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EIGHT JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

SChmstionm ‘)‘tephon Miles

Petitioner
Case Nos. C-1%- 306436}
V.
‘ Dept. No. 1x
State of Nevada, et al.
Respondents
L;,Shih Wil Nistret Courd

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS / PROHIBITION
(NRS 34.150 thru 34.320)

Chrishian s Miles , Petitioner in proper person, under penalty of perjury, being

duly sworn, deposes and says:
There is no appeal from Respondent's actions and that Petitioner has no other

plain, speedy, or adequate remedy other than Mandamus/ Prohibition.

Lated this 26 day of A\ L2013
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