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2 BYExpress ¥aa&s,priv\ci‘p\e5,apiméons and pocposes A Ahe
7\5} Se,wa,*e AV\A ﬂ&ﬁam\o\t.u'
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The other Wouse, and Ao ru\};e.s\ Weeszown- an
exnrelled o\l Keew Moo Goverwor. Ow dccassion &
C.c%\wt‘fevx\ \cﬁa\u\’iov\is also 056& Yo memecialize
aYormed member ot the Legislature or sther
AisXinguished persan vpen death, or ko congeglulae
or *oxc_ow\mev\ any person of Oﬁ‘aa“.\icﬁfoh&or [N
Sjani €omY and merikotious acc_omp\is\ menY.
Se_mnA,te]ver b\ which wagy have passed Yhe
Laa\'s\o?wve_ 5\'\3\, bore % becomes o \acs, e
presenXed Yo Yhe Governor. . Nev. Const. Aeh. T,
815, A veview ok Yne Legidohive Wiskory oF Yhe
aforementioned Nssemdoly Concurvent i&so\u\iwﬁ,

13 No. 24, indicakes Yhak Rnis tesolotion, like other
3 Concurrenk hesolskions passed by Ane Legis\akure
12 during Yhe Same Xime pesy 3, was wevey

3 presented ko Xwe Govesnor gmr approval or
14 disapproval. See generally FINAL VOLUME
1 RSSEMBLY HISTORY, 1964 ot 249-28%. Aecordingly,
20 s o\ssem\o\g Concverent Nesolution cannot be
1 constroved as twe \aw t§ Yhis state.
2 Fina\\g,tﬁ\\e enncking Clagse o every \aw Shall be
23 as Yo\sws! The Veop ;:‘X Yhe Shoke ok Nenoda,
9 represented tn Senale and Nscembly,do enack as
15 Yol\ows: and now law chall be enacted except by bill,
N Nev. Const. AeX. OV, §13(EM\3\«¢:«5(S added)s We
X3 have previsusly tuled Yhak Yhis enacting claose
x% IS mam\a:\otg ond mock be inc\uded \a every law
1 Creaked ‘0\3 Yhe Legislakure .See Shake v
30 5,10 Nev.2500435).Since Concurtent
31 RescloXion Na. 24 and other similar vecolutions do
3 noX canXain Ywe reaoisite enackwent \omguacle,
:?),):: ‘“\c,% connck tepresen’ e \ows ot nis shates
35| The 1\\%0\\«5 Dgeva)te,rl Lc:&fs\rx\‘\\le_ Commission’,
36 ‘I\cc.cvé[\v\% Yo Yhe \egelnkive Covnsel Bureas[1ed) the Nevada
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[shade satule, which \wave been used te\\egal drandver the
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Winotkple representakions Yeom varions 500rces wialing
M owlear as Xo We ackual ov\awn. The Legis\ative Counsel
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Lilentire Cammission was Consrikolionally Compromised
BReavn Yoe xark The Commission was unawtol Yor seveso)
AHreasons, Yhe mask olovioss being s very opecation, ¥he
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L9Nevada Consttuion and Yne Se‘)e;voérion & Powers
28{Dockeine. Which is CY\SC.USSEA &sto\\oms ) Ccms)(%‘\{ anal
AN io\oXions: The. p\ac;e,me“\: & e &We@ Nevada Supreme
ANCourY Joekices on Poe SNaute Revisian Cammission

33 Vis\aXed. Nevoda Conchirstion Ade NI &1L whidh
3Ylakakes wn peﬁ'mevxst pack, The Justhices ok Xwe Supreme
B our and Ve Dickeick dodge s s\oll e "me,\iﬂ'\\o\e, Yo
36 Jany o&&ice,, o¥her Yoan a Jodicial M¥ice, during Yae
37 ferm Yor whida Yoey shell have been elecked or
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T\\ex&we,\\\a P\L\t‘_emeﬂ"( ;‘i\%\v\re& members (R e \\\&VC\AQ

Sopreme CoveX on Yhe Stckute Neview Commission
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‘ew
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Hooc K c\u’t'w\Q Yhe ﬁ\ppaiﬂstmeﬁ\s( c& Yhe Stdote Reviswon
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22 and sale. X\evedl,
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20 Yme Shale.
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3 As )ti. wackak ”Q\‘ocace,sgecl,\"\r&'\c“om\‘é. solomitted de \:s y
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STIATOTE REVISION (OMMISSTON
Milton R Badd ,
Edgat EXner

Chacles Y. Mecr\\

The Supreme Court sags Yook Yo Stekote Reviaion

SkeXes e Skadvke Renision Commission was otigmally
creaed \mﬂ Ywe Nevada Sugreme. Cooet \n 2951 ava became
wmuolved w ‘ol Aro ‘Bt:ml 0s On adjm\c_\ Yo W& 5‘\03(\:*&
revision wor., And Rm%\\ex e WS \aw estalolidning the
woreas [LE®]Y c.\mqe& & with C\SS;S*‘;V\% Ve Legis\atore
Yo Yind Youcks C_M\C.QJ‘V\;M yov ethmeny -p(‘oposa\ LQ.Q(S\D\'\COV\ ;
and varions otner m)\n\ic; wmottere The LCR aoes on }«uf)c\\e\s’
to stede Yok !Duv\\ng Nee nexX sevesal yenrs, Yhe duties
& Yne bouceao and Xs Xk weee modNied and axpmdecﬂ.
Tn 1963, %me Nev. Legislatuce twrsomi-z_e& Yhe Legis\aXive

5'§m"i\m' '\’6 *\\ose \8( as \“oA&La. One ‘lm”)t c& *\nis a\'\m\ge,
was Ywe 'incbvpot\a\\@‘\ 6\ YWe SkaXo¥e Renision
Comnassion Duia Le&‘s\o&w& Couns E’;\’ Russe\\ W, i"\é\.)awx\xx
ko Xne Le_gi‘s\&\(ue_ Counse\ Boreau as \:\a\e, Lug,a\
Division... The 1403 Legis\aXion aleo added a Wiseal
and AUJ‘\'\RNA Division and a Research Division.

T 1956-57 ¥e CommitXee on hluc\'ia{mnj n Xne Sendke
passecl Concorrent Resolotion Nad. Alached as Exhilat 84 .
The Legiqaion was an a¥rempt Yo ‘vosksheaped Wne Wegal
passane Y2 NR3 by S®-1. The Senate a’t\am@te_& Xs do
(4 \03 u‘s'mc:‘ a Jownd Resolution Yo Q(‘oufc\& Yhat the
“&icial e,v\g\*osf)eé copy & 5%-2 may be vSed a5 Ywe
encolled Gl As sek Nortln chove Resclutions cannot be
vsed Yo poss ang boill ko \aw. fendesing any \aw vsing
Yhis \ac\slis\asdvt Ve/\n?.c.%uzs void.

Even the LO™s prevoce Xe Yhe NRS Ae_sc.\‘\\)inq e

wer\i Acme. ‘Q \\w_ "a\—u\:o*e_ Revision Camvx(‘ss‘ibh as o
Azlzﬁc&{ah éa e \eais\m\uris swn dukies Russell Meonald

Commiasion wWos crecked \oy Yhe Leﬂ(s\a\:ore‘bu‘\' the LcR

Counse\ Rureay, Gwing "\3( evure and rcsyan‘sl\sl\(i((es 1
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Rev}s\ng the statutes, on the sther hand,involves
these addXionat and A ’\*Qv\elois\\(m] operations. (1\':“\2.
Colleckion iw‘co C\'\&p'\ej’s (,X a\,\ Sec.“‘?;ovxs and pa o
BecXions thet reloke Yo Yhe same su\oje,c., and the
G‘J‘A:i‘\a arran%emenst ints seckions & the matetiol
assevo\ed w each c\nup\er. (W The elivunakion CRT
wspecaXive ¢ dosoleke, doplicaded, implied\y repealed
and onconstdotiona (as declared by Yhe Sopreme.
Court g) Xhe Skoe c& \\\e.\mc\a\se,c\(iaﬂs and 9&\‘*5
o SecXions. (BYThe elminelion vaneces5acY |
u)av&s CmA Yhe QMPVDVamenSt t}v '*\\e qeamm n'\' \wca\
s"cmc\m’e, &v\A p\m.&si ¥ocm & Se,c,\:\‘on‘s‘
The Tevision, wskead &% Nne ?e,compi\&\“(onib Yhe
S)t@( u\:e,s was un&ex\w\(zw, \\\e.re}ofe}(vs\'i Yo &\{mina\'e,
Sec*{()V\S e ?M‘\s ﬁ\ secXions W\v\(c\\‘*\-\oug‘n Y\O'\‘
Spc&ica\\ﬂ cepealed , were viever Yheless wetkecive
and, Second Yo o\aﬂ\vm Sim p\{\m C\Ms{\, and generally

malke wisee accessible. vnder skandable and vsable
\\\e \’e,Mm\“(n% e_ﬁke.z)(”we, ‘sec}dems oY pcw\- 1} Secstiﬁns.

C anging any weed, wh Yhert 1s vedondavt ,Unwne e ssaty,
nweNect e, Simpl ,c.\cxc%mdlms,or '3\)5\ Sinply  an
'\W\pm\:eme.“’twgt‘i e ataimatice) greuctuce (S a
'Laq(s\cr\‘we.xumc,*\m\,vxb’\ a WAicia) YoncXion. Lesk we
¥0T’ eX Xhese covtecXione weve \oef\V\ca ap\u‘a\IQA \

oy %ﬁ\\(’ae_h\ Sadre Sopreme CaveX Justices . This 5 a
Wakank violokion ok Yhe Qe.pevo?ti()i\ ot wers Dockeine .
Rut we Aowd ve&\\\.s Rnow wheXhwer any OS; *\\(L vecords *\/\&\“
can e veltieved Feosm Me LER ar Yhe Nevada archives
are copies ok Yhe cv{qim\ bill oe vecotds, but bath

pro duces what *\xe\s Suy Ove cupie:; bot don¥ mateh Uulna"\'
he othee s, Wil never Know which ane 1s a Yrue copy ot
the ovi%ma\ Vecavse & Mo Seck e feco;%s ate NOY
theie Constitotional R&P’OS‘*O(‘S avu\,*"v\ew oce,\egally do
not exask. L(‘tua\\lj,*\\& Skedvte Review Commission was
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1 ﬁ)aﬁﬁﬂa (or aﬁamp\';wa Xo \mss\ laws w c:e,m‘s\e‘\e. Aarog&“on r&
’)\%e Ycee Toshices Ooth ot D\'?(c& and Blekan vialation

Ao Cbns*;‘\\i'\"\aAu\\tﬂ pocs\n‘\\).\)\‘etx \"&c‘\’;ces.EWeACue.\% *\\Q. reAecessef‘
9t Yhe LC® and Yhen \sdec \E’ne LCR Yok aver Xne s\Wierel
s|duties o Nevados elecXed mtiicic\s and ton Yhe entire Xale
4 Leﬁis\a*ive Sujs\’em ‘\\—.ft\ug\-\ one edwj‘RuS:sQ\\ Wesk \'\a\)m\a\&“a ;
YelhareXer whs Yhe Legis\ature wac Ya\d was an a‘(\‘on\esd who
faradvated Neam Stadorde Low St‘\oe" was o Nodes Seholar, was
% edveated in Nevadne public Schools, ond was a notivesbern
0N evadan.None ok \X \ler“\\;'ia\o\e. Ruscel West Y‘\chcn&\.& was &

gl w\\és\e(\:ﬂ won, who 2bkuined a\w\nr,)( uv\\'\m’\*ek emA C,e(‘*a;ﬁ\\\ﬁ
1unehecked powef.(See_ Exboil, ).

13 Twe hacgh re_o.\k‘c‘i o bath, og Yo amarp\noos\tﬁ haWow
HRecaliions Yhak ace A\\egeA o have caused Yhe passage N s3-1
Slwhile at e some ‘\ime_ ve.\lo\cw\ I\\e\laAa:s e«tis’c{m& S‘\'c\‘\u*es th

16 re(a\r.m'mg Them with e NRS, W6 X X Mo eaXice proacam is

V7 \eaa\\g &m\ \aa'\s\a*ive\g Bank \"up*._\n! X wmeane ‘S\nai Xhe év\)«-;te,

20 S B-1 uia\a*ca Yhe Leqis\c)tuois oum toles. The passing a‘* \.e.q\'. s\aqti‘mn
A5 not \ike horseshaes and handarensndes. Cloce does nak couvk, Yhe

UNevada Lancrtotion prohdots Yhe passege ot bills w Yae

‘\S\G&U(’e wele c\em\g

THaleo prevented Mne NRS a\\e_qe& en wmass Passage *\waufa\\ Yhese
2&[VioloXiens as well. Vow Many ConcXkoXiona }n*onsicm% of

29 L%(s\a*(va vules need %o e uicloked n arder No Y\CQG*P_ X's
30|pagsage 1 Twe ancwer chou\d e snluene ! There are other

31 \'e\l&a\ﬁ}g ConaXtutione) violaions as well as Mne VielaXisns o

B NS vee passage violakes Sena¥e Bl 104, Sec.4,5eckon €
Hlbeing dhagter 3, StakoYe ot Nevada 1944, oX page™.

35 \.\\Ua\\\ﬂj\c\\e Xeem “oarolled? RN means o ¥ jir] oXed and
36 dg“eA““u‘\\\ A examination ot Yo e\gmssea il ceXerced ke or,
3 lmore succintg,GR-); which was used Xa pass The NRS en moss
3%/8\haws YhaX | oo en - nked. The LLB even
39|adwits Anis.
46 Oh\ner eccors were commllod. Bor weXance Yhne rec"uit’emah\'
411 %er Yhe passage oF o BN 18 Mnak X e tend ’\\we,e: ’c'\ma;s’aver
2 |¥cee sepecaXe Ac.qs as reo‘vu‘irec\ oy Nevada Consixotion;

Y3 heXicle "\,gi‘}"\'\\ere o evidence Yhak Nais was eves

P |accomplished and A\is oo Xioa acgmxasc be sbtained Yesm Yhe
95 Constikutiond Recerd Keeper -XnaX being Yhae Sectetacy o SXocke

4h|See. Wevada Ccag\?\u\{uh} Rr\.lsr §10j which fe_q’ulres A\
120

‘*u;?&(ex\ Mna“\’ TN e

!

|‘3- Cocess wos \mit\,\mﬁ e p\e_\\novm o% Conshhotinnal Vislations bot
Wlwcloded acks. AN e nature, nst Xo mewtion Yhe pacsage &

ANio\ked on Xhe method oF e passage ot Bills ko law ulhich

3 [the Leq\g\a)wte.‘s own tulee whieh ave eﬂreﬂfooso\:or wskance She
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lL&g;S\b.s('\\lz Recocds Yo be mawnteined Ea Yhe Se,cre)tc\nj ot SkaXe. |

$aeNevada—trmtors e The Nevada Constidutian tequives
ek Ye pvece.&uteg sex Yo \n Ackicle ibl 21 snd lor2) be
Yollowed Yo amend Nne enskdotion. These do not inclode

adwmend men \o\& akote sc amendwmenk o QU\)*uxu%e, and quise.
"\a‘cl(m% Yhak o edote can amend Mo eleXe Constdotion
\lio\akes everqy citizens Lonstdutional Rinﬁ\n\: Xo Procedural
and cob aXandwve due pracess under Yne Nevada

Cons¥Xotion[ick. A 24iaT) and inder the United Shates

ConstXokian IIE,Y__W_ Ama«clmen“l‘ﬁ.“gw verAhe LR
has once aaa;h Yokken ackion Xo cover Yhiee Yrasd b
Qa‘\'\'img ‘\r\% Nevada L%ihg\u*ure, s \necome aoacanspwd\*ms
W Xier eimingl anste_v\\rfgto,:[\qis was acc_om‘)\ vshed \ma e
Nevada LSC“G\DL*U{‘Q amemkvxg Yhe Constikuhion “‘\\x«ruug\\
passaqe oY sXeXote . Twis was done “qu(o\r\ NRS 125.698,

which ’trm\cxgsrs all dustx\of‘l\':g AX \x’p_wi‘& \iwﬁnfﬂ X«ram the

So_c.fe_.\ouﬂ., ck Stae Yo Wne LCBVeX a teacch N Yhe
NRS shows Hhat NRS 225,070 dses not exisk. \\o\A\‘vuj-
‘\’\\a)C a QS\“A,)CU‘\‘& can Aieinish or vrw.cy:AIe~ Xhe )
Con‘s‘stilfu‘\‘lqna.l Au‘\r\'\amf-l'g mandatad n Mwe Cows%c'l‘u“\’lbn
VioleXes the Se,pé.m)cio-n o¥ Yowers Bod‘n\:\e_;( me:ncliwq
A ConcbiXition wock be o5%orYuated by '“\L\‘.’.)cexvﬂ Yot .
Net La\?s\c:\"mg Neom Mo \aench, nor amended Yoy Xwe pssage of o
SheXote .“A skeXee umna‘\* amend Yhe Conskikotion. _éexii_q_z,_\g_
Tede o Flotida V. Blecida ,S17 8.5.44,146 5 & 1408 Pl wac\,
snsylvania . Oaion Gas Co d9l 061 04, 100 6 cF 12091246, 165
LB 1 L[, (measelman v Wdheock. WL 0.6, 61T .12 & ¢k sl

LA unconstikobional dite 1 Yo \oe teqarded o
nenexiskenk an no wleke doXence Yo Sheke G%(ms acking vnde ¢
.0 Koc\(awa% ?&c]‘?c Cot\}o@ﬂ*im\ AL Ss(a\es\:ut‘%l'ﬂ;f) £ a4g{o.c. MY
1. See a\ao Cespee W Racon 565 UG, 1,14, 74 6.0k, ]HOL 1961-141p, 3
LEd 1) &\1‘\‘5‘&\\\\6\&\“3 Yok on Ol o Q\J?‘mt* M CoaskNution s
an Octh ko Lup scX s ‘m\ewp(*e.\c:‘c(em oy Yhe Uniked Skakes
Sopreme Courk) See n\co Baker v. Cuce 364 0.5 A%A 215,42 5 C 691
WA 7 L EL 13 CALAGLN. whick Mo Uaided Stedes Bankruptey Couck
celed upan v _Tn Re Tescier 196 RR. 24L{4%5) ke make Yhe
Solswing conclusion:

F:.«.\\,, tn d‘c\e,m?“(‘\ Xo A"'“\\ Yhe Supreme C_odl“\IS‘

dekecminaXion ok Xs own m@acizg Ya adjudiceke.

the Co: WaVades o prevl ceper \

Coordinele %(‘M\c_kﬁ and v SO As\m%’ im%eow\;ss‘g\s\%_

M&L%ﬁjﬁmdm ‘
Newvadas 5isYer S‘\:aﬁﬁla\&o%n"\u shes ad some *\\(w\gs Xo Say doock
fimi\ar ciccumalances w Yaier skade' ¥ The Censtitutional Previsiea wos
a law made dicect\y oy Yhe pesple wnstend o e Leguslakore, and
Sueh Lawe ace Yo boe eonskruved and av&urae woll vesgecks as Yoogh

o

they were S\‘a*v\'e,s Mulincheskec . \"\&\e.unh 112 ea. 591,55 R34,
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o . .
Y o}&ec‘f . Yhese Cons)nk utional Qrovisions are bot 5\*&‘\0‘\% s,
whick the Leaislotoce cannet cepedl ov amendM\Winchestee u

Bosaed, 196 eal. 4l , W34, 64 2 691 ) 6A 217,79, 94 Am. . Rep. 153,

The LB has and c«“&e&ea“q mo&n’\:&ins all o‘ Yhe Le,gic;\a‘\.'QVé.
vecords W cleae viclokion &% Ywe Nevada Conskitotion Bill Resolotion
QAocrnale agd all skhwer cecaeds were alle edlly Ycken away Seom Yhe
SecceXac :& Skake and "(cav\}acrec\ Yo Yhe LCB Yhroush Ywe
pa:saﬁe, - NRS 2125.0%0. N s‘m\uh_ Yt Aoes aet exd ‘3('.

Bven O Yhwe Legislatore did eveeylhi \lm,&u\\\i hqic\.\omi'v\q, Yhe
cocrecX e\es and guiie\?ne,s, we &\l uo\'v\%(\evar Wnow  Yhe NRS wlete

csed ko \ow ecavse Mere. are wo cecgeds ok Ye Seccelary o
1Stk es OWice  See Letec Neom Qu.te_\cmd t& Skade .S'\a)(im:‘ Mak *\NQ_H
Blde ask \nave Ywece records (Edhinil V. [as Ywe Nevada
iy Cof\s‘\"\stust\'nw\’, ek, S,ém ' c_aw\ﬂumAS Yke Se_cfe.*ar% c& 'S*‘A’tg. ‘o
15 mackain . and ‘sro’(e.c’t\, Evea Yhe pronks ok Yhe vn com\-(’w’n‘a’vm\ \\EKS,
\blpassed N as \aw,\as been UngoasTrutionally Widdea oy an entitq
7] Y\ ey A”\X&U—e 58 Yo thwe \Xuama&(oa Yo anyone.

1< There eXists evew mote. disturbing (ssues reqarding Yhe \ega\ity X
e NRS 1w Yk Ynere ave we Cecoands even s\aow(a\g YWt Yhe
1bovetnoe 503“9.(\ SR ke \aw .I.\\eras\\v\c.\\5| a\%\\ama\n e Saua‘(anﬂ
2\ o¥ S\eke s CM\.S‘\E*U‘\' "01\&\.\,&,‘ man&a’caﬁ e W\G\\\\*D&“ \Shp_ \t,ta&‘ CUA‘\’GA!J
bY) mw.\ C_Dh"ﬂ—b\ u‘ )(\\{5 ‘\.‘\\Dtmm}tiﬁﬂ &m\. v(‘mjﬂ\.e. “\\: Yo any Qar\‘\a
B|seeing Yhe "\w&bfna)doi\ e Seccekncy &X Slake avers Yok Y does
29| mok Wave \eqol &us’tel\a an) cankral & &.The %ecre.\ani & State
25 kells yoou ek ¥he LCB Ror Y hWis i Abcundt The BMtorney
26/Genecals OWice ‘nas addee ssed a simlar Vssve BeYoce and skated
SV het. B pink Resolotion a?'pvopn‘c.\:ing woney Yeom Yhe

24 Nighway wnd, aAnp’(‘a.A by both, ook never presenked do Yhe
2|Gavernoe Nor Wia &igw\a"cufe, r_k:es 0o become Lo thos, an
30lapprogeiokian io wnvalid undec Yis seckion. Atorneq General
3bpinton €SLAGO (1~25-ws0)).
32 C_urrenjt\% Yoo Secretary ot Slke stakes Yot their Ahice Aoe s
23| net hove Yea Miles Mook will prove the Pelitionees argument.This
yilposses o secisus Qroblen ¥or Ywe Cencans (M the \oss ac Widing & Yhese
25 reu:w—AA PTQ\I&U\{S e Po.\\\‘(u.her.t: S.sccmi ?t‘mm oetn proven
56 e.ma\u;\\la.\té;mxd (‘L\\osing‘e‘t deckvn ing o¢ \'\:(X\V\% ese Ceconds
leoncsXdided a erime. Cez NRS 223214 which dizcu sces the orime. e}t
3% any poblic oWicer causing TNILRY T6, COMCEALMENT ok
TN SEFICATION OF RECORAS oR PAVERS ts wit'
L[O | YN o&\’\cﬁ‘ wha mu“\i\a“(es, d.e;'\'ce%s,c.m\t.oa\s ,emses,
?{’2‘ m\n\\*us;a*gs ac*iut\d i{\g a«g‘cem?‘é o:}t apﬁ\;‘ (.

anDe € Tap 8 ANl \8 Aot Aa coe qov

43 % VNA o “saﬁm\\ e Qm\'\s‘k\etﬁas Q‘iouil\ed iw% 1=
4y NES “A43.130.

4s FU('“’\&!‘ ‘\\\0_ elnct)'me\!\'\s which wete. &uhm\‘&ea \ur ‘\\\1 pdSSGQL ox SB”l Ao

Ll‘ w:s‘\ CONN BTN '\Q \\\L Cet\s\::;\:u*iam\ rec\'u'we_menh o “\\M’. 30\&\ ?\u\u 6¥
47 e SenoXe and Rssewnly. Qince Waie doeoment was submitred by Yhe

¢ LB, Yme Sewake and Mo Bscemblu. Yhis Ul\%sc\\\\iet\ document wag no¥

Y9la eve BW.Since & was not o Xrve BANY wae o Yalse oc ‘EuAu\en‘& A\®
S0Mus 224 .21, discusses ‘\'\\e.pe,“a\\-(e,s ¢ atomtting of & ecwngy
SiBvelse ‘\&o(‘ma‘:im\ Yor ‘:\{!\5 oc Xov recording. Th e statote veads

52 in pex\‘ii\ew‘\ pack as Yol ows !

53 k fecson wha kmsufw\a\la Pracofes o¢ a‘&exs mm.a\;a\se, 6¢
y 159~
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\ Xorged tnckcumenk ko boe Riled, vegiskered or recorded
2 n any public Mice juihich nskeomenk , ¥ genvine.,

3 m’irag bve \l\ac\., ceqisXeved oc tecorded W o public
Yy ot ice onder an \aw o this shule gr oF Yhe United
S S'\‘a“ces,is QUIHQ oX a La‘\:etlow“ C o,\.bmi and shall
_(; be punished as provided in NRS 193430

¥

Thece 16 ne queskisn Xnak SK’L,wag passed oXF as o \egtimete
9 Aocu'menx:,oghe.“ X was not. ThereNore . A constikiked Yae mke.vemq
10]eX 6 Nalse wekeumenk and cavsed X Ao be Niled. teaistered o
W recov:A_ [UNPN puLiic__ :§§\‘ce_. Corrertly Xwme S cvetaty o Shake,
12lwho s Xwe Cams’f\‘tuaﬁa«\a\\\g man3a:\rc.¢1 ﬁiae_, dses wost have
B the dseomenks se ok Least not willing ¥o admndt Xnak Yhey
il do . But since the Se,‘cre:\'c\mé X SAate = &eq,u?\‘eo\*o :

15| mateain Ynese Legis\akive and Excotive Records, bot Yells

) \3&% Xo veov)es\' Mo ¥eom Yo LEB, N 14 assomed, Yhat ¥wis

17l ice will cantinve Yo mainkain Yais posiXion becavse t bas

14l veen ovdesed ko do s6.The Qt'a\cm.\n\a e\kp\aha'\(on s Yhat ©
11lwe don ¥ mainYain Xhat ;(\\L NS ¢ Xhe \acw w Nevada & could
10cavse com\\\e,\:a and Xeke\ chaos, even anavehy awever, the
2)Unted Skakes COV\S)(H.'U* ion w Ariele 4,24 shales Ahat Mo
2 Un}\'u\ AXeakes QaueW\W\er\“( FANAN Qoax-am’tee, Xe euaﬁa,s*a’(e. Ty

28 wis Union o Repoblican Soewm o5 pevernment, Everubady these
24/dags 1a Yoemy Yo\d Yhat sur solideecs are Mg ng Yoo

AS Bemacrac‘é}\nu* i 15wt '\‘rue,"meﬂ afre ;ﬁ\\*iﬂ‘a Yo
2.6/mamXain Xwe cule o8 \aw which s whata Repoblicic \aased

27 U‘)ov\.so,e,uen ouT po\Arir.tams and edv c&'\'ors cl'av& Xnow wh.

29 knd & governmenX we have . TY (¢ vother cm*et‘e__f‘.;nq that the
29 Cbﬁb*:*x B Aaes 1’\0* c_\uarm\)tw every S*\-a'*e_, aﬂﬂemcra\’fc
30 x.ovm ekgwevwme “\?? BU“\' \3( AD 4 c:uarav@(e_m eaeW .QSQ:(\'.& a

3) Ko?u\n\iam \:m*r'\/ & acve niMent. .

32 %o wlaaX s X\e cvawer o c\\ o Nese Pva\;\e.mﬁ?%‘rhe
13|neXionerd assessment va Maak whak s QBAA.¥0P e qoose
34| Shaidd be gcmA Yee Yhe gander. Ta sbner woeds, we need Yo
35Re\\ow Xne aame proXocals Yaak Yoo guming nduskeg daes

30 when X ecdarces QOUMA vo\es 6 Yhe cXizens o Yhe Nate
37 and Mok 16 ZERD Xolecance Sor any Wind ¥ Qon-cogormance
3%|wiXn Ye vules Yhe qaming wdostey ea\ls ang won-contormance
37 lwith Yhe c&amirva roles CAERTINGY Clneaking is a eriwminal ack,

i‘il? w;‘\\\S:o x:i‘\ Q\Q\\C‘LO&Q X\e %o\!e,rvw“e,n% Mk \Ixc_né can 3&* au)aa

wg Mot Us wuch wuch more egreqioos Han

42 ety %A* amw\a\—ﬂ\e_ SheXe 14 Qu*\%v»% Yhe citizens ot the
13| ek e o& \\\eg’ada ‘W dail e Qelson and even vu*\iv\ ewm Yo

Y4 Aza‘\% \345&1\ upon[\ws ek ace COW\P\@,‘\:@ Notd ) Thwis most be
45|4een kor whak X S = o arveanal e, Recesting and .

4 \weaceeroking comeone on a bogqus law s “Kidaapping and

471" %a\se '\MQHSG"\MLN*‘:\ Vu\\—‘mca someosae Yo death, e.u'ew'%? Yaey
HE|deserve X Nor o \aw Yhak doesnt exist s FMucdesr” SB-X
49is \r‘u‘a\.\la o Bl o Mainder oy Yhe Uniked Stakes

SeLY

N
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Sorﬁanéﬁ\'u)ﬁm\, Delicle 4,210 snd X \nas Veen execuvted A(aa'ms*’f. .
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}
Ywe eV\B(k-o Pc)\‘SU\aLe_, L& Yne Ghete.

\Whet will ™e gover wmeat \nave ko Sag) cbout all &AMLS?

The answer 14 “cA\N’w&‘\)cCause Yhea Wove c\wac\g \oeRough ¥
the Secre\‘ugc? Sheke ko *%?p\%un&\mérwﬁ\’m\ Wm/hee

not Xo celeace any docomen TN ag*, Yhe a¥Vvice <
c\ema'mc& Yok }t\«e; XS ice even \ps o matatains them \nfhat
woo\d \‘\&?‘)e.h X Ane SecreXary st StaXe produced Yhese
docomenXs, as Yne MNice 14 regpived v a\o,cmA v <mows
Yook e.ue.v& alngle Yhing the Pelidioner s sm:}'mq s teveld

101\ e, mo s ceetam\y they will 2ayq that we can X se aq,
HlXwe N?&S v ecavse Lu‘dk ew-al\e.lﬁ 9&?59& Yhe NRS they Uafta

1Ja\\ Xne aeneral 5‘&.‘&’\'&\:&5, &0 ‘\\\tﬂ are. gone ‘\~c.sa RVIISUR N
Blwocl A e Lntroe mecavse wilkin B2 W 5645 W Ahe case
ek Yig '\S&uuni onconctitutional then all \aws cever
Hback Yo oWl Xhe oﬁgim\ aakites The a\)ﬁt)(‘cl?tg "CU& t\we

b \eqal Wewpoink i< Yok N we have laws That wece Never
Y v\‘e(:o_\\r\\i pqss and Yhey ave noll and \JoM‘Aom* we_ a‘\!‘eadg
Hhave wo \awh Takgek ) 1snt whak we have even wocse Yaan
196 \aws? The United Svateg Suprp_ma CooeX \nas addceessed

20 R\is5 1s50e tn MereXX v \elsh 104 s, 644, 702 (45491), s*a*img, ey
21 \was Peen said, dith mscntroth, whete the law evw\s.,,"(%mnng

M bequs' ' o \eks call W whet W\ s Tyranny,

23 The Vastness oh Yic conspiracy goes allthe way Yo the
24[%op. Brxer all, Govesnoe Sandavsl signed wro \aw a bill Naak
25 V\'o\n‘\\o;“\’s \nm&\'c_s ¥¢am \nc\ﬂ:w% acless Xo pulo\n"a. cecovds.
26[Twis conX boe 3\)‘;\ 6 COVnerdence., can X ¢ Sandavo\ 16 & Tocmer
27[Fedecal Jvdge. prior Yo signing Ywis B\ oF B¥rainded ko |
28\aw We veeoteved a acRage Yrom Gary \Waters autlining ¥e
27 e W\ etﬁay\\g o\ Xwe NRS The proﬁaau‘\’ofs Wave gone as

30 Xae aa cogng NaX sne NRS oacks this NRS ad Prioa Sacie
3V evidence \asY prima Xacie means Feem Yhe beqqing,you con¥
3uce one unconstitotional Law Yo SU9pcr‘¥ ano¥ner

33 |uncanstibtiond \aw kws weongs dork make i wighk.

34| Peosecutors nave admitted n stler Petitioners Weits Yok
35bhe NIRS's are oY law, ¥ Xhere nokt \aw Yhen Hhere

3 junesNorced\e.

5 I words wiean \'\DSC\'\MQ Xnew oo Candkitotion tmeang

28 |noming IF aor Constotion means nothiag Yhen we kave no
39| righs IV we \nave wa ciawks Ahen we anly have privileges and
46 |ienomunities Yaek ace, grawke 4 by gov ernment\ile are st

41 Fhen ook sula;e,t_'\'s i‘ e hyranaiccl aovertmenk, & Js A vhaxim
w2 |\ \ai, e ThaX “wihich eveates, \nas Xwe power Yo desteoy?

U3 [ThereXore, prwileqes ace workless Wecavse they can be

H4 Lagis\a\:o_i away Sar any ceason where as Consts sional Right
“5lcomnst e Leaislated away twithoot Yhe consent SR -Ake Rody
"6 [pol dics Our shate \aw Yras been morp\ne.l inXo e Sorm

47|k ererXoto) Cederal \aw. This desxeoye Yhe Suu&reiqn’ts o% Ahe
54

O R T W S Vo .




-

Stete and ke ethizens. The Legislatvre has Yaken upon Maevnselves to
2 hake *G*A\ ?BUJC\' &iﬂ&tﬁ‘rom e S&'&e. de&;*u*:mh“*\\c \txu\? & \'\\L
3Body pelie-the cikizens oF Yoo ShdkoNowever, “A Shete |

2 Cﬁs\-'\*u’ﬁm 1w \aindi ng on Yhe covels X Yae Shale acd on evely
e¥ticer and every eizen. Mny aftemet Yo do Mak which s
peesce bed W afy wannet an Yk pvasc::.\\nec\x or Xa ds Xk which
18 prahibiked ie. cepuancnt Yo Nee jopreme. and ‘mvumaun)t \aus,
ond. inualid! Pareln . Petkecann, 2 Nev. 251,164,156 & 43q,4us(mac).

The Constitutisn nu\\‘\‘\\e.s &o‘:\/\is\’\cd‘ceA as well og Qimp\ﬁ“min&e&
16lmodes ok ‘w}%r’mg'mq on Lons¥ikohianol pk&u\bns.@ﬂ}dﬁm 5
V[30% 0.S. 265, 175,50 S Cx €71, 976,43 L Ed 1181000, Raremon v
WfEsrce@aiss 380 UG, ok BH6-5UL. €5 § C aX A119%. Cixed ia

BES, Torwn Linaiks. Toc. \iL T\m'«j'\m\f 14 0.6 “‘l""i,%lq',;\iﬁ 5. A3 AES).
ke s (.om\\e_r?ar\ w Me B Dnendmen, Xhe Due Rrseess Cavse
15a% e YourkeenXh Amendment was wkended o prevenk Yae

| QA\Itrnmu\*. “\Te/om A‘nufmg Cs) power, av emp\n“ing " as an

il wwskeomenk o oppression Davidasn i Canncn, UTH V.5, 344, 6 (1450,
ld The Conskilotion o Me United Cxekes gUatm\\:uS ench skake a
15

v.e.gu\zi\i’cal\ \c@m D‘ 30\12(‘!\“\&1\* . Y\e‘m\n\ium :c(vl\ 3 Qc\lcﬂ\m:’.“'\'
20wexns Yook we \ave Mee cdle o} Law. Corrently we have ws tule oX |

2Mhowws 10 Nenndan, adiaiciotmSiedte tn YacX we hnave. no¥hing oot

lawlessness \nfe have an olia ra\\t&’ a Natisa-Svate where aue

A3 ve.vre/;et\*a}t'we_s hoave hecome culets whe ate a \law u“\n
24[\enselVes and ace toles ave \\sinﬁ Xo vs \n order Yo maintain Yhe
5 ;ac.acle Mok we are in an 0\‘&&(‘\\5f¥\‘eﬁ, Gocieky~when Yhe Xcokn
2k116 we ate \iuir\g vndec an opyressive and \wﬂrmmicu\ %o\/amme_w\‘.
21 “No staXe \.eﬁ(s\u’c\’ah sc 2YCUYive ev :lucuc.(a\ o‘c‘(i’t_éx can wav

2% aaahs% Ne ConsXdotian witl. ook Vicloking his undectaleing ko So Pm{’
27X Coppes v Dave, 345 005 1,78 5.0k, MOL(A9%5). The United Stakes
30K upreme Court \nas spoken, *\we [".\Uclge 51 have no woce riaj\\* Xe
dMldecline bhe exercise o Aurisdickion which is given R VIR BEUTR
Uik & avendmann awven.Vhe ene or Yhe otlaer would e
33Aveasan o Yhe ConshibukiaalDS. v Wkl uaa 0.s. 200,240 !i.m S kU,

3446 L EX 14 2% Mou(1ako),Calnens N }i;zg‘\‘mg 16 0.4 (L wheat) 26, 4ov,
355 L ed 2574600 The Lilleqality) o} the [aRS) dentes Yhe Looets

36k 't\\?_:\“ ju?iﬁ(\-‘\c*{ah *o acX.

3 The Legis\ative Counsel Botens Cic®]isap i“.e_qa\.\g eceaXed
35private corporale entity; whizh mainkains ol oX ¥Yne public veconds
39[va vio\lakion X Xne Nevada Constidution. This c_orpo*m\:im\ has coYain
46|kl powers ovec Yhe years and conkeo\s mony nspecks ot the |
41 |XxAe Government wncluding Yoo wr”\\iwa.m\A .Aw.Sr\i-«\r_‘ ok A Bils w Xhe

Y2 \.:g“\e,\o?tm-t <The Skeke Mo\ Room . tme SencXe ?viv\>c'\hg a&&ic_e and Yhe
43 owev\ers\\ip &\: Ne Coptawiti\n\’.s on Yhe vode 'Rewn sed S\—«\u&asﬁ\mﬁ},

Pl which Wave Yorought mil\ians & Aollors o pm\(\: ke Yhe private

YS umara\ ton

) A “bamor’.rawgm s mebvule, diveckeX and conkcalled oy an

Y u\iac\rL\\\s. ﬁurrev\\\% w Yis Couw\ra we \nave & Nakisa-State 3«:39&
he riove,mmen‘\r Yk n(lera)(ts as o democrakic - welVare sXa e

155

o 7 €~

=

-




1
wl\ere, \tuus Oxo (\b“t o\)iujeA ot P.i&orce,cl \aeaxus‘e. '\-\\e:j miﬂk\’ A&Xem\

|
[Somesne . Whereas o Republi n Yorm ok Govecumepk 16 a Lovernmen
3|t \ows, where \aws ace axow.ecl vegardless oY whether we will
4| R end somebody ac nok~simply bheaose it is bue \aw.

3 “[T]V\e coutis 5¥a‘\u\a‘ﬂ5 s tower Yo aASuA(m)té.“Qs AJE(W\ as
¢ Sulbject Matker Juricdickion.Colon v, Unided SXakes,5a8 v.s. 615, 03002008\,
71X \bg‘\cc\“g Yollouss Yok an vneenek dutional \aw A@v:\lu‘, a eovwt
g |\ Su\:&ec\ MaRer Torvsdickion venA:rins Smlgemwh usid. See
1 \klfi%“ F\ \e \:\’és&.&&‘i. U.S. qu’flllﬁs(lcﬁﬂ[uﬁour* u)f)(‘\l\ou')( 4
0 jur\sd(c‘\‘iat\ Yo whose seaXence vnder vaconctdutional S*a"u\‘e‘\\
Wleiking Ex Racte Siebold, 100 v.5- AN, 31{13%2), E¥ Parke Smith,
424 9. L&3, eeainteu. 1911\ an unLonS'\"\\’\);\'\'D"i\G‘\\. \as “is \

B3| JurisdicXiona)l deXeck™ ) Ex Rocke Rosenbla ALR B LPRTCETTN
[ { \\A\,Mv\l) Mok an oncon sttt ioncl \aw is void and ncolViciont ta

\ g?ve 3..«'\5&3:;*20#\ Ao the mur‘*\(_r_i)dhg Ex Parte M,gui\ra\.

i N zentence \nased vpon an vnconstitolional \aw ask only
|depcives a covek ok -luris:fia\'hh %o wpose Yoo cenkence aX all,the
I Su&‘e_“ae; would o\sa be ‘\\\ega\‘ see Fluwards Ve Stae.418 PAX WA,
19]224 {Nev. 4396)( holding Yhek o Senkence o '\\\e.ga\ T WNe courk
0[gte s beyond e autnscity Yoy ac\ring withoot Jutisdiedion),

L Sei\\'ev\c_\ng \aws ave ewnac: e_A. by the Lﬁgf.‘i\a“ura Yvoogh
22fetabotec and caw&er e Court wak Juenadiction Yo acljuzica{'e.,

B |wit\in Yhe scope o\- Ae skekstes provisiomn.“A cavel daes no
24have Ywe Powew‘a\nj \iuc\;cfc\\ :iai’,:\nﬁ ettend :‘}c Ju?fsol{c*{a“
25(over matters beysnd the ccone & the avthardy granted ta it
26 ou tts cceatorsStoil GeR\ied A0S 0.5 465,471(1938); Bx Parte
27 S_)_m_\-lﬁ\_,‘i').(o 9. o 61, Aa uncahg‘\'i‘iu‘l\'{onal law |‘$ we law A all
26[ond cannct \eﬂi'\in\c.f\ -y comer 4 covrt with osisdickion.
29{Svchh \aws ace w[“wa‘t‘ &ofvc.e and e ?‘“e,c:\'.Thew, \a V\o'\‘ku‘vxq

50 anyone can provide to celaot Yhe ¥ac_‘\*s o Xis avguement
3for Yoo NRE‘S being vnconstitutional, angone who aghmph Yo
Macgue. agamst Yhe cold Waed Sacks dses nok carce about _y
W gushice and i€ against Yaic States Conshitobion/Chapman

34 CalRovwia, 3¢l 1.5, 18,2224 A7 L EAAD 785, 18 ok kauiA6sh)

ENMARMLESS BEYAND RERSONARLE DOUBTeXandard presumes
Yolprejudice and borden an banediciaty ok acrnts An prove bousnd
Ylreasonale dooht Y esroes A na‘g conmtaavte Yo verdict

38U Nearml ess plain efror does no¥ exist; all p\aiv\ etrols are

39 \nae m&u\’.‘l\ “arm\css Cbm.s‘\'&o'\:(ana\ eccot Xest s .{"'r\"ﬂan'\"g APPU&A,
10f . esclving all reasonsble dooids aqala& government Bwhoce Couet is
W geave doubh as ke harmlescness o Shate Coock ertor habea s
H2 pe-\:"daner Mosk win! Crespin v State A N.M. 1499 F34 Lai
431462 cir. 195 There i€ no u'.uuj Yor e Shtete teave the vae
H4X Lnesnstutione) laws wete nex \xae—w&bl o the Petdioner.
) The svhject matter ewmlondied \ a \e:\z&g\a'h've, acks wwsY be
Hi e\LPre,sseA, in Yhe YMe, AGO 1(2~11-1922 ,'a“ Le.tdfs'\&%{ue/ _

Y1 Kowex 15 Vested i dne Le.ﬂlglc‘:ure. by Ywe CA&\‘*:‘\:U“L(@I and
he Lgﬂia\a-%ura_ toinnct Ag‘&%&’\'@, s power s any sthicer o

1
‘ 15L

—




voard.AGD 19 H(5- 26~ 1035\ Thwix seé\'tm\}eqplro_s Yok cach law

enacted \ay Xhe \egidlakure endnence only one svbject and
Yhak Xhe s:iéei)ﬁ matrer o? &B\“ appaat in e Aitle That PM\* o¥

a S*a*o)cc whic N\(bvi\ﬁlaﬁ or Yhe pdg»\evxst oY Sulary Yo an
SW¥icte\ cepocker ok Yo Sopreme Coort wae NBIO bhecavse

noX embrated in the fille ALO(2-30-1429), State ex rel.
Skenencon . "Tu‘_\ﬁga.i‘l Nev: '?a‘ti,i’L P. €23,45%7 Mev. LEXTS ulnsev.

W

5

7
W
hi
20
1l
ybl

23

25
26
2%

Ay

£
31
32
%
A

35
36

317

5
10
4l

§2
RE

4
‘P
17

e Seckion Yhak _smd\s”'\ - Soond %6 be unconsk ‘
\aws 2wall veverk back Vo e old shotubes 50 there 6 na

144N P De coeNiaa NAmendments Yo Xhe ConsYik oXion caw e
9jmade only W Yhe wmode \n’oxl(d&zﬂl by Ahe Conskidition Xselk.
16 The poom‘s(aw: ?(‘o\lidihﬂ the made A; aw\anﬂinﬁ Ahe .
Concxikution wore inYewded Yo secure care and Aeliherakion

on Yhe part AN "‘;:\'\a Legis\akuee ond people, and ave, exelusive

13 jand. conteolling: State ‘ex rel. Nureross . Boced ot Zowim'y . 22

Nev 249 . HA 0 A4S 1895 New. Lexas L0(M8ey. 1933).44% Me Lidle

s veskeicted Vo 4 cerain purpsse;the purview ac body o dhe

AcX mest also be veckerched Yo Yhek su]nj&L‘H‘Hn& ack can he

nwo Weoades Yhan Yo :subju:\ e,xpre,ﬁ.ezl mthe v .Sa\—a-\fe,k
ex rel Bheliman . Dovalas Yl Nev. ﬂ’lit’lf)i( P 4121922 Newv. Lewis

18(ngev. 49221 1% & stokute 14 beocader Muan e hitle yhe art
expressed wn the hikle i< valid, while the ar\% noX indica el

Yeteloy ace UoidM Pacviie Live Stodt Lo, v B0 son Ranching Lo
Nev. 354.243 . 700 .1923 Neu. Lexis 44(1a10 A dvskeick Covet
hag ad‘\\nebisclj Xo Aec\ave an act EX’ Xwe \.&qfﬁ\ﬂ“\:ur&

uncoastitotonal M The Stete can say Yhey were ro,ppalal and

dont exick ,\nU\' & Jou © sd 582w s endicit goull wokice
:ir;'\'foﬂ&,[ ~\\e..

excvse The Coorta ave ound Yo ewtsrce the Consbitution.

The '\'m\\e_ngo, Xo¥ne NRS s a challenge ¥s e
jurisdiekion oF Yae \ower covcks, a Jorisdictinnal challenge.
cannok bhe waived ok any Line. A\ Qurisdietioaal a\w.\b.nae, 16 the
4aMé as a al«a&\e_nqo. o an TWeqal sentenc whickh canoe
elellenged yeaes Adwn Xhe voad.See Edwacds v, Shate , 418 P 2d
101 3 New . 1qﬁ$\';7a.5.5unié& Vi Skake. Nso c\quQe, 18 a 1udqe,
ey ave Tudicicl ORI cials which means they can r;n\‘i Rec‘;arm

Judicia\l Duties wothing else. The LB Was an q(;:xsl ieg\is sXwve
A icz_.’.\uAtjog ate eleched Yo be an Judicial W ictal, The LCR

A \egia\okive wadK whidh s *eb\oiAA§v\ Yor o Judica\ ‘cf‘a\
1e do Yoo conYchanae Ywe AeSiattion o _Gome'\\\lnq as an Yodicial

sl \oy skakute, A vl ludge Wil a\ways e « Yodicn) ONter , tnd
A senokse 6¢ congoecs wan will always be ae \eaie\aXor and nickvner
Can pee\ow\ e Avkies aX Anothner uader Yoe sepesakion o PoWEr A,

|

S

S

157




 EXHIBIT .



an
and prosetyted for the forgeries committed by Robert/Earl Ford and Effraim
court case Efftaim Mizrahi testified that he and/Robert Eafl Ford forged the do

" -naun liur-gjmnr%l"‘ .

GarﬂWalters, onced had a persona bankaccoun contaa ing Qv onéh
exqlusive control ¢f over one billion dolldrs in/investmenf fimds. Mr. W ters

Walters in prison).~Fhis recorded testimony was nof pérmitted to be used in Ml Walter’s|defense
by Judge ¥fichael P. Viltagi in Eighth Judicipl District Court No. 17. While Mr. Walters was in-
custody, With no bail, he/was Systematically rdbbed’and stripped of ufidred’s of millions of dollars
by the surpiving and prosecut { members bfKlevada’s notbtious HOA scandal.Z Mr. Walters

was prosgcuted-by the surviving spo HOA
Walters s come forfvard andr ased th /

Wascomletedaﬂer ..n-. ér eight #eaks ta prison. Mr. Walter’s conviction
a Post-Conviction Writ. This pyts ‘
Nevada tate Courts{ In other®g
relief.
of

-vll

erally-available, Nevada’s Governor Brjan Sandoval gmcﬂly s1gned al
Prisoner’s access4e public re ords ‘M. Walter’s discovery follows:

BA-con ﬁﬁ member,| David Amesbury.’ Mr.
enallnsto ical and legal research efforf which

was reversed on

¢ cas¢ in theqne-half of one percentile
. Walters[Writwas ong of the only 0.05
flany of the doeufments gbtpined by/Mr. W terswi htnthe walls
dotion greTib longer available to the public.’ Once Mr. Walte ters

To understand the naxureand vahdlly of codlﬁcanonand revision of statues at large, there |

needs to be an understanding that there are rules that direct the execution and making of them. These
are generally found in every States’ Constitution. These Constitutional directives are mandated, in
_-ather words, they must be followed or the codification or revision is a nullity. There are two levels
” that control this process. They are procedural and substantive in nature. By comparison, somewhat
like a obtaining a driver’s license: First you have a written test (substantive), eye test (substantive),
and then you take a driving test (procedural).

The procedural process for the passage of a State Law aenemlly consists of the followmg

flow chart:

1. The Law is passed by both houses;

2. The bill is sent to the Governor, who then signs or doesn’t sign it;

3. If the Governar signs the bill, then it goes to the Secretary of State;

4, In Nevada, the. Secretary of State is the Constitutional keeper of ALL legislative

records; i
The Secretary of State also possesses the ofﬁcxal state seal and affixes them to laws
that have been passed to certify that it is a true and valid document.

=Pagerot-19
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 The laws that are passed by the State Legislature are prima facie evidence that it has been passed,
but the laws that are issued and published by the Secretary of State are irrefutable proof that thelaw -
exists. Statutes are presumed to be valid, and the challenger bears the burden of showing that a
statute is unconstitutional. Secreiary of State, 124 Nev. 484, 487, 186 P.3d at 896
(2008). Thereforey¥MENaitags proceeds with his challenge to the Constitutionality of the passage
of the Nevada Revised Statutes [NRS] which are alleged to have been Legislatively passed en mass
by Senate Bill No. 2. - m\ .

THE ENTIRE NEVADA REVISED STATUTES SCHEME IS NULL & VOID

¥  Themodeofastatute depends on constitutionl, Mead v. Armell, 791 P.2d 410, 117 ldaho

660 (1990), and smnnorqumxmw 387 P24 771, 192 Kan. 183
(1963): The Nevada Revised Statutes are alleged to have been passed into lawon May 1,

© 1951 in the form of a copy of an “engrossed Bill” - commonly known as Senate Bill No. 2

[hereinafter SB-2]. Misiiisltegs discovered that this Bill was, in fact, not a Bill at all.

Further, there were so many Constitutional and other mandatory protocols that were violated,

as to the manner and method of the passage of SB No. 2, which voided the entire act. The

passage of any law in Nevada nmust meet certain criteria for its “lawful” passage.

The first set of issues are related to “Mode, Style and Identification™ ofa Bill. The purpose
of prescribing an enacting clause — “the style of the acts™ — is to establish it; to give It
‘permanence, niformity, and certainty; to identify the act of legislation as of the general
assembly; to afford evidence of its legislative statutory nature; and to secare uniformity of
identification, and thus prevent inadvérience, possibly mistake, and fraud. State v.

" _Patferson, 4 SE. 350, 352,98 N.C. 660 (1887); 82 CIS. “Statute,” §65, p. 104; Joiner y.
Stafe, 15 SE.2d 8,233 Ga. 367 (1967). The object of the style of a bill or enacting clanse
is to show the authority by which the bill is enacted into law, to show that the act comes from
aplace pointed out by the Constitntion as the source of legislation. Ferrill v.Keel, 151 S.W.

4 269, 272, 105 Ark. 380 (1912). In sum and substance, the enacting clause is that portion of
#%5  astatute that gives it jurisdictional identity and constitutional authenticity. Joiner v. State
155 SE2d 8, 10 (Ga. 1967). ' =

_ The mode, style and identification issues are as follows:

“The people of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly do enact as

follows:™

. SB No. 2 does not contain this language.
. Nor does the Joint Resolution used as a band aid to pass it into law.



“Each law enacted by the Legislature shall embrace but one subject. and mitter,
properly connected therewith, which subject shall be briefly expressed in the title;

and no law shall be revised or amended by reference to its title only; but, in such
case, the act as revised or section as amended, shall be re-enacted and published at

length.””

SB-2, which embraced the passage of the NRS embraced every subject in Nevada
Law. SB-2 violated the Nevada Constitution. Placing all the subjects of the laws of
Nevada under the penumbra of the NRS does not meet the requirements that the Bill
embrace only one subject. This Constitutional provision is mandatory. Stafe, ex
rel. Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250 (1875); State v. Ah Sam, 15 Nev. 27 (1880).
Compliance with this section is essential to the validity of every law enacted by the
Legislature. State, ex rel., Wislon v. Stone, 24 Nev. 308, 53 P. 497 (1898); Bell v.

_First Judicial Dist. Ct., 28 Nev. 280, 81 P. 875 (1905). Any act passed in

disregard of the letter and spirit of this provision is pro tanto void. Statev. Ah
L S R .

Sam, 15 Nev. 27 (1880).
_‘*‘

SENATE BIIL No 109 sponsored by Whltacare Brown and Seevers, in Chapters
385 and again as referenced in the JOINT RESOLUTION, which states in §2,

“All Bills or Resolutions shall be mtroduced in triplicate, and one copy of
each Bill or Resolution shall be marked “Original,” one shall be marked

“Duplicate,” and one shall be marked “Triplicate.” The copy marked
“duplicate” shall be sent to the State printer for the purpose of printing a'nd
the copy marked “triplicate” shall be referred to the Amendment Clerk.’

In §3 it states that,

“The printer shall immediately after receipt of the copy of any Bili or
Resolution print, in addition to the regular number herein before authorized,

one copy thereof upon heavy buff paper, which copy shall be deliveredtothe =~

Secretary of the Senate or Chief Clerk of the Assembly. The Amendment
Clerk shall then cemfy to the conecmess of the bound copy

In§41tstalcsthat,

. The official and engrossed copy may by Resolution be used as the enrolled
Bill.

SB-2 was passed using a Joint Resolutiom The severity of the problem with the Joint

B0



Exhibit D"

esolution used in connection with the copy of the Engrossed Bill [SB-2] is that it
@8/ not contain mandatory enactment language. The State Senate’s Committee on.
Judiciary, FileNo.1, passed Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 1, which providesthat

the official engrossed copy of SB-2, may be used as an enrolled Bill.

dﬂes -

edby & Joint &
P
“A joint resolution adopted by both houses cannot become a valid law if itidoynot
contain_the epacting clause required by this section. ATTORNEY GENERAL
OPINION 85 (07-25-1951). This constitutional provision is mandatory and an actnot
in the proper form is void and unenforceable. State, ex rel. Chasev. Rogers, 10Nev.
250 (1875). The words “represented in Senate and Assembly” expressive of the
' anthority which passed the law, are as necessary as the words “the people” or any of
the other words of the enacting clause. State, ex rel. Chasev. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250

(1875). See also, Nevada Highway Patrol Assoc. v. Nevadg DMVPS, 107 Nev. 547,
815 P.2d 508 (1991). . ;

ingclause; is-mandatory and canuot:

g InState, ex rel. Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250 (1975), the court held that
S S —

The court held that where the enacting words were prescribed, it was
mandatory they be included in the act. Without the words required by the

constitution, and without the concurrence of the senate, the people had no
power to enact any law. The county recorder contended that when the bill

1. A JohitResolution may be used to:

(@  Propose an amendment to Nevada Constitution; :

(b)  Ratify a proposed amendment to the United States Constitution;

(c)  Address the President of the United States, Congress, either House or
any Committee or member of Congress, any department or agency of
the Federal Government, or any other State of the Union. ... . .. .

—2.  ACoacurteitResolution must be used for:
(@ Amendment ofthese Joint Standing Rules, which required aMajority
: Vote of each House for Adoption;
(b)  Request the return from the Governor of an enrolled Bill for further
consideration; - :
(¢) - Request the retum from the Secretary of State an enrolled Joint or
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Concurrent Resolution for further consxderahon

" Resolve the retumn of a Bill from one:House to the other House 1f

necessary and appropriate;
Express facts, principles, opinion and purposes of the Senate and

Assembly;
Establish a Joint Committee of the two Houses;
Direct the Leglslanve Comm15510n to conduct an interim study;
A Concerrent Reésc i or a Resolutioiizof oite:Hpuse may be
used to memonahze a former member of the Legislature or other
notable or d1s1:ngmshed person upon his or her death.

A sof-omeTHowuse may be used to requestthe]: return from
the Secretary of State of an Enrolled Resolution of the same House
for further consideration.

See Nevada Highway Patrol Association v. IheStateofNevada,DMV&PS 107 Nev. 547,

815 P.2d 608 (1991), which staies as folOWS:

Rules of.the”Nevada‘ Senate and Assembly, the purpose of a

by 1ts natute

. 'Pursuant'to Rule 7 ofthe Jomt

‘concurrent resolution is to direct the Legislative Commission to
conduct interim studies, to request the return of a bill from the other

House, and to request an eprolled bill from the Governor. On
occasion, a concurrent resolution is also used to memorialize a former

member of the Legislature or other distinguished person upon death,
or to congratulate or commend any person or organization for a
significant and meritorious accomplishment.

Second, “[e]very bill which may have passed the leglslaiure shafl, '
before it becomes a law, be presented to the govemor . .. Nev. !
Const. Art. IV, §35. e |

VOLUME ASSEMBLY HIS ORY’ 1969 at 218-288. Accordingly,
this assembly concurrent resolution cannot be construed as the law of

this State.

Firially, “[tthe enacting clanse of every law shall be as follows ‘The
People of the State of Nevada, represented in Senate and Assembly,
do enact as follows; and no law shall be enacted except by bill. Nev.
Const. Art. IV, §23. (Emphasis added.) We have previously ruled
that this enacting clause is mandatory and must be included in every
law created by the Legislature. See State v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250

——Bagesppty——
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~ (1875). Since Concument Resolution, NO. 29 and other similar
resolutions do not contain the requisite enactment language, they
cannot represent the law of this State. :
- i ‘ el —
 The Illegally Operated Legis_latifoommission:
. > According to the Legislative Counsel Bureau [LCB] the Nevada Revised Statutes were
 created in 1951 by a enigmatic member of the Statute Revision Commission. Currently, theLCB
illegally maintains the history of all Nevada Legislation. Itis unknown as to whether ornot the LCB {——
is a State agency or department. The LCB appears as a common thread that is ever present as we
wind down this rabbit hole to legislative fraud and lawlessness.” It appears that the LCB hasbeen »
_ slowly and illegally absorbing State government functions, some of which are Constitutionally
mandated. This has been surprisingly accomplished, in part, by amending the State Constitution
through the use of newly created State statutes, which have been used to illegally transfer the power
. from an elected office with Constitutional duties, to the LCB.

According to the LCB their predecessor, the Statute Revision Commission, was originally ?—:"
created by the Nevada Supreme Court in 1951. However, Senate Bill No. 182, approved March 2, <= = 25

.~ 57 1
1951, created the Statute Review Commission.” This Commission consisted of three Nevada ;

Supreme Court justices: (1) Milton Badt; (2) Edgar Eather; and (3) Charles Merrsill. Later arather Z
~ "B¥ mysterious man named Russell West McDonald would be appointed
- Director.”. = - P — -t S== ——ial 2
This Commission became increasingly involved in bill drafting as an adjunct to its =5
revision work. These ‘same three Supreme Court Justices. appointed a man named Russell W.
McDonald to their committee as the Director. Russell McDonald was allegedly hired in 1951 to .
: began work on the Nevada Revised Statutes, but it appears that he had been working on it long
- before he was hired to do so. McDonald was alleged by the Statute Review Commission to: (1) be
a native Nevadan (bom in Nevada), (2) have gone through and graduated from Nevada’s public
education system, (3) be a Rhodes Scholar, (4) have graduated from Stanford School of Law. Mr.
McDonald’s biography is contradictory and varies widely depending on the source.. His personal
history cannot be verified. Russell West McDonald is a ghost. Evena Google search of McDonald
reveals surprisingly hittle. A check of these credentials reveals that many of the statements made ¢
. about Russell McDonald’s qualifications are false. Oxford University denies that Russell McDonald -
was a Rhodes Scholar; Stanford University’s school of law denies that he'was a graduate therefrom;
Even the statement that he was a native-born Nevadan is contradicted by a newspaper article stating
that was born in California. Whether he attended any of Nevada’s public schools could not be
confirmed. * Mr. Russell has been revered and exalted by the members of the Legislature and  ~ =~
newspapers as a pillar of the community and yet, his background appears to be a total fraud. Just
- who was Russell West McDonald? That question, to this day, has still never been answered
The origin of the Statute Revision Conmmissionis somewhat of amystery as well, providing -
conflicting and multiple representations from various sources making it unclear as to its actual
origin. The Legislative Counsel Bureau states in their literature that the Supreme Court formed this
Commission. While other sources state that the Legislature formed this Commission. Regardless
of its origin, the entire Commission was Constitutionaily compromised from the start. The

s L W e =S




" income for these Justices. For instance Justice Bandt was paid an additional $6,500 more a year to <
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Commission was unlawful for serval reasons, the most obvious being its very operation. * The @

Tustices who served on it did so in violation of the Nevada Constitution and the separation of powers <=-
doctrine. Which is discussed as follows,

e S .y
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Constit

A. istinal Violations:

eplacementof three Nevada Supreme Courtjustices onthe Statute Revision Commis sion violated //
‘Nevada Constitution Article 6, §11, which states in pertinent part, T

The justices of the Supreme Court and the district jadgessliall bet neligibletoa
offices otlier-than# jidicial office; daring | jieterm for which they shall have
been elected or appeinted and all elections or appointments of any such judges by
the people, Legislature, or otherwise, during said period, to dnyeffice other: than

The Statute Rev sion inherently involved legislative functions and generated other =24
G

. sit on the Commission. Therefore, the placement of three members of the Nevada Supreme Court o=
on the Statute Review Commission clearly violated Article 6, §11 of the Nevada Constitution. This. ==
also violated Nevada Constitution’s Separation of Powers prohibition in Article 3, §1, which states

in pertinent part, = -
Three separate departments; separation:ofzpowers; legislative review of /
. administrative regulations. : _ '
1. ‘The power of the Government of the State of Nevada shall be divided into three

gislative, — the Executive and the Judicial; and e
I T Sy _— - "«ﬁéﬁﬁ

except in the cases expressly directed or permiited in this constitution.

Thus, the separation of powers doctrine was violated as the three Justices were involved in the

drafting of legislation and the passage of Bills in the Legislatme,xa purely legislative function: -

Further, the Statute Revision Commission was completely responsible for the generation of the -

Nevada Revised Statutes [NRS]. The generation of these Revised Statutes specifically state that

 there were actual changes in the statement of the law as they were compiled into the NRS. Changes
Wexemadetoexisﬁhgstanﬁes;enﬁrewordsweredeletedasbeingredundant, grammar was changed,

sentence structures were altered. All in the name of progress. Changing even one jot or tittle’ was

a legislative act and the Statute Revision Commission’s members % %onstitmionaﬂy prohibited —

e— e
o g - B

was ot legalfyereated il 1955 On April 26, 1963, the Legislature committed an llogal act by
back dating the appointment of the Statute Revision Commission and revisor of statates to 195110 —.
cover up their pre-existing criminal fraud. See April 26, 1963 Act Bill No. 24, Chapter 403. ¢
‘Reading the Forward provided by the Statute Revision Commission reveals some interesting facts

(if true), to wit: '

“Page B tI
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' F OREWORD

By the provisions of chapter 304, Statutes of Nevada al951, amended by
chapter 280 statutes ofNevada 1953 and chapter 248 Statutes ofNevada 1955 thie
, 7 Sthiersh fi-coliission
compnsed of the three Jus’uces of the supreme court, amhonzed such commission to
appomi a rev1sor of the statutes to be known as the director of the statute revision
ission, and:eha¥rs oTffiission to commence the preparaﬁon of a

monumental task; with such methods, care, prec1s1on, completeness, accuracy and
safeguarded against error as to evoke the highest praise of the commission and the
commendation of the bench and bar of the state.

, As the work progressed, Mr. McDonald submitted drafis of chapter after
chapter as recompiled and revised, and the members of the commission individually
and in conference meticulously checked all revision. In the vast majority of cases
these rewswns were promptly approved. Many required further conferences withthe

; odified aidsednafied As the several chapters were returned

with approval to the dlrector they were in turn delivered to the superintendent of

state printing for printing, to the end that upon the convening of the 1957 legislature

Nevada Revised statutes were ready to present for approval. By the provisions of

chapter 2, statutes of Nevada 1957, Nevada Revised Statutes, consisting of NRS

1.010 to 710.590, inclusive, was “adopted and enacted as law of the State of

Nevada.”

STATUTE REVISION COMMISSION
Milton B. Badt

Edgar Ether

Charles M. Merrill !

This foreword sets forth that the Statute Revision Commission is 2 Legislatively created State entity.

* The Statute Revision Commission has now been absorbed by the Legislative Counsel, ie., Russell- -~~~

W. McDonald, who then made the Legislative Counsel a division of the LCB. After which Russell
W, McDonald then took the LCB director’s position. Why and how did the LCB obtain the
copyright and the rights to sell the NRS (and keep the money)? The LCB makes it appear through .
innuendo and subliminal word play by speaking or writing about them simultaneously, making
people think that they are one and the same, when in fact the copyrights are under LCB control.
Why and how did the Statute Revision Commniission obtain the copyright and the rights to sell the

NRS (and keep the money)? Why doesn’t the State of Nevada own the copyright? Who gets the
mouey from the sale of the NRS? Perhaps the intended purpose was to create a stush fund which
could then be raided by a number of individuals for their illegal and nefarious means.
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The Supreme Court says that the Statute Revision Commission was created by the..
 Legislature, but the LCB states that the Statute Revision Commission was created by the Nevada-

Supreme Court,

revision work.

And, further

The1945: i&wwtabhshmgthc buieat fEEB] charged it with assisting the Legislature
to find facts concerning govemment, proposed leglslatlon, and various other pubhc
matters.

The LCB goes on further to state that,

Dmngthenextseveralyws theduhes of’thebureauandlts staffweremodlﬁed

i . The 1963 legislation also added a Fiscal and Auditing
D1v1510n and a Research Division. ‘

‘Who actually created the Statute Revision Commission? How did the LCB end up w1th the
copyrights to the NRS? Is the LCB even a State entity? Why doesn’t the State own the copyright? .
How much money does the LCB make off of the NRS copyright? We will revisit these issues later.

In 1956-57 the Committee on Judiciary in the Senate passed Concurrent Resolution No. i
This legislation was an attempt to bootstrap the illegal passage of the NRS by SB-2. The Senate
attemnpted to do so by using a Joint Resolution to provide that the “official engrossed copy of SB-2
may be used as the enrolled bill.” As set forth above Resolutions cannot be used to pass any Bill into
law, rendering any law using this legislative vehicle as void.
In that same year, not to be out done by the Senate, the Committee on Judiciary of the
-~ Assembly passed Concurrent Resolutions No. 1 and 2, which extolled the virtues of Russell West - -
McDonald and his involvement with the creation of the NRS stating as following:
. Expressing congratulations and gratitude to Russell West McDonald upon
completion and enactment of the Nevada Revised Statutes; o
° Stating that the preparation of Nevada Revised Statutes was a monume:rtal
undertaking requiring a degree of intelligence, knowledge, technical ability and
dedication possessed by few men;
. That the Justices of the Supreme Court, in their capacity as the Statute Revision
Commission, secured the employ of Russell West McDonald as its director;
° The Assembly extolled Russell West McDonald’s false curriculum vitea,

PEETEE
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'« Explicated that the Nevada Revised Statutes marked the culmination of 6 years of
" exceptionally devoted public service by Russell West McDonald as a'statute reviser
and legislative bill drafter; : B

Even thé LCB’s Preface to the NRS describes the work done by the Statute Revision Comipission
as a delegation of the Legislature’s own duties. Russell McDonald was engaged in “revising” which
the LCB states in their preface as follows:

s “Revising” the statutes, on the other hand, involves these additional and
distingpishing operations: (1) the collection into chapters of all the sections and part
of sections that relate to the same subject and the orderly arrangement into section

-~ of the material assembled in each chapter. (2) the elitnifation-ofGperative or
obsolete, duplicated, imnligdly tepealed and unconstitutional (as declared by the

Supreme Court of the state ofNevada) sections and parts of sections. (3) The
limisfiotiotiin s and dheiniprovemmentof e grammatical tructure

Bty T

The revision, instead of the recompilation, of the statues was Lmdermken, therefore,

sections or part of sections.
Doesn’t this sound remarkably like legislating? Changing any word, whether it is redxmdm:rt?&q _
unmecessary, ineffective, simplifying, clarifying or just simply an improvement of the grammatical
; structure is a legislative function, not ajudicial fimction. Lestwe forget these corrections were being Se
approved first by three State Supreme Court _Juétices. This is a blatant violation of the swmcf. 7L 9’5‘7‘77
» powers doctrine. Literally, the Nevada State Legislature abdicated their Legislative powers to the “m
~ judiciary. They were then told by the Statute Review Commission that every thing was already
checked out and was fine. The Legislature then supposedty passed it, even though we don’t know
this for sure because the record of their voting on it is either missing or is being hidden from public
view. We don’t even know if the Legislature even read it, because there is no record that it wasread
three times as required before its passage. It is alleged to have been voted on, but we don’t really

+ know this for a fact because the records are not in their Constitutional repository and, therefore,

+ legally do not exist. Literally, the Statute Review Commission was passing (or attempting to pass) Jhm% L
laws in complete derogation of the three Justices oath of office and in blatant violation of
Constitutionally prohibited practices. Effectively the predecessor to the LCB and then later the LCB

 took over the official duties of Nevada’s elected officials and ran the entire State legislative system
through one guy - Russell West McDonald - a character who the Legislature was told was an attorney ”

‘who graduated from Stanford’s Law School, was a Rhodes Scholar, was educated inNevada’spublic
schools, and was a native-bom Nevadan.® None of it verifiable. Russell West McDonald was a W
mystery man, who obtained almost unlimited and certainly unchecked power. »

The harsh reality of both of the amorphously hollow Resolutions that are alleged to have
caused the passage of SB-2, while at the same time revoking Nevada’s existing Statutes and
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‘replacing them with the NRS, is that the entire program is legally and legislatively bankrupt. That ¢
" reans that the éntiré process was voided by the plethora of Constifutional violations, but included - »
acts of a criminal nature, not to mention the passage of SB-2 violated the Legislature’s own Rules. +
The passing of legislation is not like Horseshoes and Hand Grenades. Close does not count. Ifitdid
- then why would they even make rules for the passage of 2 Bill? The passing of legislation is more
" like flyitig a plane. All aircraft have a checklist that must be completed before take off and before
landing as well. Suppose that a pilot did everything that he was supposed to do to prepare to land, -
but he forgot one simple thing - he forgot to put the landing gear down. Is the Horseshoes and Hand
Grenades theory going to win the day for that pilot when he kills everyone on board including
himself? This writer thinks not. The Nevada Constitation prohibits the passage of Bills in the
' manner that was done for the entire NRS. The NRS is void ab intio, meaning from its inception. -
" The Joint House Rules of the Nevada Legislature were ciearly violated on the method of the
passage of Bills into law which also prevented the NRS’ alleged en mass passage through these.
" Violations as well. How many Constitutional provisions or legislative rules need to be violated in
order to negate its passage? The answer should be only one. Here there are so many errors of

constitutional dimensions that it literally boggles the mind. Bi=Bible hatsit-iswasterfora
;%T-TQE?;':;;;,;,..‘..;.;;'_4.4_—,:"::?'_'t:’f‘--;;—;;:';’v'-,-.'?“,%-,::;:::r'.f—s—f:;:" Zie HREAam Seaver
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. ST P BN Tastitl e mmessHiiy. There are other revealing Constitutional violations
as well as the violations of the Legislature’s own rules which are just as egregious, which are yet to
be discussed. - ’ ' o '

-

For instance, the NRS’s very passage violates Senate Bill No. 109, which states as follows:

Sec. 4. Section 8 of the above entitled act, being chapter 3, Statute of Nevada 1949, |
at page 4, is hereby amended to read as follow: o :
Section 8. The amendment clerk shall transmit copies of passed bills or resolutions
without delay, in the order of their receipt, to the state printer, taking his receipt
therefor. Such receipt shall bear the date of delivery, and given the bill or resolution
number. The state printer shall without delay erirolt(pein)thigbills or resolution in
the order of the receipt by him, and they shall be printed in enrolled form, retaining
symbols indicating amendments to existing law only. In printing enrolled bills
amending existing law, the state printer in cooperation with the amendment clerk
shall cause to be printed between brackets, the words, phrases, or provisions of the
existing law, if any, which have bef stricken out or eliminated by the adoption of the
amendment, and they shall caus€ to be printed in italics all new words, phrases or
provisions, if any, which have been inserted into or added to the law by the passage

of such amendment. In ascertaining the correct reading, status, and interpretationof
an enrolled bill amending existing law, the matter inserted within brackets shall be
omitted, and the matter in italics shall be read and interpreted as part of the enrolled
bill. At least one enrolled copy, with proper blanks for the signatures of the officers
whose duty it is to sign enrolled bills and resolutions, shall be printed on bond paper,
and the state printer shall deliver the enrolled copy of the bill or resolution to the
amendment clerk. The amendment clerk shall then carefully compare the enrolled
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Literally, the term “enrolled” Bill means a “printed and signed” Bill. An examination of the
engrossed bill referred to or, more succinctly, SB-2, which was used to pass the NRS’s en mass
shovs that HEWastype ritten:s notprinted. The LCB even admits this.

Other errors Were committed. For instance the requirement for the passage of 2 Bill is that

it be read three times over three separate days as required by Nevada Constitution; Article 4, §17.

There is no evidence that this was ever accomplished and this information cannot be obtained from

 the Constitutional Record Keeper - that being the Secretary of State. See Nevada Constitution; Art.

5, §20, which requires the legislative records are to be maintained by the Secretary of State, to wit:

cretay; of State::Duties; The Secretary of State shall keep a true record of
the Official Acts of the Legislative and Executive Departments of the Govemment,

and shall when required, lay the same and all matters relative thereto, before
either branch of the Legislature :

The Constitution’s language is very clear. Further, NRS 225.100, provides that the Secretary of State

“hasa... ‘ ;

poperybegven”

However, the LCB has once again taken action to cover their fraud by getting the Nevada Legislature
to become co-conspirators in their criminal enterprise. This was accomplished by the Nevada
Legislature asiendingtheConstitition througlithe passape a Sifite 8 This was done throughNRS
225.070, which transfers all authority of record keeping from the Secretary of State to the LCB. Yet,
a search of the NRS shows that NRS 225.070 does not exXist. Curiously, the Secretary of State
directs all inquiries into the records of the Senate and Assembly to the State Archives. ‘Who controls
the State Archives? Inquiring parties will discover that the State Archives is a very unassuming
small block building located in Carson City with no frontage name. Inquiring parties who grace this -
building with questions of the history of the Legislature are then directed to the LCB for the
information. How is it possible that the Nevada Constitution can be amended without a
Constitutional Amendment or by a Statute? The Nevada Constitution requires that the procedures
set forth in Article 16, §1 and/or §2 be followed to amend the Constitution. These do not include

: amendmembystatuteoramendmentbysubterﬁlgeandglﬁsc.-HoldingthaIaStatlnecanamendthe

State Constitution violates every citizens® constitutional right to procedural and substantive due
process under the Nevada Constitution [Art. 1, §8(5)] and under the United States Constitution’s,
1%, 5% and 14 Amendments. Holding that a Statute can diminish or negate the constitutional

S




’ authonty mandaled in the Constitution violates the separation of powers doctrine (Am
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uated: by:thie Body Politicz: Notlegislating from ‘theberch

109 S.Ct. 2J3 2286 105 L Ed.2d 1 (1989), Counselman v Hitchcock 142 U S 547 12
S.Ct. 195 (1892);"... s == I —

tostiteoficerssa i"t’ » Rockawgrzy Pacific gg;gomtm V. Statesb;gy 255 F. 345
(D.CN.Y. 1917). See also Cooperv Aaron, 358 U.S. 1,18, 78 S.Ct. 1401, 1409-1410,3 L.Ed.2d
5 (1958)(holding that an oaﬂlto suppart the Constitution is an oath to support its interpretation by -
the United States Supreme Court). See also, Baker v. Carr, 369 U. S. 186, 215, 82 S.Ct. 691, 709,

7 L.Ed.2d 663 (1962), which the United States Bankruptcy Court relied upon in In Re Tesszer, 190
B.R. 396 (1995) to make the following conclusion:

Finally,in attempungto deny the Supreme Court’s determination of its own capacity

~ to adjudicate, the Congress invades a province properly left to a coordinate
Branch, and in so deing, nnp_eﬂgsxbg exceeds lts legis latlve authog_tz

Nevada’s sister State, Cahforma, has had
State “The conshtuuonal prov1smn was a la'

122CaL 522 SSP 393 “Ineﬁ'ect,ﬂ]&se constitational provision:
: ARHESEW clepislatiing sEvepealoramend.” Winchesterv. Howard, 136 Cal.
432 439 64P 692 69P 77 79, 89 Am. St.Rep 153
The LCB has and allegedly maintains all of the legislative records in cléar violation of the
Nevada Constitution. Bill Resolution Journals and all other records were allegedly taken away from
the secretary of state and transferred to the LCB through the passage of NRS 225.070. A statute that
does not exist. :
‘Even ifthe Legislature did everything Iawﬁﬂlybyfollowmgthe correct rules and guidelines,
we still will never know if the NRS were passed into law because there are no records at the
Secretary of State’s Office. See Letter from Secretary of State stating that they do not have these
records (as the Nevada Constitution; Art. 5, §20, commands the Secretary of State to maintain and
protect). Even the proofs oftheunconsutuuonalNRS passed off aslaw, has been unconstitutionally
hidden by an entity that may deny access to the information to anyone.
There exists even more dxstmbmglssues regaxdmgthe legahty oftheNRS mthatthere are

TOICE-SE

Ve elved your request, via matl, for the following information:

* e Bittfram the 48" session of he Nevada Assefbly, passed Jammary 25,
19 (N \;\ _
The gOVemoras OfJ puary h Q

* Proof that the biftwas signed ikto law by the govemesduring the 48™ Session.

~ bythep: ). A“A.statutecannotamendthe‘constlti'mon.”Semmole Tﬁbeggl_q- rzdg
%Wa 517U.S. 44, 116 S.Ct. 1114 (U.S. Fla. 1996) Pennsylvania v. Union Gas Co., 491 U.S.
24




| : YoumaycentactNevada tateArchlvesto detennme'_v'; N
if they have documents related o your request. The contact information for the -
v Nevada Archives is: 100 N. Stewart Street, Carson City, Nevada, 89701.

Interestingly, although the Secretary of State is Constitutionalty mandated to maintain the legal
custody and control of this information and provide it to any party seeking the information, the
Secretary of State avers that it does not have legal custody and control of it.

The Secretary of State alleges that it doesn’t even know where it is. This is absurd! The
Attomey General’s ofﬁce has addressed a sxmllar issue before and stated that, A Jomt resohmon

Attomey General Opmlon 85 [AGO 85 (7-25-195 1)]
Currently the Secretary of State states that their office does not have the files that will prove
m argument. Th:s posses a serious problem for two reasons: (1) the loss or hiding of
ebcelians story from being proven conclusively; and (2) losing, destroying
or hldmg these records constltmes a crime. See NRS 239,320, which discusses the crime of any
pubhc officer causmg INIURY TO, CONCEALMENT OR FALSIFICATION OF RECORDS ORPAPERS to wit:

be punished as provided in NRS 193.130.

Further, the documents which were submitted for the passage of SB-2 do not conform to the
* . Constitutional requirements or the Joint Rules of the Senate and Assembly. Since this document was
submitted by the LCB the Senate and the Assembly, this unqualified document was not a true Bill.
,f Since it was not a true bill'# was a false or fraudulent bill. NRS 239.330, discusses the penalties for
submlthngoroffenngfalsemsh'mncntforﬁhngorforrecordmg The statute reads mpemnenlpart
as follows;

prov1ded m'NRs 193 130 o

. There is no question that SB-2, was passed off as a legitimate document, when it wasnot. 'Iherefore

this constituted the offering of a false instrument and caused ithe filed, registered or recordedin a
public office. Currently the Secretary of State, who is the Constitutionally mandated office, doesnot
have the documents or at least is not willing te admit that they do. But, since the Secretary of State
is Required to maintain these Legislative and Executive Records, you would think that at least the
Secretary of State would at least know where they are. They state they don’t. Curmrently, the
Secretary of State is feigning any knowledge of their location and, it is assumed, that this office will
continue to maintain this position because it has been ordered to do so. The probable explanation
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h, is that if 'we don’t maintain that the NRS is the law in Nevada it could cause complete and total

chaos, even anarchy. However, the United States Constitution in Article 4, §4, states that the United - |

" States government shall gnarantee to every State in this Union a Republican form of government.
. Everybody these days is being told that our soldiers are fighting for Democracy, but this is not true.
~ They are fighting to maintain the Rule of Law, which is what a Republic is based upon. So, even |
our politicians and educators don’t know what kind of government we have. It is rather interesting
that the Constitution does not guarantee every state a “Democratic form of govemment.”’ But it
does guarantee each State a Republican form of government.

=t -_:.—:,...'— T

So what is the answer to all of these pro‘? m assessment is that what is good
for the goose should be good for the gander. In other words, we need to follow the same protocols

that the gaming industry does when it enforces gaming rules on the citizens of the State and that is:

* ZERO tolerance for any kind of non-conformance with the rules. The gaming industry callsanynon- = -

conformance with the gaming rules CHEATING! Cheating is a criminal act.

- So why does the government think they can get away with something that is much, much
more egregious than cheating at gaming. The State is putting the citizens of the State of Nevada in
jail or prison and even putting them to death, based upon laws that are completely void. This myst
be seen for what it is - a criminal act. Arresting and incarcerating someone on a bogus law is

. “Kidnaping” and “False Imprisonment.” Putting some one to death, even ifthey deserveit, foralaw
that doesn’t exist is “Murder.” SB-2 is literally a Bill of attainder and/or a Bill of Pains and
Penalties, which are prohibited by the United States Constitution, Axticle 1, §10 and 1t has been

executed against the entire populace of the State.
“ ‘What will the government have to say about all of this? The answer is nothing, because they
. have already brought the Secretary of State into the fold and instructed her not to release any
documents, in fact, the office is denying that the office even has or maintains them. What would
happened if the Secretary of State produced these documents, as the office is required to do, and it
shows that every single thing that }¥kei#stipes has been saying is true? Well, most certainly they will
say that we can’t just set aside the NRS because when they passed the NRS they voided all of the
old general statutes, so they are gone too. We’ll be left with nothing - no law at all. They’il say that
we will have no law and no law means anarchy. The absurdity of this legal viewpoint is that if we
have laws that were never properly passed and they are null and void - don’t we already have no law?
In fact, isn’t what we have even worse than no law? TheUmted States Supreme Court has addressed
this issue in Merritt v. Welsh, 104 U.S. 694, 702 (1881), stating, “It has been said, with much truth,

‘where the law ends, tyrannybegms *  So, let’s call it what it is: Tyranny.
‘The vastness of this conspiracy goes all the way to the top. After all, Governor Sandovalgs

‘signed into law a Bill that prohibits inmates from having access to pubhc records. This can’tbe just
a coincidence, canit? Sandoval is a former Federal Judge, prior to signing this Bill of Attainder into

Gh f7 "Taw he received one Mpackages outlining the illegality of the NRS. He was duly .. .
41 ‘itf’r $ noticed and is therefore fully informed. Prisoners don’t lose all of their civil rights just because they
- arein prison, they only lose their freedom. They still have the same civil rights as everyone else does
outsxde, the only dxﬁ‘erence is that those nghts may be confonned toa standard that wﬂl not
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Long before 1984 gave us the adjective “Orwellian” to descnbe the political corrupuon of
language and thought, Thucydides observed how factional struggles for power make words their first
victims. Describing the horrors of civil war on the island of Corcyra during the Peloponnesxan War,
Thucydides wrote,

“Words had to change their ordinary meaning and to take that which was now given
them.”

. Orwell explains the reason for such degradation of language in his essay “Politics and the English
Language™: “Political speech and writing are largely the defense of the indefensible.” Tyrannical
power and its abuses comprise the “indefensible” that must be verbally disgnised.- The gulags,
engineered famines, show trials, and mass murder that occurred in the Soviet Union required that

it become a “regime of lies,” as the disillusioned admirer of Soviet communism Pierre Pascal put
itin 1927. And so we already know that the State will respond accordingly. Is this really what we
havebecomeV m is sadto saythatxtls

nothing then we have no nghts Tf we have no nghts ﬂ1en we only have pnvﬂeges and 1mmnmt1es
that are granted by government. We are then but subjects of a tyrannical government. It isa maxim
of law, “That which creates, has the power to destroy.” Therefore, privileges are worthless becanse
ﬁley can be legislated away for any Teasot, Wheteas Consunmonal nghts cannot be leglslated away
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. Ourstate law has been morphed into a form of territorial federal law. This destroys the -
.. sovereigniy of the State and its citizens. The Legislature has taken it upon themselves t0 take total
power away from the State Constitution - the law of the body politic - the citizens of the State.
However, “A state constitution is binding on the courts of the State, and on every officer and every
citizen. Any attempt to do that which is prescribed in any manner than that prescribed or to do that’
v which is prohibited, S epugfisnt:foxthe Suprie aid: paratie ey e dnd ivalid.” Poreh v.
445 (1916). The Constitution nullifies sophisticated as

s

Patterson, 39 Nev. 251, 268, 156 P. 439, sop!

“well as simiple-minded modes of infringing on Constifutional protections. Laney. Wilson, 307U.S.
268, 275, 59 S.Ct. 872, 876, 83 L.Ed. 1281 (1939); Harman v. Forseenius, 380 US. at 540-541,
85 S.Ct. at 118S. Cited in U.S. Term Limits, Inc. v Thorton, 514 U.S. 779, 829, 115 S.Ct. 1842
(1995). Like its counterpart m the Fifth Amendment, the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth
Amendment was intended to prevent government "from abusing [its] power, or employing it as an
instrument of oppression," Davidson y. Cannon, 474 U. S. 344, 348 (1986). S

The Constitution of the United States guarantees each State a Republican form of
government. A Republican form of government means that we have the rule of law. Currently we
have no rule of law in Nevada, in fact we have nothing but lawlessness. We have an oligarchy, a
Nation-State where our representative has become rulers who are 2 law unto themselves and our
rulers are lying to us in order to maintain the facade that we are living in an orderly, free society -
when the truth is we are living under an oppressive and tyrannical government. “No ats

. wicialocercare war against e CORSHEon WihoH HEs #id ,
'9p/7£/f {0 Capper v, Agron, 385 U.S. 1, 78 S.Ct. 1401 (1958). The United States Supreme

Courthas spoken, “We [judges] have no more right to decline the exercise of jurisdiction

given,thanto usm'pthatwhichisnot given. ”, ZoE-tRt OLIET, SWO! TheETreasorEto:

Constifistion.” U.S. v, Wijl, 449U.8.200, 216, 101 S.Ct. 471,66 LEd.2d 392, 406 (1 0); Cohens.

v, Virginia, 19 U.S. (6 Wheat.) 264, 404, 5 LEd. 257 (1821). The illegally passed NRS denies the ,

. Courts their jurisdiction to act. The legislative branch, the judicial branch, and the members ofthe ¢
- executive branch {police & prosecutors), have all made war against the Nevada Constitution and o I

doing so have declared war on its citizens and have committed high treason in doing so.

1. .
hitp:Megnten usatoday.com/comm' ies/ondeadline/post/2012/06/26-no3¥-g filty-in-las-vegas-
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{ Which proves fhe old Las Vegas saying, Tt ce men Cf
Sad-men tell Ao tales. The death of David ‘Amesbury-and

é :

' The Legislative Counsel Bureau [LCB] is an illegally created private corporate entity, which
maintains all of the public records in violation of the Nevada Constitution. This Corporation has
obtain untold powers over the years and controls many aspects of the State Government including
the writing and drafting of all Bills in the Legislature, the State Mail room, the State printing office
and the ownership of the copyrights on the Nevada Revised Statutes, which have brought millions
of dollars of profit to the private corporation.

74 , |
This law violates the Federal Constitution and is a lesser version of the Bill of Attainder, commonly
called a Bill of Pains and Penalties. The difference is a Bill of Attainder would apply to a death
sentence and the Bill of Pains and Penalties has no threat of death attached to its illegality.

74 .

This Senate Bill [No. 182] also sets forth that, “as soon as practicable after the effective date hereof
the commission shall commence the preparation of a complete revision and compilation of the -
Constitution and the laws of the State of Nevada of general application, together with brief
annotations and marginal notes to sections thereof. Such compilation when completed shall be
known as “revised Laws of Nevada. . . . ” and the year of ﬁxstpubliw:ionshaﬂbeﬁﬂedinﬁeblank-
space of such title, for brevity such title maybe cited as “Rev. Laws........”

B- \ |
The phrase jot or tittle' is somewhat tautological, as both jot and tittle refer to tiny quantities. A
jot is the name of the least letter of an alphabet or the smallest part of a piece of writing. It is the
Anglicized version of the Greek fota - the smallest letter of the Greek alphabet, which ;oxresponds
to the Roman T. This, in turn, was derived from the Hebrew word jod, ot yodr, which is the smallest
letter of the square Hebrew alphabet. Apart from its specialist typographical meaning, we still use
the word jot more generally to mean 'a tiny amount'. Hence, when we have a brief note to make, we
‘jot it down'. A tittle, rather appropriately for a word which sounds like a combination of #iny and
little, is smaller still. It refers to a small stroke or point in writing or printing. In classical Latin this

applied to any accent over a letter, but is now most commonly used as the name for the dot overthe- -

letter T
w;’ - . . X
A newspaper article tifled “Russ McDonald Celebrates 30 years of Public Service,” statcs that
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- . Russell W. McDmﬂdmsb@hPrOsser Creek, California. rWha:happenedtOhiSﬁﬁﬁ, ‘ebpm ,. L

" Nevadan statusthat was pontificated about by the Sate Legisatrein SB-17.
The Nevada Supreme Court ruled in State, ex rel., Chase v. Rogers, 10 Nev. 250 (1875), which
states in pertinent part, “The court ruled that it could ontylook at the enrolled bill in the office ofthe

secretary of Stafe in Qrder to ascertain the terms of the law.”
<43 |

A “Democracy” is mob rule, directed and controlled by an oligarchy. Currently in this Country we

" have a Nation-State type of government that operates asa democratic-welfare state, where laws are
not obeyed or enforced because they might offend someone. Whereas a Republican form of
Government is a govermnment of laws, where laws are enforced regardless of whether we will offend
somebodyornot-simplybecauseitisthelaw. '

13. L i } . ,
These territorial jurisdictions include Washingfon, D.C., Puerto Rico, the American Virgin
Tslands, Somoa and Guam. Those citizens ‘Titerally have NO RIGHTS only privileges granted by
Congress. These US citizens have no rights - except what Congress says they have. Any decision-
made by the United States Supreme Court which originated in one of these territorial jurisdictions
has no application in the 50 States because these people exist under a diminished capacity that is not
: shared by State Citizens. Yet, these decisions are illegally applied across the board. These territorial
- citizens are all “subjects,” just like the inhabitants of the ariginal 13 colonies and that is the mission
: ofourStategovemments,torendéruéallasmeresubjectsoftheStatewbehiﬂedwi!hasthough
we were the same. This is why the Bush administration stuck all of these combatants in Guantanamo
Bay, being a military installation, in a territory or possession of the United States the right to the Writ
T of Habeas Corpus doésnotexistmdthecomb&tamswerenotavaﬂedofﬂ]eBﬂ} of Rights. The only
- reasonwhyBoxmedienewaSpennimédaccesstotheWr'rtofHah%sCorpusbytthnitedStates
Supreme Court is that he was taken from his residence within a State and invohintarily taken to this
facility. Once these combatants are moved into the Uniited States, as Obama has planned, then the
entire Bill of Rights will apply to them and they wilt have to be triéd or released.
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