlike section 1 of the statute,
which provides for mandatory credit, work credit is discretionary. Consequently, Perez has no
constitutionally protected liberty interest in work credits, even when he is able 1o work but no work is
available. See Kalka v. Vasquez, 867 F.2d 546, 547 (9th Cir. 1989); Toussaint v McCarthy, 801 F.2d
1080, 1094-95 (9th Cir. 1986). Perez claims only that he is entitled to work credit; not that he actually
performed or completed work or study and did not receive credit,

In addition, this Court should dismiss Perez’s claim that his civil rights were violated because he
had no opportunity to work and earn work-time credits. See Greenholtz v. Inmates of the Nebraska Penal
and Correctional Complex, 442 U.S. 1, 8-11, 99 S.Ct. 2100, 2104-06 (1979); Toussaint v. McCarthy,
801 F.2d 1080, 1095 (9th Cir.1986); Cooper v. Sumner, 672 F. Supp. 1361, 1367 (D. Nev. 1987). In

Cooper, Nevada’s federal district court dismissed just such a claim, finding as follows:

This claim is frivolous under Franklin, Plaintiff currently earns Statutory
Good Time credit. NRS 209.433(1). Further, there is no protectable liberty
interest in earning Work Time credit. Both NRS § 209.433(3) and NDOP
Administrative Regulation 714(11I) make the granting of Work Time credit
discretionary. In sum, Nevada law merely creates a possibility of early
release through the earning of Work Time Credit; it does not create a
constitutionally protected liberty interest.

Coaper, 672 F. Supp. at 1367. Perez’s claim is likewise frivolous and must be dismissed.
1.0/
144
1/
144
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|applied to Perez. McKay v. Board of Sup 'rs of Carson City, 102 Nev. 644, 648, 730 P.2d 438, 441 (1986).

B. The Plain Language of NRS 209.4465(7)(b) Precludes NDOC from Applying Good-Time
Credits to Perez’s Minimum Sentence,

Perez is not eligible for good-time credits to be applied to his minimum sentence because he was
sentenced pursuant to statutes specifying minimum sentences that must be served before parole

eligibility. In 2003, when Perez committed his offenses, NRS 209.4465(7) stated:

Credits earned pursuant to this section:

{a) Must be deducted from the maximum term imposed by the sentence;
and

{b) Apply to eligibility for parole unless the offender was_sentenced
pursuant to a statute which specifies a minimum sentence that must be

served before a person becomes eligible for parole.

2003 Nev. Stat., ch. 2 § 24 at 29 (emphasis added). This statute must be given its “plain meaning” when

At the time of Perez’s offense, NRS 213.120, which specifically addresses when a prisoner
becomes eligible for parole, highlighted the significance of the minimum term, stating an offender “may
be paroled when he has served the minimum term of imprisonment imposed by the court.” 1995 Nev.,
Stat., ch, 1259 § 235 at 1259-60, Additionally, NRS 213,120 mandated that any credits earned to reduce
a prisoner’s sentence pursuant to NRS chapter 209, while the prisoner serves the minimum term of
imprisonment, may reduce only the maximum term of imprisonment imposed and must not reduce the
minimum term of imprisonment. /d Accordingly, any statute designating a “minimum term” of
imprisonment inherently sets the minimum sentence an offender must serve before becoming parole

eligible. Id.; NRS 209.4465(7)(b). Pursuant to the statute that is applicable to Perez’s sentence, the

minimum term of a minimum-maximum sentence is the “minimum sentence that must be served before

a_person becomes eligible for parole.” NRS 209.4465(7)(b) (emphasis added); see also Cromer v.

Nicholson, 126 Nev. 106, 110, 225 P.3d 788, 790 (2010) (stating that courts have a duty to “construe

statutes as a whole, so that all provisions are considered together and, to the extent practicable, reconciled

and harmonized”),

Perez was prosecuted under statutes that require that he serve a minimum term. Accordingly, the
exception carved out in NRS 209.4465(7)(b) applies to Perez’s sentence, and NDOC is prohibited from
utilizing good-time credits to Perez’s minimum term. See NRS 209.4465(7)(b).
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C. Even if NRS 209.4465(7)(b) Were Not Clear on Its Face, the Legislative History and Intent
Preclude Perez’s Requested Relief,

Perez’s petition, like the flood of similar petitions filed in this and other courts in this state, are
the result of an unpublished Nevada Supreme Court order filed in Vonseydewitz v. LeGrand, Case No.
66159, 2015 WL 3936827 (Nev. June 24, 2015). Unpublished orders issued prior to January 1, 2016,
should not be relied upon as either persuasive or mandatory precedent.? While Vonseydewitz is neither
binding nor properly cited as persuasive authority, in the interest of assisting the Court, Respondents
nevertheless address it below.

1. . Statutory History Does Not Support the Application of Vonseydewitz Here.

Between 1967 and 1995, Nevada law generally provided for determinate sentences in felony
cases. See 1967 Nev. Stat., ch. 211 § 2, at 458-59; 199 Nev, Stat., ch. 443, § 1, at 1167-68. These statutes
imposed a single term of imprisonment, and parole eligibility was based upon serving a specified
percentage of that term, See NRS 213,120(1). During this same period of time, some statutes imposed

sentences with a maximum term and stated a minimum term of years that must be served before an

offender became eligible for parole, Respondents will refer to these as “parole-eligibility” statutes.

Inmates sentenced under these statutes were not eligible for parole until they served their minimum
sentence,

In 1981, the Nevada Supreme Court decided that inmates serving “parole-eligibility” sentences
were entitled to apply good time credits against their minimum sentences for the purpose of parole
eligibility. Demosthenes v. Williams, 97 Nev. 611, 637 P.2d 1203 (1981). In response, in 1983 the
Legislature amended NRS 209.443, adding language similar to the language now found in NRS
209.4465(7)(b). See 1983 Nev, Stat., ch. 158, § 1, at 360-61 (“Good time does not apply to eligibility for

parole if a statute specifies a minimum sentence that must be served before a person becomes eligible for

2 An unpublished decision should not be relied upon as binding precedent. See, e.g. Nevada Rule
of Appellate Procedure (NRAP) 36(c)(2)-(3). While the Nevada Supreme Court recently amended Rule
123 to allow for the citation of unpublished opinions, the amendment only applied to orders entered on
or after January 1, 2016. (See Order Amending Nevada Rule of Appellate Procedure 36 and Repealing
Supreme Court Rule 123, ADKT 0504 (S.Ct. Nev. Nov 12, 2015)), The amendment does not apply to the
Vonseydewitz opinion, which the Nevada Supreme Court issued on June 24, 2015.
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parole.”). This Legislature intended this language to abrogate Demosthenes and prevent inmates serving
“parole eligibility” sentences from receiving credit towards their minimum terms,

In 1995, the Nevada Legislature passed SB 416 as part of the “truth-in-senfencing” movement.
1995 Nev. Stat., ch. 443, at 1167. That bill replaced Nevada’s determinate sentencing statutes with
sentencing statutes that we have now, which include both a minimum term and a maximum term.® 1995
Nev. Stat., ch. 443, § 1 at 1167-68. In passing SB 416, the Legislature expressed its intention to “require
prisoners to serve the minimum term of imprisonment imposed by their sentence before becoming
eligible for parole.” 1995 Nev. Stat., ch. 443, at 1167. To accomplish this, SB 416 also amended NRS
213.120 to require that “any credits earned to reduce [a prisoner’s] sentence pursuant to chapter 209 of
NRS while the prisoner serves the minimum term of imprisonment may reduce only the maximum term
of imprisonment imposed and must not reduce the minimum term of imprisonment.” 1995 Nev, Stat., ch.
443, § 235, at 1260-61, Accordingly, as of 1995, Nevada laws did not permit any Nevads inmate to
apply statutory credits towards his or her minimum term.*

This remained true until 2007, when the Nevada legislature passed AB 510, and provided that
“certain credits to the sentence of an offender convicted of certain category C, D, or E felonies must be
deducted from the minimum term imposed by the sentence until the offender becomes eligible for
parole.” 2007 Nev. Stat., ch. 525, Legislative Counsel’s Digest, at 3171, AB 510, including the addition
of NRS 209.4465(8), allowed good-time credits earned by some categories of felons with both minimum
and maximum sentences to be applied to their parole eligibility for the first time since 1983, but
maintained the status quo for the remainder, such as Perez. In other words, the Legislature changed the
previous law — which states that no inmate could subtract good-time credits from his minimum term to

accelerate his parole eligibility date — to allow only C, D and E felons to subtract good-time credits from

their minimum sentence,

3 Respondent will refer to these statutes as “minimum-maximum” sentencing statutes,

4 As discussed above, there is no functional difference between a parole-eligibility sentence and
a minimum-maximum sentence. The supposed differences in the statutes are only in their phrasing, Both
types of sentences include a minimum that must be served before the prisoner is eligible for parole and a
maximum that must be served before the sentence expires.
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Throughout all of these changes to the sentencing statutes, the statutory language adopted in 1983
to distinguish between “deterrﬁinate” and “parole-eligibility” sentencing statutes was carried over into
each new version of the credits statutes and remains in those statutes fo this day. See 1983 Nev, Stat., ch.
158 § 1, at 360-61 (adding the provision to NRS 209.443); 1985 Nev, Stat., ch, 615, § 1 at 1924-25
(creating NRS 209.446 with the same provision); 1997 Nev. Stat., ch. 641, § 4, at 3175 (creating NRS
209.4465 with the same provision); 2007 Nev. Stat., ch. 525, §5 at 3177 (amenaing NRS 209,4465 but
keeping the provision intact); NRS 209.4465(7) (current statuté). When viewed in its historical context,
it is clear that the purpose of the language was to prevent the application of statutory credits to the
minimum sentences of Nevada prisoners. This is even clearer when analyzing NRS 209.4465 in

conjunction with NRS 213.120, as those statutes read prior to AB 510, when Perez committed his

| offenses. See 1995 Nev. Stat., ch. 443, § 235, at 1259-60. The legislature specifically acknowledged the

credits provisions of NRS chapter 209 before stating those very credits “must not reduce the minimum
term of imprisonment.” Jd. The statutory scheme between 1995 and 2007 simply did not permit felons
sentenced to both a maximum and a minimum term to apply their good-time credits to their minimum
terms. See Breault v. State, 116 Nev. 311, 314, 996 P.2d 888, 889 (2000) (Under NRS 213,120, “credits
earned to reduce [a prisoner’s] sentence pursuant to NRS chapter 209 may only reduce the maximum
term,”),

2, The Vonseydewitz Decision Ignores Legislative Intent.

A panel of the Nevada Supreme Court reached a different conclusion in the unpublished order for
Vonseydewitz v. LeGrand, 2015 WL 3936827 (Nev. May 24, 2015). The panel reasoned that if the
language of the exception in NRS 209.4465(7)(b) was interpreted in the way that it was originally
intended, it would become meaningless because Nevada no longer has determinate sentences, Id The
panel read it differently and concluded that it instead distinguishes between “parole-eligibility” statutes
and “minimum-maximum” statutes, Jd.

The legal conclusions and outcome in Vonseydewitz directly conflict with an earlier 2014
unpublished opinion by another panel. See Kille v. Cox, 2014 WL 4670217 (Nev. Sept. 18, 2014). The
Kille panel based its decision on its conclusion that “[I]n 2003, existing statutes did not permit the NDOC

to apply credits to appellant’s minimum terms.”
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Although courts will avoid rendering a provision nugatory, “it is the duty of [courts], when
possible, to interpret provisions within a common statutory scheme ‘harmoniously with one another in
accordance with the general purpose of those statutes’ and to avoid umeaéonable or absurd results,
thereby giving effect to the Legislature’s intent.” Southern Nevada Homebuilder's Ass'nv. Clark County,
121 Nev, 446,449, 117 P.3d 171, 173 (2005). As explained in the statutory history, the language in NRS
209.4465(7)(b) was added to the credits statutes in the early 1980s, prior to the creation of minimum-
maximum sentences, in order to abrogate Demosthenes v. Williams, 97 Nev, 611, 637 ?.Zd 1203 (1981).
It was intended to differentiate between statutes providing for determinate sentences and sentences that
imposed [x] years in custody with parole eligibility after [y] years have been served. Id, The Legislature
then carried the language into every version of the credits statutes enacted since 1983, even though
determinate sentences, with the exception of life sentences, ceased to exist after 1995, NRS 193.130;
NRS 209.446; NRS 209.4465. The Vonseydewitz panel’s attempt to avoid nugatory language by
constructing a new meaning for NRS 209.4465(7)(b) only frustrated the well-understood and

‘acknowledged intent of the Nevada Legislature.

In 1995, SB 416 created minimum-maximum sentence structures, provided that the minimums
determined parole eligibility and that credits earned pursuant to NRS Chapter 209 did not apply to the
minimum term of imprisonment, and left intact the 1983 language currently found in NRS
209.4465(7)(b). This indicates that the Legislature intended that language to apply to the new minimum-
maximum statutes the same way it had been applied to “parole eligibility” statutes immediately following
its original enactment. It is possible the Legislature preserved the language to address any determinate
sentencing statutes that remained on the books or were potentially created in the future.

Where, as here, the legislative intent is apparent and the effort to give meaning to every portion
of a statute frustrates that intent, and creates conflicts between statutes that would not otherwise exist,
Nevada case law requires this Court interpret the statute in a way that maintains harmony and gives effect
to legislative intent. See Sanchez-Dominguez v. State, 130 Nev. Adv. Op. 10, 318 P.3d 1068, 1074 (2014)
(stating that it is a “well-established rule that statutory construction must not defeat the purpose of a
statute”); State v. Lucero, 127 Nev. ____, ___, 249 P.3d 1226, 1228 (2011) (“When interpreting a

statute, legislative intent “is the controlling factor,”” (quoting Robert E. v. Justice Court, 99 Nev, 443,
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445, 664 P.2d 957, 959 (1983))); Savage v. Pierson, 123 Nev. 86, 95, 157 P.3d 967, 703 (2007)
(interpreting statutory provision to create redundancy because that was the legislative intent); Southern
Nevada Homebuilder’s Ass'n, 121 Nev. at 449, 117 P.3d at 173; see also Bob Jones University v. U.S.,
461 U.8. 574, 586 (1983) (“It is a well-established canon of statutory construction that a court should go
beyond the literal language of a statute if reliance on that language would defeat the plain purpose of the
statute.”).

Indeed, courts have explained repeatedly that the purpose of the rules of statutory construction is
to discern the intent of the enacting legislative body. See Albernaz v. U.S., 450 U.S. 333, 340 (1981);
U.S. v. Chambers, 985 F.2d 1263, 1273 (4th Cir. 1993).

1.
CONCLUSION

Perez has no protectable liberty interest in earning work-time credits, Moreover, a plain language
reading of NRS 209.4465(7) and NRS 213.120 requires denying Perez’s claim for good-time credits to
be applied to the minimum term of his sentence. Principles of statutory construction, including discerning
legislative intent, provide further support for this position. Therefore, for the reasons stated above, this
Court should dismiss Perez’s petition for writ of habeas corpus.

Respectfully submitted September 26, 2017.

ADAM PAUL LAXALT
Attorney General

By:___/s/ Jessica Perlick
Jessica Perlick (Bar. No, 13218)
Deputy Attorney General
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The undersigned does hereby affirm that the foregoing document does not contain the social

security number of any person,

Dated: September 26, 2017,

AFFIRMATION
(Pursuant to NRS 239B.030)

ADAM PAUL LAXALT
Attorney General

By:_/s/ Jessica Perlick
Jessica Perlick (Bar No, 13218)
Deputy Attorney General
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that I electronically filed the foregoing Response to Petition for Writ of Habeas
Corpus with the Clerk of the Court by using the electronic filing system on September 26, 2017,

I certify that some of the participants in the case are not registered electronic filing system users.
I have mailed the foregoing document by First-Class Mail, postage prepaid, or have dispatched it to a
third party commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days to the following unregistered

participant(s) at his last known address:

Gerardo Perez, #85726

High Desert State Prison

P.O. Box 650

Indian Springs, NV 89070-0650

s/ J. Ross
An employee of the Office of the Attorney General
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DAVID ROGER Fr { !; l
Clark County District Attomey - |-
Nevada Bar #002781
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Chief Deputy District Attorney

Nevada Bar #002415 g

200 South Third Street $0itte. &F S rmsitena,

Las Vegas, Nevada 89155-2211 oiens 7

gm) 455-4711 LERK
ttorney for Plaintiff

LA. 04-06-04 DISTRICT COURT
%:Ig() AM, CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

THE STATE OF NEVADA,

Plaintiff, Case No: C %&J/fj
I

Dept No:

p g

V8~

GERARDO LALO PEREZ,
#1939932 INFORMATION
Defendant.

STATE OF NEVADA

COUNTY OF CLARK
DAVID ROGER, District Attorney within and for the County of Clark, State of

88,

Nevada, in the name and by the authority.of the State of Nevada, informs the Court:

That GERARDO LALO PEREZ, the Defendant(s) above named, having committed -
the crime of SECOND DEGREE MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON
(Felony - NRS 200.010, 200,030, 193.165), on or about the 30th day of November, 2003,
within the County of Clark, State of Nevada, contrary to the form, force and effect of statutes
in such cases made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of the State of Nevada,
did then and there wilfully, feloniously, without authority of law, and with malice ‘
i
"
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aforethought, kill CARLOS RIOS, a human being, by said Defendant shooting at and into |
the body of the said CARLOS RIOS, with a deadly weapon, to-wit: a firearm.
DAVID ROGER

DISTRICT ATTORNEY
Nevada Bar #002781

District Attorney
#002415

DA#03F21585X/da

LVMPD EV#0311300113
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DAVID ROGER FILED
Clark County District Attorney =
Nevada Bar #002781 7
200 South Third Street WS APR 131 A 8 5§
Las Ve as, Nevada 89155-2212
(702) 455-4711
Attorney for Plaintiff 2 N % ')
l ¢ ':' 7'
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
THE STATE OF NEVADA, )
Plaintiff,
Case No: C200133
g~
Dept No: 1
GERARDO LALO PEREZ,
#1939932
Defendant.
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION
(PLEA OF GUILTY)

The Defendant previously appeared before the Court with counsel and entered a plea

of guilty to the crime(s) of SECOND DEGREE MURDER WITH USE OF A DEADLY

WEAPON (Category A Felony), in violation of NRS 200.010, 200.030, 193.165; thereafier,
on the 7th day of April, 2005, the Defendant was present in court for sentencing with his
counsel, RANDALL H, PIKE, Special Public Defender, and good cause appearing,

THE DEFENDANT IS HEREBY ADJUDGED guilty of said offense(s) and, in
addition to the $25.00 Administrative Assessment Fee, a $150,00 DNA Analysis Fee and
Defendant to submit to a blood and/or saliva test to determine genetic markers or secretor
status, the Defendant is sentenced as follows: to a maximum of twenty-five (25) years with
parole eligibility in ten (10) years in the Nevada Department of Corrections, plus an equal
and consecutive maximum of twenty-five (25) years with a parole eligibility in ten (10) years

in the Nevada Department of Corrections for Use of a Deadly Weapon. Defendant to pay
fBQs follows: $2,500.00 to the State of Nevada Victims of Crimes;

e

restitution o¥FeEy
APR 1 1 ?m‘sﬁ
COUNTY CLERIK
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$4,500.00 to Carlos Rios and Riolita Rios for funeral expenses; $235.73 to the State of
Nevada for Extradition fees. Defendant to receive three hundred ninety-two (392) days

Wolge—

credit for time served.
DATED this_/2»"_ day of April, 2005.

DISTRICTJUDGE (" B
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State of Nevada

Department of Corrections
Credit History by Sentence

MAX Term

Sentence; 1 Count: 1
Current Eamned Expiration Date: 11/25/2035

03/10/2024 |  11/06/2026

03/0 4 31/2014 0 Projected Credits not Earned on 04/11/2014 02 S : 9131
03/11/2014  03/31/2014 FLAT 21 No Comment 9110
03/11/2014  03/31/2014 STAT 14 No Comment 8096
04/01/2014 0413072014 FLAT 30 No Comment 9066
04/01/2014  04/30/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8046
04/01/2014  04/30/2014 WORK 1 Projected Credils not Eamed on 05/11/2014 02:45: 8046
05/01/2014  05/31/2014 FLAT 31 No Comment 9014
05/01/2014  05/31/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8994
05/01/2014  06/31/2014 WORK 10 Projected Credits not Earned on 06/11/2014 02:47: 8984
Q6/01/2014  06/30/2014 FLAT 30 No Comment . 8854
06/01/2014  06/30/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8934
06/01/2014  08/30/2014 WORK 10 Projecled Credils not Earned on 07/11/2014 02:45; 8924
07/01/2014  07/31/2014 FLAT 31 No Comment 8893
07/01/2014  07/31/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8873
07/01/2014  07/31/2014 WORK 10 Projacted Credits not Earned on 08/11/2014 02:45: 8863
08/01/2014  08/31/2014 FLAT 31 No Comment 8832
08/01/2014  08/31/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8812
08/01/2014  08/31/2014 WORK 10 08/02/2014 Offender Specific - 10 8802
09/01/2014  089/30/2014 FLAT 30 No Comment 8772
09/01/2014  08/30/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8752
09/01/2014  09/30/2014 WORK 10 No Comment 8742
10/01/2014  10/31/2014 FLAT 31 No Comment 8711
10/01/2014  10/31/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8691
10/01/2014  10/31/2014 WORK 10 No Comment 8681
11012014 11/30/12014 FLAT 30 No Comment 8651
11/01/2014  11/30/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8631
110172014 1113012014 WORK 8 No Comment 8623
1210172014 121312014 FLAT 31 No Comment 8592
1210172014 12131/2014 STAT 20 No Comment 8572
12/01/2014  12i131/2014 WORK 10 No Comment 8562
01/01/2015  01/31/2015 FLAT 31 No Comment | 8531
01/01/2015  01/31/2015 STAT 20 No Comment 8511
01/01/2015  01/31/2015 WORK B No Comment 8503
02/01/2015  02/28/2015 FLAT 28 No Comment 8475
02/01/2015  02/28/20156 STAT 20 No Comment 8455
02/01/2016  02/28/2015 WORK 8 No Comment 8447
03/01/20156  03/31/2015 FLAT 31 No Comment 8416
Tha PEXD is the 'Projected Explration Dole’, 83 such Ris b projocted date, nod should only bo considered an spproximalion of the actual relsass dole. When NDOC slaff heve dotarmined the aclual raloase date,
o offander's relesse tkar will be inlt 1. Enlries In Blus ase fulure credils thal have nal baen eamed yel.

OSM Report Name: CreditHistBySentRpt Page 1 of 11 Run Date; Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017

0044




Offender: PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1
Current Eamed Explration Date: 11/26/2035

03/31/2015' 20 NoComment .

03/01/2016  03/31/2015 WORK 8 No Comment 83886
040112016 04/30/2015 FLAT 30 No Commaent 8358
04/01/2015  04/30/12015 STAT 20 No Comment 8338
04/01/2015  04/30/2015 WORK 10 No Comment 8328
06/01/2015  05/31/2015 FLAT 31 No Comment 8297
06/01/2015  05/31/2015 STAT 20 No Comment 8277
05/01/2016  056/31/2015 WORK 10 No Comment 8267
06/01/2015  06/30/2015 FLAT 30 No Comment 8237
06/01/2015  06/30/2015 STAT 20 No Comment 8217
06/01/2016  06/30/2015 WORK 10 No Commsni ] 8207
07/01/2015  07/31/2015 FLAT 31 No Comment 8176
07/01/2015  07/31/2015 STAT 20 No Comment 8156
07/01/20156  07/31/12015 WORK 10 No Comment 8146
08/01/2016  08/31/2015 FLAT 31 No Comment 8116
08/01/2015  08/31/2015 STAT 20 No Comment B09S
08/01/2015  08/31/2015 WORK 10 Reductiori for not working ) 8085
09/01/2015  09/30/2015 FLAT 30 No Comment 8055
00/01/2015  09/30/2015 STAT 20 No Comment . © 8035
00/01/2015  08/30/2015 WORK 6 No Commient . 8029
10/01/2015  10/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Comment 7998
10/01/2015  10/31/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7978
10/01/2016  10/31/2016 WORK 10 Reduction for not working 7968
110142015  11/30/2016 FLAT 30 No Comment 7938
11/01/20156  11/30/20156 STAT 20 No Comment 7918
110172015 11/30/2015 WORK 0 Reduction for not working 7918
12/01/2015  12/31/20186 FLAT 31 No Comment 7887
12/01/20156  12/31/2015 STAT 20 No Commant ) 7867
12/01/2016 121312016 WORK 10 No Comment 7857
01/01/2016  01/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Comment 7826
01/01/2016  04/31/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7808
01/01/2016  01/31/20186 WORK 10 No Comment ! 7796
02/01/2016  02/29/2016 FLAT 29 No Comment 7767
02/01/2016  02/29/2016 STAT 20 No Comment ) 7747
02/01/2016  02/29/2016 WORK 10 Reductlon for not working 7737
03/01/2016  03/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Comment 7706
03/01/2016  03/31/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7686
03/01/2016  03i131/2016 WORK 8 No Comment 7678
04/01/2016  04/30/2016 FLAT 30 No Comment 7648
0470112016  04/30/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 7628
04/01/2016  04/30/2016 WORK 10 No Comment’ 7618
05/01/2016  05/31/2016 FLAT 3 No Comment 7587
05/01/2016  05/31/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7567
The PEXD is tha "Projecied Explration Date', b3 such il Is b projocted date, ond should onfy bo considered an approximation of the aclus! reloase date. When NDOC stalf have delarmined the acluatielaase dala,
ths offenturs rolense will be inlt £nbios in Bluo aro fulure credits that have not bean sarned ysl.

0OSM Report Name: CreditHistBySentRpt Page 2 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 POT 2017

0045



Offendsr: PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence; 1 Count: 1
Current Earned Explration Date: 11/26/20385

03110/2024 | 11/06/2026

05/01/2016°  05/31/2016 WORK Reduction for not-working 7667
06/01/2016  06/30/2016 FLAT 30 No Comment 7527
06/01/2016  06/30/2016 STAT 20 No Commanl 7607
08/01/2016  06/30/2016 WORK 10 Reduction for not working 7497
07/01/2016  07/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Cormment 7466
07/01/2016  07131/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7446
07/01/2018  07/31/2016 WORK 8 No Comment 7438
08/01/2016  08/31/20186 FLAT 31 No Comment . 7407
08/01/2018  08/31/2016 STAT 20 No Commerit 7387
08/01/2016  08/31/2016 WORK 10 No Comment 7377
09/01/2016  00/30/2016 FLAT 30 No Comment 7347
09/01/2016  09/30/20116 STAT 20 No Comment 7327
09/01/2016  09/30/2016 WORK 10 No Comment 7317
10/01/2016  10/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Commaent 7286
10/01/2016  10/31/2016 STAT 20 No Comiment 7266
10/01/2016  10/31/2016 WORK 8 No Comment 7258
11/01/2016  11/30/2016 FLAT 30 No Comment 7228
11/01/2016  11/30/2016 STAT 20 No Comment 7208
11/01/2016  11/30/2016 WORK 8 No Comment 7200
12101/2016  12/31/2016 FLAT 31 No Commant 7169
12/01/2016  12/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 7149 t
12/01/2016  12/31/2016 WORK 8 No Comment 71414
01/01/2017  01/31/2017 FLAT 31 No Comment 7110
01/01/2017 0113112017 STAT 20 No Comment 7080
01/01/2017 013172017 WORK 10 No Comment 7080
02/01/2017  02/28/2017 FLAT 28 No Comment 7062
02/01/2017  02/28/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 7032
02/01/2017 0212812017 WORK 10 No Comment . 7022
03/01/2017  Q3/31/20147 FLAT 31 No Comment 6991
03/01/2017  03/31/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 8971
03/01/2017  03/31/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6961
04/01/2017 0413072017 FLAT 30 No Comment 6931
04/01/2017  04/30/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6911
04/01/2017  04/30/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6801
05/01/2017  05/31/2017 FLAT 31 No Comment 6870
05/01/2017  05/31/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6850
05/01/2017 _ 05/34/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6840
06/01/2017 063072017 FLAT 30 No Comment 6810
06/01/2017  06/30/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 8790
06/01/2017  06/30/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6780
07/01/2017  07/31/2017 FLAT 31 No Comment 6749
07/01/2017 0713172017 STAT 20 No Comment 6729
07/01/2017 0713112017 WORK 10 No Comment 6719
The PEXD is the ‘Projocted Explration Dale’, as such # Is a projacied dele, snd should only be considerad on spproximation ol the actual relenso dale, When NDOC stalf have delermined tho aciue! relesse dale,
the off r'c olease ket will be Inis 5. Enlrias in Blue sro future credits that have not bosn samed yol.

0O8M Report Name: CreditHisIBySeniRpt Page 3 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017
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Offender: PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000086726 Senlence: 1 Count: 1
Current Earned Explration Date: 11/256/2035

ED PE

03/10/2024 | 11/06/2026

08/01/2017  08/31/2017" CFLAT 31 No Comment
08/01/2017  08/31/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6668
08/01/2017  08/31/2017 WORK 8 No Comment 6660
09/01/2017  08/30/2017 FLAT 30 No Comment 6630
09/01/2017  09/30/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 68610
09/01/2017  08/30/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6600
10/01/2047 1013172017 FLAT 31 No Comment 6569
10/01/2017  10/31/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6549
10/0172017  10/31/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6539
1110472017 11/30/2017 FLAT 30 No Comment 6502
11012017 11/30/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6489
110112017 14/30/2017 WORK 10 No Comment 6479
12/01/2017  12131/2017 FLAT 31 No Comment 6448
12/0112017  12131/2017 STAT 20 No Comment 6428
1200172017 1213172017 WORK 10 No Comment . 6418
01/01/2018  01/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 6387
01/01/2018  01/31/2018 STAT 20 No Commsant 6367
01/01/2018  01/31/2018 WORK 10 No Commient 6357
02/01/2018  02/28/2018 FLAT 28 No Comment 6329
02/01/2018  02/28/2018 STAT 20 No Comnent 6308
02/01/2018  02/28/2018 WORK 10 No Comment ) 6289
03/01/2018  03/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 6268
03/01/2018  03/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6248
03/01/2018  03/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 6238
04/01/2018  04/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Comment 6208
0410172018  04/30/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6188
04/01/2018  04/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comnient 6178
05/01/2018  05/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 6147
05/01/2018  06/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6127
05/01/2018  05/31/12018 WORK 10 No Comment 8117
06/01/2018  06/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Comment 8087
06/01/2018  06/30/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6067
06/01/2018  06/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 6057
07/01/2018  07/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 6026
07/01/2018  07/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6006
07/01/2018  07/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5986
08/01/2018  08/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 5985
08/01/2018  08/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 5845
08/01/2018  08/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5936
09/01/2018  09/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Comiient 5905
09/01/2018  09/30/2018 STAT 20 No Commient 5885
09/01/2018  09/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 6875
10/01/2018  10/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 5844
The PEXD Is tho ‘Projeciod Explration Date', as such itis a projecled dale, and should only bo considured an approximation of the actunt foloase date. Wnsn NDOC staff havo doterminad the aclual reloase dals,
tha off 's olonse kar wil ba d. Entries in Blus are fulurs credits thal have nol boon earrad yol.
OSM Report Name: CreditHisBySentRpt Page 4 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017

0047




Offender: PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1
Current Eamed Explration Date: 11/26/2035

| 037102024 | 11/06/2028

10/01/2018  10/31/2018 STAT ~20°  No Comment .

10/01/2018  10/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5814
14/01/2018  11/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Comment 5784
11/01/2018  11/30/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 5764
11/01/2018  11/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5764
12/01/2018  12/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 5723
12/01/2018  12/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment . 5703
12/01/2018  12/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5693
01/01/2012  01/31/2019 FLAT 31 No Comment 6662
01/01/2019  01/31/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5642
01/01/2019  01/31/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 6632
02/01/2019  02/28/2019 FLAT 28 No Comment k 5604
02/01/2019  02/28/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5684
02/01/2019  02/28/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5574
03/01/2019  03/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 5543
03/01/2018  03/31/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5523
03/01/2019  03/31/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5513
04/01/2019  04/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Commien{ 6483
04/01/2019  04/30/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 6463
04/01/2018  04/30/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5453
05/01/2019  06/31/2019 FLAT 31 No Comment 5422 :
05/01/2019  05/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment ' 5402
05/01/2019  05/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5392
06/01/2019  06/30/2019 FLAT 30 No Comment ) 5362
06/01/2019  08/30/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5342
06/01/2019  06/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5332
07/01/2019  07/31/2019 FLAT 31 No Comment 5301
07/01/2019  07/31/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5281
07/01/2019  07/31/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5271
06/01/2018  08/31/2019 FLAT 31 No Commant 5240
08/01/2019  08/31/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5220
08/01/2019  08/31/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5210
08/01/2019  09/30/2019 FLAT 30 No Comment 65180
08/01/2019  00/30/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5160
09/01/2019  09/30/2019 WORK 10 No Comment 5150
10/01/2018  10/31/2019 FLAT 31 No Comment 5119
10/01/2019  10/31/2018 STAT 20 No Comment 5099
10/01/2019  10/31/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5089
11/01/2019  11/30/2018 FLAT 30 No Comment 5059
11/01/2019  11/30/2019 STAT 20 No Comment 5039
1100172019 14/30/2018 WORK 10 No Comment 5029
12/01/2018  12/31/2018 FLAT 31 No Comment 4998
1210172019 12/31/2018 STAT 20 No Commaent 4978
Tho PEXD is the 'Projociod Explration Date’, os such 8 Is a projected date, snd should only bo considared an approximation of the actual relaase date. When NDOC stsff have dolormined the aclual rlsase dale,
tha s mlonso ket will ba ink 1. Enlrios In Blus ara fulure credils thal have not been oatned yol.

O5M Report Name: CreditHistBySeniRpt Pabe 5of 11 Run Dale; Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017

0048



Offender: PEREZ, GERARDOQ - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1
Current Earned Expiration Date: 11/25/2035

12/01/2019  12/31/2019 10 No Comment
0170142020  01/31/2020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4937
Q01/01/2020  01/31/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4917
01/01/2020  01/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment - 4807
02/01/2020  02/29/2020 FLAT 28 No Commant 4878
02/01/2020  02/29/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4858
02/01/2020  02/29/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4848
03/01/2020  03/31/2020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4817
03/01/2020  03/31/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4797
03/01/2020  03/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4787
04/01/2020  04/30/2020 FLAT 30 No Comment 4757
04/01/2020  04/30/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4737
04/01/2020  04/30/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4727
06/01/2020  05/31/2020 FLAT 3 No Comment 4696
05/01/2020  05/31/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4676
06/01/2020  05/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment | 4666 :
06/01/2020  06/30/2020 FLAT 30 No Comment 4636
06/01/2020  06/30/2020 STAT 20 No Comment ) 4616
06/01/2020  06/30/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4606
07/0172020  07/31/2020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4575
07/01/2020  07/31/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4555
07/01/2020  07/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4545
08/01/2020  08/31/2020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4514
08/01/2020  08/31/2020 STAT 20 No Commant 4494
08/01/2020  08/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4484
09/01/2020  08/30/2020 FLAT 30 No Comment 4454
09/01/2020  09/30/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4434
08/01/2020  09/30/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4424
10/01/2020  10/31/2020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4393
10/01/2020  10131/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4373
10/01/2020  10/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4363
11/01/2020  11/30/2020 FLAT 30 No Comiment 4333
11/01/2020  11/30/2020 STAT 20 No Comment 4313
11/01/2020  11/30/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4303
12/01/2020 1213112020 FLAT 31 No Comment 4272
12/01/2020 1213172020 STAT 20 No Comment 4252
12/01/2020  12/31/2020 WORK 10 No Comment 4242
01/01/2021  01/31/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 4211
01/01/2021  01/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 4191
01/01/2021  04/31/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 4181
02/01/2021  02128/2021 FLAT 28 No Comment 4153
02/01/2021  02/28/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 4138
02/01/2021  02/28/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 4123
The PEXD e the ‘Frojected Explration Date', as such it s a projaciod dato, Bnd should only be considesad oo approximation of the eciual rolease dale. Whon NDOC stall have daloiminad the actual ehase date,
the oifendees rolosas kot will be ink d. Enios In Blue aro fulvre credils thel have not beon sarnad yel,
OSM Report Name: CreditHistBySentRpt Page 6 of 11 Run Dale: Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017
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Offender; PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1

Current Earned Expiration Date: 11/25/2035

08112014 | 0 Oy 300m 9131 03/10/2024 11/06/2026

03/01/2021  0331/2021  FLAT " No Comment

03/01/2021  03/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 4072
03/01/2021  03/31/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 4062
04/01/2021  04/30/2021 FLAT 30 No Comment 4032
0410172021 04/30/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 4012
04/01/2021  04/30/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 4002
05/01/2021  05/31/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 3971
06/01/2021  05/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3051
08/01/2021  05/31/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 3941
08/01/2021  06/30/2021 FLAT 30 No Comment 3911
06/01/2021  06/30/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3891
08/01/2021  08/30/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 3881
07/01/2021  07/31/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 3850
07/01/2021  07/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3830
07/01/2021  07/31/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 3820
08/01/2021  08/31/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 3789
08/01/2021  08/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3789
08/01/2021  08/31/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 3759
09/01/2021  08/30/2021 FLAT 30 No Comment 3729
09/01/2021  09/30/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3709
09/01/2021  08/30/2021 WORK 10 No Comment 3699
10/01/2021  10/31/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 3668
10/01/2021  10/31/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3648
10/01/2021  10/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 3638
11/01/2021  11/30/2021 FLAT 30 No Comment 3608
11/01/2021  1130/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3588
1100172021 11/30/2021 WORK 10 No Comment . 3578
120142021  12031/2021 FLAT 31 No Comment 3547
12/01/2021  12131/2021 STAT 20 No Comment 3527
1200172021 1213112021 WORK 10 No Comment 3517
01/01/2022  01/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Comment 3486
01/01/2022  01131/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 3466
0110172022 01/31/2022 WORK 10 No Commeni 3456
02/01/2022  02/28/2022 FLAT 28 No Comment 3428
02/01/2022  02/28/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 3408
02/01/2022  02/28/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3398
03/01/2022  03/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Comment 3367
03/01/2022  03/31/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 3347
03/01/2022  03/31/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3337
04/01/2022  04/30/2022 FLAT 30 No Comment ' 3307
04/01/2022  04/30/2022 STAT 20 No Comment ) 3287
04/01/2022  04/30/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3277
06/01/2022  05/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Comment 3246
Tho PEXD is the 'Projacies Explration Dale’, as such i is 8 projocled dole, snd should only be cansidarad an opproximalion of the aclus! ralsasze dale. When NDOGC sinfl have dolerminad the actus! releass dals,
the ofl s roleasn ke will b ink 1. Entrios in Blue are fulure oredits that have not boen satned yel.

OSM Reporl Name; CreditHistBySentRpt Page 7 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:06 PDT 2017

0050



Offender: PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1 ;
Current Eamed Explration Date: 11/25/2035

05/01/2022  05/31/2022 °  STAT * No Comment

05/01/2022  05/31/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3216
08/01/2022  06/30/2022 FLAT 30  No Comment 3186
06/01/2022  06/30/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 3166
06/01/2022  06/30/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3156
07/01/2022  07/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Comment 3125
07101/2022 0713112022 STAT 20  No Comment 3105
07/01/2022 071312022 WORK 10 No Comment 3095
08/G1/2022  08/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Comment 3084
08/01/2022  08/31/2022 STAT 20  No Comment 3044
08/01/2022  08/31/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 3034
09/01/2022  08/30/2022 FLAT 30  No Comment 3004
00/61/2022  09/30/2022 STAT 20  No Comment 2984
08/01/2022  09/30/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 2974
10/01/2022  10/31/2022 FLAT 31 No Commsnt 2043
10/01/2022  {0/31/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 2923
10/01/2022  10/31/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 2913
1400472022 11/30/2022 FLAT 30  No Comment 2883
11/01/2022  11/30/2022 STAT 20 No Comment 2863
117012022 11/30/2022 WORK 10 No Comment 2853
12101/2022  12/31/2022 FLAT 31  No Comment 2822
12/01/2022 1213112022 STAT 20 No Comment 2802
1200172022 1213112022 WORK © 40 No Comment 2792
010112023 04/31/2023 FLAT 31  No Comment 2761
01/01/2023  01/31/2023 STAT 20  No Comment . 2741
01/01/2023  01/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2731
02/01/2023  02/28/2023 FLAT 28 No Commaent 2703
02/01/2023  02268/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2683
02/01/2023  02/28/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2673
03/01/2023  03/31/2023 FLAT 31 No Comment 2642
03/01/2023  03/31/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2622
03/01/2023  03/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2612
04/01/2023  04/30/2023 FLAT 30  No Comment 2682
04/01/2023  04/30/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2562
04/01/2023  04/30/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2552
05/01/2023  06/31/2023 FLAT 31 No Comment 2521
05/01/2023  05/31/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2501
05/01/2023  05/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2491
06/01/2023  06/30/2023 FLAT 30  No Comment 2461
08/01/2023  06/30/2023 STAT 20  No Comment 2441
06/01/2023  08/30/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2431
07/01/2023  07/31/2023 FLAT 31  No Comment 2400
07/01/2023  07/31/2023 STAT 20  No Comment 2380

Tho PEXD is the ‘Projacted Expiration Date’, as such il is a projocted dais, and should only bo considered an approximation of tha notust releaso date. When NDOC staff havo dofermined the actud! roloase dato,
the ofls 's eloase ks will be il 1. Enirfas in Bluoe are fulure credits that have nol beon ezned yel.

OSM Report Name: CredilHistBySentRpt Page 8 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:05 PDT 2017
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Offender: PEREZ, GERARDO - 00000856726 - Sentence; 1 Count: 1

Current Eamed Explration Date: 11/25/2035

©03/11/2014 , 0y 300m 9131 03/10/2024 | 11/06/2026

0713112023 10 No Commsnt ‘ ) 2370
08/01/2023  08/31/2023 FLAT 31 No Comment 2339
08/01/2023  08/31/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2319
08/01/2023  08/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2309
09/01/2023  09/30/2023 FLAT 30 No Commant 2279
09/01/2023  09/30/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2259
09/01/2023  09/30/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2249
10/01/2023  10/31/2023 FLAT 31 No Comment 2218
10/01/2023  10/31/2023 STATY 20 No Comment 2198
10/01/2023  10/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2188
11/01/2023  11/30/2023 FLAT 30 No Comment 2168
11/01/2023  11/30/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2138
11101/2023  11/30/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 2128
12/01/2023 121312023 FLAT 31 No Comment 2097
12/01/2023  12/31/2023 STAT 20 No Comment 2077
12/01/2023  12/31/2023 WORK 10 No Comment 20687
01/01/2024  01/31/2024 FLAT 31 NoComment ' 2036
01/01/2024  01/31/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 2016
01/01/2024  01131/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 2006
02/01/2024  02/29/2024 FLAT 29 No Commment 1977
02/01/2024  02{29/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1957
0210172024  02(29/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1947
03/01/2024  03/31/2024 FLAT 31 No Comment 1916
03/0112024  03/31/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1896
03/01/2024  03/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1886
04/01/2024  04/30/2024 FLAT 30 No Comment 1856
04/01/2024  04/30/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1836
04/01/2024  04/30/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1826
05/01/2024  05/31/2024 FLAT 31 No Comment 1798
05/01/2024  05/31/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1776
05/01/2024  05/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1765
06/01/2024  06/30/2024 FLAT 30 No Comment 17356
0610112024  06/30/2024 STAT 20 No Commaent 1716
06/01/2024  06/30/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1705
07/01/2024  07/31/2024 FLAT 31 No Comment 1674
07/01/2024 0713172024 STAT 20 No Commentl 1654
0710112024 0713112024 WORK 10 No Comment 1644
08/01/2024  08/31/2024 FLAT 31 No Commant 1613
08/01/2024  08/31/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1593
08/01/2024  08/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1683
09/01/2024  09/30/2024 FLAT 30 No Comment 1663
09/01/2024  08/30/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1633
09/01/2024  09/30/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1623
Tho PEXD is the 'Projected Explration Date’, as such L is a projecied dale, and should enly ba considered an npproximation of the actudt tolsaso date. Whan NDOCT claff hove delerminod the aciunt iolease dala,

{landers roloaso kor wil bo inf {. Enlrias In Blue are fulue credits that have not bean oarmed yet.
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Offender; PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1
Cusrent Eamed Expiration Date: 11/26/2035
o3 12014 | ‘ i . L 03/10/12024 11/06/2026
10/31/2024 " " FLAT - " "Na Comment

10/01/2024  10/31/2024  STAT 20 No Comment 1472 *
10/01/2024  10/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1462
110112024 11130/2024 FLAT 30 No Comment 1432
1170172024 11/30/2024 STAT 20 No Comment 1412
11/01/2024  11/30/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1402
12/01/2024  12/31/2024 FLAT 31 No Comment 1371
12/01/2024 1213172024 STATY 20 Mo Comment 13561
1200172024  12/31/2024 WORK 10 No Comment 1341
01/01/2025  04/31/2025 FLAT 31 No Comment 1310
01/01/2025  01/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 1290
01/01/2025  01/31/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 1280
0210112025  02/28/2025 FLAT 28 No Comment 1262
02/01/2025  02/28/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 1232
02/01/2025  02/28/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 1222
03/01/2026  03/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 1194
03/01/2025  03/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 1171
08/01/2025  03/31/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 1161
04/01/2025  04/30/2025 FLAT 30  No Comment i 1131
04/01/2025  04/30/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 1111
04/01/2025 0413072025 WORK 10 No Comment 1101
05/01/2025  05/31/2025 FLAT 31 No Commient 1070
05/01/2025  05/31/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 1050
05/01/2026  05/31/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 1040
06/01/2025  06/30/2025 FLAT 30 No Comment . 1010
06/01/2025  06/30/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 980
06/01/20256  06/30/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 980
07/01/20256  (7/31/2025 FLAT 31 No Comment 949
07/01/2025  07/31/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 929
07/01/2026  07/31/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 919
08/01/2025  08/31/2025 FLAT 31 No Comment 8688
08/01/2025  08/31/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 868
08/01/2026  08/31/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 868
09/01/2026  09/30/2025 FLAT 30 No Comment 828
00/01/2026  09/30/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 808
09/01/2025  09/30/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 798
10/01/2025  10/31/2025 FLAT 31 No Comment 767
10/01/2025  1031/2025 STAT 20 No Comment 747
10101720256  10/31/2025 WORK 10 Mo Comment 737
11/01/20258  11/3012026 FLAT 30 No Comament 707
11/01/2025  11/30/12025 STAT 20 No Comment 687
11/01/2025  11/30/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 677
12/01/2025 12131720256 FLAT 31 No Comment 646

o PEXD Is the ‘Projeciod Explration Date', as such it Is a projectad date, and should anly be considarad an approximation of tho actus! rolaase dols. Whan NDOC stafl have delenmined the acluet ralense dnie,
tho offendar's relsese kor wil be informed, Enlriss in Blue are fulufo credits thel hava not boean sarned yel.
OSM Report Name: CraditHisiBySeniRpt Page 10 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:06 POT 2017
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Offender; PEREZ, GERARDO - 0000085726 Sentence: 1 Count: 1
’ Current Eamed Explration Date; 11/25/2035
D | PEXD
03/11/2014. i o 03/10/2024 11/06/2026

12/01/2026 123172025 " 20 No Comment

12/0172025  12/31/2025 WORK 10 No Comment 616
01/01/2026  01/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 585
01/01/2026  01/31/2028 STAT 20 No Comment 565
01/01/2026  01/31/2026 WORK 10 No Commant 655
02/01/2026  02/28/2026 FLAT 28 No Comment 527
02/01/2026  02/28/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 507
02/01/2026  02/28/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 497
03/01/2026  03/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 466
03/01/2026  03/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 446
03/01/2026  (3/31/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 436
04/01/2026  04/30/2028 FLAT 30 No Comment 406
04/01/2026  04/30/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 386
040112026  04/30/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 376
05/01/2026  06/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 345
05/01/2026  05/31/2028 STAT 20 No Comment 325
05/01/2026  05/31/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 316
‘06/01/2026  06/30/2028 FLAT 30 No Comrnent 285
06/01/2026  08/30/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 265
06/01/2026  06/30/2026 WORK 10 No Comment . 255
07/01/2026  07/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 224
07/01/2026  07/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 204
07/01/2026  07/31/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 194
08/01/2026  08/31/2026 FLAT 31 No Comment 163
08/01/2026  08/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 143
08/01/2026  08/31/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 133
09/01/2026  09/30/2026 FLAT 30 No Comment 103
09/01/2026  09/30/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 83
09/01/2026  09/30/2026 WORK 10 No Comment 73
10/01/2026  10/31/2028 FLAT 31 No Comment 42
10/01/2026  10/31/2026 STAT 20 No Comment 22
10/01/2026  10/31/2028 WORK 10 No Comment 12
1110172026  11/06/2026 FLAT 6 No Comment 6
11/01/2026  11/06/2026 STAT 4 No Comment 2
11/01/2026  11/06/2026 WORK 2 No Comment 0

Tha PEXD Is tha 'Projocted Explratian Dole, as such it s a projoctad dale, and choudd only bo consldersd on approximalion of tho actun! releaso dalo. Whan NDOC staff haye dotatmined tho ociuni reloans data,
the das's telease ker will ba Init S, Enlries In Bluo ars fulure credits thet heve not basn carned yat,

Page 11 of 11 Run Date: Thu Sep 21 14:36:086 PDT 2017

OSM Report Name: CreditHistBySeniRp!

0054



A-17-753832-W DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Writ of Habeas Corpus COURT MINUTES September 28, 2017

A-17-753832-W Gerardo Perez, Plaintiff(s)
Vs,
Brian Williams, Defendant(s)

September 28, 2017 09:00 AM  Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus
HEARD BY: Bell, Linda Marie COURTROOM: RJC Courtroom 15A
COURT CLERK: Perry, Sylvia
RECORDER:  Vincent, Renee
REPORTER:
PARTIES PRESENT:
JOURNAL ENTRIES
No parties present

Plaintiff is challenging the computation of time by the Nevada Department of Corrections (NDOC). He
was convicted of a category A felony with an offense date in 2003 and is not entitled to credits off of his
minimum sentence pursuant to NRS 209.4465(7)(b). Additionally, there is no due process or ex-post
facto issue as the statute was in place at the time he was convicted and similarly situated inmates are
treated the same under the statute. He is not entitled to work credits for work not performed and because
he has been before the parole board, there is no additional relief this court may grant. COURT

ORDERED, petition DENIED.

Printed Date: 10/26/2017 Page 1 of 1 Minutes Date: September 28, 2017
Prepared by: Sylvia Perry
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Electronically Filed
1/412018 5:19 PM
Steven D. Grierson

CLERK OF THE COU
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1 L

2 EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

3 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

4 || GERARDO PEREZ,

5 Petitioner,

6 vs. Case No. A-17-753832-W

. BRIAN WILLIAMS, WARDEN, et al., Dept. No. VII

8 Respondents.

9 DECISION AND ORDER
10 Now before the Court is Petitioner Gerardo Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The
11 | matter came before the Court on September 28, 2017. No parties were present and therefore the
12 | Court did not entertain oral arguments and now rules based solely on the pleadings pursuant to NRS
13 |t 34.770(2). The Court denies Mr. Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.
14 L Factual and Procedural Background
15 Gerardo Perez is currently incarcerated in High Desert State Prison. Mr. Perez was
16 | adjudicated guilty of Second Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon, a category A felony.
17 || The conduct giving rise to the offense occurred on November 30, 2003. Mr. Perez is serving a
18 | maximum sentence of twenty-five years, with a minimum parole eligibility date after ten years, plus
19 | an equal and consecutive sentence for the deadly weapon enhancement. Mr. Perez received three

20 | hundred ninety-two days credit for time served. Mr. Perez appeared before the parole board on the
21 || Murder portion of his sentence, and was paroled to his consecutive sentence on March 10, 2014.
22 || Mr. Perez is actively serving the deadly weapon enhancement portion of his sentence.

23 M. Perez filed his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on or about April 12, 2017. Mr. Perez
24 | alleges the Nevada Department of Corrections and Warden Brian Williams failed to properly apply

g o 25 | good time credit to Mr. Perez’s minimum parole eligibility. Mr. Perez argues he is entitled to a
=
g é g 26 || deduction of 20 days from his parole eligibility date for each month he has served pursuant to NRS
< é g 27 | 209.4465. Also, Mr. Perez argues he is entitled to work credit. Mr. Perez cites an unpublished
E 2 28 |l Nevada Supreme Court decision: Vonseydewitz v. Legrand, No. 66159, 2015 WL 3936827 (Nev.

{3 Voluntary Dismis ba d

Do o | Ot~ 1 1

[ stipulatea Disrmssat {J Default Judgment

I nMation to Diseniss by Deft(s; vdgraert of Arbitestion

JAN 0 4 201
Case Number: A-17-753832-W 0056
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June 24, 2015). The Attormey General’s Office responded on September 26, 2017 arguing that Mr.
Perez is not entitled to additional good time credit deductions from his parole eligibility date or his
minimum sentence, and argued the unpublished Nevada Supreme Court decision Vonseydewitz is
inapplicable. Since the hearing date of the Petition, the Nevada Supreme Court has since published

Williams v. State, 133 Nev, Adv. Op 75, (Oct. 5, 2017), which affirmed the reasoning cited in

Vonseydewitz. Therefore, the Court will not éddress Vonseydewitz, but uses Williams in its

analysis.
II. Discussion

The Court notes that Vonseydewitz does not apply in the instant case. Vonseydewitz is an
unpublished decision. Because it was issued before January 1, 2016, it cannot be cited for any
persuasive value. Since then, Williams has held that petitioners with offense dates between 1995
and July 1, 2007 are entitled to good time credits under NRS 209.4465(7)(b) if the statute which the
petitioner was sentenced under did not specify a parole eligibility date, and if petitioner had not
already been before the parole board on that sentence. Mr. Perez’s offenses took place in 2003,
However, Mr. Perez is active on a sentence which specified a parole eligibility date, and therefore is
excluded from receiving good time credits.

A. The Court Denies Mr. Perez’s Petition Pursuant to Williams.

Nevada Revised Statute 209.4465 governs the award of credits for crimes committed on or
after July 17, 1997. The Court applies the version of the statue in effect when Mr. Perez committed
the offenses in its analysis, because Mr. Perez’s offense took place before the 2007 amendment. For
offenses committed before July 1, 2007, the Court finds that an inmate that meets certain
qualifications “must be allowed. . . a deduction of 10 days from his sentence for each month he
serves.” NRS 209.4465(1) (2003) (amended 2007). These credits “must be deducted from the
maximum term imposed by the sentence,” and “[a]pply to eligibility for parole unless the offender
was sentenced pursuant to a statute which specifies a minimum sentence that must be served before
a person becomes eligible for parole.” NRS 209.4465(7) (2003) (amended 2007). For offenses
committed afier the July 1, 2007 effective date, the petitioner is entitled to “a deduction of 20 days

from his sentence for each month he serves.” NRS 209.4465(1) (2007). Williams now governs the
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credits a petitioner may earn under NRS 209.4465, and their application for offenses committed

before July 1, 2007.

Pursuant to Williams, the Nevada Supreme Court found that a petitioner is entitled to apply

credits they would have earned under NRS 209.4465 to the current sentence’s minimum if the
petitioner was sentenced under a statute that was silent as to a parole eligibility date, and if the
petitioner had not already appeared before the parole board. Williams at p.13. The Nevada
Supreme Court found that NRS 209.4465(7), section (a) provides the general rule for credits earned
towards eligibility for parole, and section (b) sets forth the limitations. Under the rules of
construction, the Nevada Supreme Court found that section (b) limitations do not apply to a
sentencing statute that is silent on parole eligibility. As such, credits earned should be deducted
from a petitioner’s minimum sentence. Thus, an inmate is eligible for parole sooner than he or she
would have been without the credits. Williams at ps. 4-5.

Therefore, as Mr. Perez’s offense date was before July 1, 2007, the Court next determines
whether Mr, Perez would be entitled to good time credit deductions from his parole eligibility date
under NRS 209.4465. As Mr. Perez was sentenced under statutes with specified parole eligibility
dates, the Williams decision is inapplicable. Consequently, this Court therefore denies Mr. Perez’s
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.

B. Mr. Perez is not entitled to work credits.
Mr. Perez also claims that he is entitled to work credits because he is willing to work or

attend educational programs. The issuance of work credits is governed by NRS 209.4465(2) which

states:

2. In addition to the credits allows pursuant to subsection 1, the Director may
allow not more than days of credit each month for an offender whose diligence in
labor and study merits such credits. ]

The court notes that “Both NRS 209.433(3) and NDOP Administrative Regulation 714 (I1I)
make the granting of Work Time Credit discretionary [,] which merely creates a possibility of early
release.” Cooper v. Sumner, 672 F. Supp. 1361, 1367 (D. Nev. 1987). Because Mr. Perez only

claims that he has been denied the right to earn work credit, this argument fails. Mr. Perez has no
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constitutionally protected liberty interest in earning work credit, and he is not entitled to any more
credit than he does not work to earn. Since Mr. Perez has not submitted proof that he has earned any
work credits, Mr. Perez is not entitled to any additional work credits.

C. Mr. Perez Misunderstands Applicable Law.

Lastly, the Court notes there is no due process issue here or equal protection issue as
similarly situated inmates are similarly treated and Mr. Perez does not allege discrimination based
on a classification.

OI.  Conclusion

The Court finds Mr. Perez is not entitled to additional credits. Therefore, the Court denies

Mr. Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.

DATED this day of December2® , 2017.

ERiDA MaRTt BELL

District COURT JUDGE
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the date of filing, a copy of this Order was

electronically served through the Eighth Judicial District Court EFP system or, if no e-mail was

provided, by facsimile, U.S. Mail and/or placed in the Clerk’s Office attorney folder(s) for;

- Name

Party

Gerardo Perez
c/o High Desert State Prison

Petitioner

‘Allison Herr, Esq.

Deputy Attorney General

Counsel for Respondent

O g
TiNa HORD 7Y “""‘\vI
JUDICIAL EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT, DEPARTMENT VII

AFFIRMATION
Pursuant to NRS 239B.030

The undersigned does hereby affirm that the preceding Decision and Order filed
in District Court case number A753832 DOES NOT contain the soclal security

number of any person.

/sl Linda Marie Bell Date
District Court Judgs

12/ 12017

5

0060




13

14

15

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Electronically Filed
1912018 12:54 PM
Steven D. Grierson

A

CLER@ OF THE COU, g

NEOJ
DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA
GERARDO PEREZ,
Case No: A-17-753832-W
Petitioner, Dept. No: VII
Vs,
BRIAN WILLIAMS,
NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
Respondent,

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 4, 2018, the court entered a decision or order in this matter, a

true and correct copy of which is attached to this notice.

You may appeal to the Supreme Court from the decision or order of this court. If you wish to appeal, you

must file a notice of appeal with the clerk of this court within thirty-three (33) days after the date this notice is

mailed to you. This notice was mailed on January 9, 2018.

STEVEN D. GRIERSON, CLERK OF THE COURT

/s/ Amanda Hampton
Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk

CERTIFICATE OF E-SERVICE / MAILING

I hereby certify that on this 9 day of January 2018, T served a copy of this Notice of Entry on the

following:

&

By e-mail:
Clark County District Attorney’s Office
Attorney General's Office — Appellate Division-

The United States mai} addressed as follows:
Gerardo Perez # 85726

P.O. Box 650

Indian Springs, NV 89070

/s/ Amanda Hampton
Amanda Hampton, Deputy Clerk

Case Number: A-17-753832-W
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1

2 EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT

3 CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

4 || GERARDO PEREZ,

5 Petitioner,

6 vs. Case No. A-17-753832-W

BRiaN WILLIAMS, WARDEN, et al., Dept. No. VIl

; Respondents.

9 DECISION AND ORDER
10 Now before the Court is Petitioner Gerardo Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The
11 || matter came before the Court on September 28, 2017. No parties were present and therefore the
12 || Court did not entertain oral arguments and now rules based solely on the pleadings pursuant to NRS
13 | 34.770(2). The Court denies Mr. Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.
14 L Factual and Procedural Background
15 Gerardo Perez is currently incarcerated in High Desert State Prison. Mr. Perez was
16 | adjudicated guilty of Second Degree Murder with Use of a Deadly Weapon, a category A felony.
17 || The conduct giving rise to the offense occurred on November 30, 2003. Mr. Perez is serving a
18 || maximum sentence of twenty-five years, with a minimum parole eligibility date after ten years, plus
19 | an equal and consecutive sentence for the deadly weapon enhancement. Mr. Perez received three
20 || hundred ninety-two days credit for time served. Mr. Perez appeared before the parole board on the

21 || Murder portion of his sentence, and was paroled to his consecutive sentence on March 10, 2014,
22 || Mr. Perez is actively serving the deadly weapon enhancement portion of his sentence.

23 Mr. Perez filed his Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus on or about April 12, 2017. Mr. Perez
24 | alleges the Nevada Department of Corrections and Warden Brian Williams failed to properly apply

25 | good time credit to Mr. Perez’s minimum parole eligibility. Mr. Perez argues he is entitled to a

= R
285
2 § & 26 | deduction of 20 days from his parole eligibility date for each month he has served pursuant to NRS
< E é 27 |l 209.4465. Also, Mr. Perez argues he is entitled to work credit. Mr. Perez cites an unpublished
B
% 28 | Nevada Supreme Court decision: Vonseydewitz v. Legrand, No. 66159, 2015 WL 3936827 (Nev.
[ voluntary Dismis: ) S’ d
[Jstipulatea Disrmssal {3 Default Judgment
CIMation to Disraiss by Deft(s; [Judprnert of Arbitration
JAN 04 2018
Case Number: A-17-753832-W 0062
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June 24, 2015). The Attorney General’s Office responded on September 26, 2017 arguing that Mr.
Perez is not entitled to additional good time credit deductions from his parole eligibility date or his
minimum sentence, and argued the unpublished Nevada Supreme Court decision Yonseydewitz is
inapplicable. Since the hearing date of the Petition, the Nevada Supreme Court has since published

Williams v. State, 133 Nev. Adv. Op 75, (Oct. 5, 2017), which affirmed the reasoning cited in

Vonseydewitz. Therefore, the Court will not address Vonseydewitz, but uses Williams in its

analysis.
IL Discussion

The Court notes that Vonseydewitz does not apply in the instant case. Vonseydewitz is an
unpublished decision. Because it was issued before January 1, 2016, it cannot be citedi for any
persuasive value. Since then, Williams has held that petitioners with offense dates between 1995
and July 1, 2007 are entitled to good time credits under NRS 209.4465(7)(b) if the statute which the
petitioner was sentenced under did not specify a parole eligibility date, and if petitioner had not
already been before the parole board on that sentence. Mr. Perez’s offenses took place in 2003.
However, Mr. Perez is active on a sentence which specified a parole eligibility date, and therefore is
excluded from receiving good time credits.

A, The Court Denies Mr. Perez’s Petition Pursuant to Williams.

Nevada Revised Statute 209.4465 governs the award of credits for crimes committed on or
after July 17, 1997. The Court applies the version of the statue in effect when Mr. Perez committed
the offenses in its analysis, because Mr. Perez’s offense took place before the 2007 amendment. For
offenses committed before July 1, 2007, the Court finds that an inmate that meets certain
qualifications “must be allowed. . . a deduction of 10 days from his sentence for each month he
serves.” NRS 209.4465(1) (2003) (amended 2007). These credits “must be deducted from the
maximum term imposed by the sentence,” and “[a]pply to eligibility for parole unless the offender
was sentenced pursuant to a statute which specifies a minimum sentence that must be served before
a person becomes eligible for parole.” NRS 209.4465(7) (2003) (amended 2007). For offenses
committed after the July 1, 2007 effective date, the petitioner is entitled to “a deduction of 20 days

from his sentence for each month he serves.” NRS 209.4465(1) (2007). Williams now governs the
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credits a petitioner may earn under NRS 209.4465, and their application for offenses committed

before July 1, 2007.
Pursuant to Williams, the Nevada Supreme Court found that a petitioner is entitled to apply

credits they would have earned under NRS 209.4465 to the current sentence’s minimum if the
petitioner was sentenced under a statute that was silent as to a parole eligibility date, and if the
petitioner had not already appeared before the parole board. Williams at p.13. The Nevada
Supreme Court found that NRS 209.4465(7), section (a) provides the general rule for credits earned
towards eligibility for parole, and section (b) sets forth the limitations. Under the rules of
construction, the Nevada Supreme Court found that section (b) limitations do not apply to a
sentencing statute that is silent on parole eligibility. As such, credits earned should be deducted
from a petitioner’s minimum sentence. Thus, an inmate is eligible for parole sooner than he or she

would have been without the credits. Williams at ps. 4-5.

Therefore, as Mr. Perez’s offense date was before July 1, 2007, the Court next determines
whether Mr. Perez would be entitled to good time credit deductions from his parole eligibility date
under NRS 209.4465. As Mr. Perez was sentenced under statutes with specified parole eligibility
dates, the Williams decision is inapplicable. Consequently, this Court therefore denies Mr. Perez’s
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.

B. Mr. Perez is not entitled to work credits.
Mr, Perez also claims that he is entitled to work credits because he is willing to work or

attend educational programs, The issuance of work credits is governed by NRS 209.4465(2) which
states:

2. In addition to the credits allows pursuant to subsection 1, the Director may
allow not more than days of credit each month for an offender whose diligence in
labor and study merits such credits. :

The court notes that “Both NRS 209.433(3) and NDOP Administrative Regulation 714 (III)
make the granting of Work Time Credit discretionary [,] which merely creates a possibility of early
release.” Cooper v. Sumner, 672 F. Supp. 1361, 1367 (D. Nev. 1987). Because Mr. Perez only

claims that he has been denied the right to earn work credit, this argument fails. Mr. Perez has no
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constitutionally protected liberty interest in earning work credit, and he is not entitled to any more
credit than he does not work to earn, Since Mr. Perez has not submitted proof that he has earned any
work credits, Mr. Perez is not entitled to any additional work credits.

C. Mr. Perez Misunderstands Applicable Law.

Lastly, the Court notes there is no due process issue here or equal protection issue as
similarly situated inmates are similarly treated and Mr. Perez does not allege discrimination based
on a classification.

. Conclusion

The Court finds Mr. Perez is not entitled to additional credits. Therefore, the Court denies

Mr. Perez’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.

DATED this day of December2® , 2017.

EfiDa MarE BELL

DistrICT COURT JUDGE
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that on the date of filing, a copy of this Order was
electronically served through the Eighth Judicial District Court EFP system or, if no e-mail was

provided, by facsimile, U.S. Mail and/or placed in the Clerk’s Office attorney folder(s) for:

Name Party

Gerardo Perez Petitioner
c¢/o High Desert State Prison

Allison Herr, Esq. Counsel for Respondent
Deputy Attorney General
\ -
/,_/‘/-:/’ZC/ ”
TiNA HORD i - \V‘I
JUDICIAL EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT, DEPARTMENT ViI

AFFIRMATION

Pursuant to NRS 239B.030
The undersigned does hereby affirm that the precading Decision and Order filed
in District Court case number A753832 DOES NOT contain the social security

number of any person.

/s/ Linda Marie Bell Date 12/ j217
District Court Judge
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Steven D. Grierson
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Attorneys for Defendant

DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY
CR R
GERARDO PEREZ,
CASE NO.: A-17-753832-W
PETITIONER,
DEPARTMENT NOQO.: VII
VS. '
BRIAN WILLIAMS,
RESPONDENT.

NOTICE OF APPEAL

TO: BRIAN WILLIAMS, Respondent.
TO: CLARK COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY, THE NEVADA ATTORNEY

GENERAL and to THE EIGHTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, COUNTY OF CLARK,
STATE OF NEVADA.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that GERARDO PEREZ hereby appeals to the SUPREME
COURT OF NEVADA from the denial of his Petition for Habeas Corpus Relief. GERARDO

PEREZ’S Petition for Habeas Relief was denied by way of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

Case Number: A-17-753832-W 0067
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on January 4, 2018 and a Notice of Entry of Order was filed on January 9, 201 8. This timely Notice of]

Appeal follows.
DATED on the 25" day of January, 2018,
JUSTICE LAW CENTER

/S/ Bret O. Whipple. Esq.
BRET O. WHIPPLE, ESQ.
BAR NO. 6168
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, TATUM WEHR, an employee of JUSTICE LAW CENTER, hereby declares that
the herein described mailing took place, as a citizen of the United States over 21 years of age
and not a party to, nor interested in, the within action; that on the 25% day of January, 2018,
deposited in the United States Mail at Las Vegas, a copy of the Notice of Appeal in the case
of GERARDO PEREZ v. BRIAN WILLIAMS, case number A-17-753832-W, enclosed ina
sealed envelope in the US regular mail postage fully prepaid, addressed to:

STEVEN WOLFSON
District Attorney

200 Lewis Avenue
Las Vegas ,NV 89155

Gerardo Perez

PO Box 650

Inmate Number # 85726
22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070

Adam Laxalt

Nevada Attorney General
100 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701

Brian Williams

PO Box 650

22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070
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1100 S. Tenth Street
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(702) 731-0000
Attorneys for Defendant
‘ DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY
ER R
GERARDO PEREZ,
CASE NO.: A-17-753832-W
PETITIONER, :
DEPARTMENT NO.: VII
V8.

BRIAN WILLIAMS,

RESPONDENT.

CASE APPEAL STATEMENT

1. Appellant filing this Case Appeal Statement: GERARDO PEREZ.

2. Judge issuing the decision, judgment, or order appealed from: Honorable
Judge Linda Marie Bell
3. All parties to the proceedings in the district court: The State of Nevada,

Respondent, Brian Williams, Respondent, Gerardo Perez, Petitioner.

4. All parties involved in this appeal: Gerardo, Petitioner; the State of Nevada,
Respondent, Brian Williams, Respondent.

"

Case Number: A-17-753832-W ' 00
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5. Name, law firm, address, and telephone number of all counsel on appeal

and party or parties whom they represent:

STEVEN WOLFSON
District Attorney

200 Lewis Avenue
Las Vegas ,NV 89155

Gerardo Perez

PO Box 650

Inmate Number # 85726
22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070

Adam Laxalt

Nevada Attorney General
100 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701

Brian Williams

PO Box 650

22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070

6. Whether appellant was represented by appointed or retained counsel in

the district court: Retained.

7. Whether appellant is represented by appointed or retained counsel on

appeal: Retained.

8. Whether appellant was granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis, and

the date of entry of the district court order granting such leave: N/A




9. Date proceedings commenced in the district court (e.g., date complaint,

indictment, information, or petition was filed): April 12, 2017
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DATED this 25" day of January, 2018.

[s/ Bret O, Whipple. Esq.
BRET WHIPPLE, ESQ.
Nevada Bar #6168
JUSTICE LAW CENTER
1100 South 10% St.

* Las Vegas, Nevada 89104
(702) 731-0000
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, TATUM WEHR, an employee of JUSTICE LAW CENTER, hereby declares that
the herein described mailing took place, as a citizen of the United States over 21 years of age
and not a party to, nor interested in, the within action; that on the 25" day of January, 2018,
deposited in the United States Mail at Las Vegas, a copy of the CASE APPEAL
STATEMENT in the case of GERARDO PEREZ v. BRIAN WILLIAMS, case number A-17-

753832-W, enclosed in a sealed envelope in the US regular mail postage fully prepaid,

addressed to:

STEVEN WOLFSON
District Attorney

200 Lewis Avenue
Las Vegas ,NV 89155

Gerardo Perez

PO Box 650

Inmate Number # 85726
22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070

Adam Laxalt

Nevada Attorney General
100 North Carson Street
Carson City, NV 89701

Brian Williams

PO Box 650

22010 Cold Creek Rd,
Indian Springs, NV 89070

I Declare under penalty. of peg(iry that the foregoing is true and correct.




