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Koy D, MmoRAGA

). ) Case No. 2‘760?,{{}77

Petitioner/Plaintiff, )

) Dept. No. VIl
V. )

) Docket No.

The &£/ 5#TH  Judicial District )
Court of the State Of Nevada, In and )
For the County of LLARK )
)
Respondent/Defendant )

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Comes now, Petitioner/Plaintiff, R oy D.MovrAGA , pro per, And

respectfully moves this Honorable Court to issue a Petition for Writ of Mandamus, being filed

contemporaneously herewith, directing Steyen L ~'€7Scsml |, to reverse and vacate his order,
i‘l d_s -~

and/or actions in denying Petitioner/Plaintiff BooK wg Sheef of 17 37,. N AL

Azcl;x’?m_g_d‘f ~ LAY~ FY, Sentencing TranS <613~ 90.rre;7c.«l‘fcuc£~j TrANS.
o ilyt<-2/ -

This motion is made and based pursuant to the supporting Points and Authorities attached hereto,

N.R.S. 34.150 through N.R.S. 34.310, N.R.A.P. Ru]\e 21, as well as all papers, pleadings, and documents

on file herein,

018,

OU|

Jg- 16657
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II. LEGAL ARGUMENT

Petitions for Extraordinary Writs are addressed to the sound discretion of the Supreme Court of
Nevada and may issue when there is no plains, speedy, and adequate remedy at law,. See, State v. Second

Judicial District Court ex. Rel. County of Washoe. 116 Nev. 953, 11 P.3d 1209 (2000).

A writ of mandamus is issued to compel performance of an act which the law especially enjoins as a

duty resulting from an office, trust or station. See, Lewis v. Stewart, 96 nev. 846, 619 P.2d 1212 (1980).

A writ of mandamus ma issue to control arbitrary or capricious exercise of discretion. See, Barnes v,

Eighth Judicial District Court of the State of Nevada, in and for Clark County , 103 Nev. 679,

748 P.2d 483 (1987).
This Court has also held that the action being sought to be compelled must be one already required

By law. See, Mineral County v. State Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. 117 Nev. 235

» 20 P.3d 800 (2001).
Mandamus is the appropriate vehicle for challenging contested orders entered by the District Court.

See, Angell v. Eighth judicial District Court In and For the County of Clark, 18 Nev. 923,

839 P.2d 1329, (1992).
It has also been held that a writ of mandamus is proper when the petitioner raises urgent and

important issues(s) of law requiring clarification by the Supreme Court. See, Falcke v. Douglas County,

116 Nev. 583, 3 P.3d 661 (2000).
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Pet tioner bhas made {;’/)re;;ue.s'f' T the Cleck of Fhe
Court » Stevedt Girierson 75 SeNd me rthese decw ryents

i Order 2 File o Neei cooit ©F hibeis C’.‘c":‘r;,pus
Rorswawt 7o NRS 15 013(5) and 3. Grierson has
Qﬂﬁ/ Seait me rhe Cowvrt MiNuTeS. Ly Time is
CeNNing out For me 7 File oy wvi't, So  wiith ALl
mLi’pec:f‘ Pledase erdes Steved BD. Grisrson 7%
mail me Al the ﬂe;zg&s“f’d documert’s right ALJA%
Jhe Collowing (s cihat K meed!
Booking Sheet of December &, /987,
satial Arcaigment oF Decepber 19, /1733
Senfencing Trans. of Juwe (3 (790
Re- Sentfenciny Trans oF ANeov. A3, /97
Re Sfloﬁcfﬁ//? /Pc‘f,?ucﬁ fc’/é
ﬁ()ﬁ@/ 7?7,;:47/44




