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Cirishan 9. Miles # 2888063
Petitioner / In Proper Person

- S Cenc

Christian r\f‘\él\'ﬁhﬁ\‘\ Miles

Petitioner
.

State of Nevada, et al.
Respondents

Jennifer P Toaliatt, Disteict Court Bud(jﬁ

Eichih Judical District Court
J

Wﬁﬁ”sﬁﬁﬁgs-wm 330 5. Casino Lenter

Las \IGC\C\S TNV BO100

EIGHT JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA

Ne. 77220

FILED

0CT 22 2018

ELIZABETH A. BRO

WN
CLERK OF SUPREME COURT
BY z
DEPUTY CLERK

Case Nos. ¢ .= 306436-1

Dept. No. 1x

Emergency Motion Under NRAP 27 (&)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS / PROHIBITION

(NRS 34.150 thru 34.320)

duly sworn, deposes and says:

Dated this 1™ day of Octoher , 2018,

Action isnecessary by Ocrober AR IA1EY
Cheinticn & Miles , Petitioner in proper person, under penalty of perjury, being

Submitted by:

/ - . 3 /
6/7.'«7@44 faks

There is no appeal from Respondent’s actions and that Petitioner has no other

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

Christian 8. Miles # 2098634

Petitioner /In Proper Person

19-4/308
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NRAP 27(c) Certificate

Petitioner certifies that to avord 'xrrepamb\e harm relief isneeded inless than
(4 c';o.\/s,
The telephone numbersandoffice addresses of the aftorneys for the par-

ties ond the ‘re\ephone Aumbers and addresses for any pro se parties:

Samuel 5 Martinez

Chief Depu*.'\/ District P\Horney
Nevacda Bar Hi0bT7i

200 Levwis Avenue

tas \/eqoa,Nevodﬂ BUIHH-221%
S (702)Y 671725006

Christian Miles #288d634
cCCnC.

330 South fasino Center
LLas \/QCJC\S,N\/\ETHO\

Facts 5howm‘chhe existence andnature of the claimed emerqency:
J

Petitioner is currently incarcerated at CL.D.C awaiting friclonacase That
has been onaoing for about three yvearsand Six montihe . Petifioner hasnotre- .
ceived <‘:deﬂ=qom‘re nofice of the charges and as aresult.unable toprepare a de-
fense . defend aquinst The charges, and invoke The Daouble Jeopardy Clause. Pe-
ritioner's Sixth and Fifth Armendment rights have and continue fabe violated.
Petitiomer is forced Yo prepare Tor teal without adequate notice of the ch-
arqes and various Theories of pr‘QSc—_cuhor\ As aresult of Ré‘sponc,‘f-ﬂ*‘ﬁ actions
Pefitioner isalso sufferimg mental, piw\/mco\,onc\ p%\/cho\oo‘rccﬂ ~ormy ot CCDC.

unable tosleep some dcn[% due to excessive noise and 24 hour consront Mumi-

Aationand has been suffering malnutrition and starvation dueto thenutri-
+ic)nc\\\\{ inadequate food being served at ’r‘mejoik Petitioners health is dedin-
ing dueto deprivation of out djoor exercise andthe various conditions of con-
finement. Pefitioner is suffering ongoingharm, however to avoidirreparable
~erm, retiet 50031’\”7 inThe petition e needed intess Than i dc«\/S.

On, October 87,2018, Petitioner p'&oced for moihr\,g at C.C.D.C,aletter u’\o’fif\/inCJ

[rhereal party ininterest ancd Cerk of the Supreme Court | postage Tully prepd‘\c‘ﬂ

i H

On October Wn_ J0vd, causing to be served on the realpartyiryinterest and

Respondent fhe petition.

Therelief sought inthe petifion was available fo tihe Distmict Court, and

all qrounds advanmcedin support of the peh%\,om were submitted tothe Dis-
Trict Court.
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£l
paten this W day of Octahes 2018

Christian 9. Miles F2888634
Petitioner/Im Proper Person
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District Judce
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Rﬁcyomo\ Justice Cemter
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Las \/’6305 Nevada 891955 -2369

“Samuel S Martinez
Chiet Deputy District A%‘%orme\/
Nevada Rar # 1067
200 Lewis Avenue
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DATLD *m% o\/ of (\(&\\\9\ , 2018
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